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wick, N. J., in favor of an anti-injunction bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: Resolution of the Weber Clnb, of
Ogden City, Utah, relative to American merchant marine—to the
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of residents of Caldwell County, Ky.,
fn favor of bill H. R. 8574—to the Committee on Waysand Means.

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Woman’s istian Temperance
Union of Mohrsville, Pa., relative to the nullification of State
liguor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

y Mr. KNAPP: Petition of residents of Sacketts Harbor, N. Y.,
protesting against the enactment of bill H. R. 7038—to the Com-
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Mr. LAMAR of Missouri: Resolution of Norwood Post, No.
274, Grand Army of the Republic, De ent of Missouri, in
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, 8 to accompany bill H. R. 12605, ting a pension
to N. H%I;;hle—to the Comnélifltee on Invaﬁdg::?sir;ns. -
Also, rs to accompany bill granting increase of pension

M. V. B?aﬂ:ms—bo the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 10544, granting an in-
crease of pension to H. H. Rhoads—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, papers to a.ccom%nyhﬂl H. R. 10542, to correct the miii-
tary record of Robert W. Marr—to the Committee on Military
Affairs

By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Elwood Mathew and 29 others,
and Frank Le Bar and 85 others, of Pennington, N. J., in favor of
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By h{)r LINDSAY: Petition of the Grand Lodge, Brotherhood
of Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders of America, in favor of
bill 8. 2259 and sundry other bills—to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of J. W. Fonda and 88 others, of
Luray, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of Thomas W. Wyne and | the

86 other voters of Thorofare, N. J.—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By laﬁryhﬂERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill to increase

gensionofCharlesH.Donihm—totheOumm:monInvalid
‘ensions.

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of Rev. C. E. Flanagin and 134 oth-
ers. of Burlingame, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary. e {

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, against
registry and money-order business in ﬁt-oﬂices on Sunday—to
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- E

Also, petition of Rev. William A. Cutter, of Milwaukee, Wis.,
in favor of Sunday closing of the Lewis and Clark Exposition—to
the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions.

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to sccm{?any bill for the relief of Frank
J. D' Avy—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RANDELL of Texas: Petition of T. A. Wilson and 88
others, of Collinsville, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill
H. §. 3089, for the relief of the estate of W. R. , de-
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Tennessee: Petition of L. B. Jarmon
and 33 others, of Wartrace, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Del-
liver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary. ]

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to aocon_lgmy bill for re-
Hef of Stephen Duncan—to the Committes on Military Affairs.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to Fannie A. Hutchason—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Robert
H. Shofner—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. SNOOK: Resolution of Evans Post, No. 149, of Bryan,
Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions. )

By Mr. TAWNEY: Petition of C. F. Greening and 17 other
voters of Grand Meadow, Minn., for the Hepburn bill—to the
Committee on the Jndim'arﬁ

Also, petition of Robert Hobson and 17 other voters and F. H.
MecCulloch and 80 other voters of Austin, Minn., for the Hepburn
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 8. T. Christenson and 22 other voters of Lan-
ging, Minn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of 8. N. Wheaton and 5 other voters of Caledo-
nia, Minn.; J. W, Pendergast and 26 other voters, and Frank
Willis and 13 other voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. THAYER: Petition of the Southbridge (Mass.) Young

le's Christian Union, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Worcester Metal Trades Association, against
g;_u;zage of the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju-

ciary.,

Also, petition of residents of Worcester, Mass., against ge
of anti-injunction bill, etc.—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Rev. Everett Heammond and 10 others, of
Blackstone, Mass.; A. H. Richardson and 36 others, of Gilbert-
ville, Mass.,and Leonard E. Taft and 9 others, of Mendon, Mass.,
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Also, petition of W. H. Bocker, in favor of increasing appro-
priations for agricultural experiment stations—to the Committee
on Agriculture.

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of Woman’s Christian Temper-
ance Union and citizens of Angelica, N. Y., and G. W. Adams
and 27 others, of Andover, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WACHTER: Petition of E. M. Spath and 21 others, and
Rev. G. W. Hobbs and 45 others, of Baltimore, Md., in favor of
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the American Shipowners, Shipbuilders, and
Shi , relative to denying American registry to foreign-
11;_ i ]::: vessels, etc.—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and

isheries.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Kendall, Orleans County,
N. Y., route No. 28; Medina, Orleans County, N. Y., routes Nos.
10 and 17; Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 3, 4, 7,
and 10, and Ransomyille, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 22
and 24, urging increase of salaries for rural free-delivery carriers,
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, .

By Mr. WARNOCK: Petition of Herman McClellan and 77
others, of Wayne, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WEISSE: Resolution of the Milwaukee Foundrymen’s
Association, against passage of the bill limiting the meaning of
word * conspiracy "’—to the Committee on the Judidiary.

Also, resolntion of the American Association of Masters and
Pilots of Steam Vessels, relative to a light-house on or near the
Outer Diamond Shoal, on the coast of North Carolina—to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors.

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breeders’ Associa-
tion, in favor of increase in appropriation for agricultural ex-
periment stations—to the Committee on Agriculture.

Also, petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of
‘Wisconsin, protesting against the passage of bill H. R. 7038—to
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, resolution of Rock River Lodge, No. 11, Independent Or-
der of Good Templars, Waupun, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary,

SENATE.
MoxDAY, February 29, 1904.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALR.

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings
of Saturday last, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unani-
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap-
proved, if there be no objection. It is approved.

BUST OF HANDEL.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, re-
mesting that authority be given them to accept a bust of Handel
the United German Singing Societies of Washington, D. C.;
which was referred to the Committee on the Library, and ordered
to be printed. -
CANCELING MACHINES IN THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu-
nication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting certain in-
formation relative to the purchase and rental of canceling ma-
chines to be used in that Department, and recommending that an
appropriation of $200,000 be made for the rental of these machines;
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-
Roads, and ordered to be printed.

TARIFF ON PHILIPPINE TOBACCO,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commmn-
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a translation of
a petition to the President of the United States dated Manila, P. L.,
October 28, 1903, from the Tohaccﬁ(;]:\’orkers’ Guild '11(1i the Philip-
pines, respecting the tariff on Philippine tobacco and cigars im-
ported into the United States; wh:ﬁ:lf with the accompanying
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paper, was referred to the Committee on Finance, 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 bill (S. 3780) aunthorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern

A bill (H. R. 1170) granting an increase of pension to Lewis L.
Bean;

A bill (H. R. 1176) granting an increase of pensionto George W.
Kimble;

A bill (H. R. 1268) granting an increase of pension to John B.

Hart;
A bill (H. R. 1285) granting an increase of pension to Adam

Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and | Gosage

foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city
of Yankton, S. Dak.

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the
amendments of the Senate to the following bills:

. 1;;5 bill (H. R. 865) granting an increase of pension to Charles C.

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn;

A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler;

A bill (l&[ R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma L.
Nagle; an

Ag bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff.

The message further announced that the Honsahad passed with
amendments the following bills; in which it requested the con-
currence of the Senate:

A bill (8. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to its site to
the University of Montana;

A bill (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William W.
Jackson; and

A bill (S. 8274) granting an increase of %ensmn to Jane L. Long.

The message also announced that the House had disagreed to
the amendments of the Senate fo the following bills; asks confer-
ences with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GissoN, Mr. MIErs of Indiana,
and Mr, StLLOWAY managers at the respective conferences on the
part of the House:

A bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J.
McLaughlin;

WA bﬂl (H. 'R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John
att

A bill (H. R 2920) granting an increase of pension to Daniel
W. Huffman

A bill (H. R 2923) granting an increase of pension to John G.
Fairchild;

) PIA bill {H R. 8032) granting an increase of pension to William
tte
A b111 {H R. 4136) granting an increase of pension fo' Caleb

Arnet
Aln]l (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of pension to Joseph

A mll (H. R. 4520) granting an increase of pension to William
& Eli)eﬂl fgl R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin
Mvobﬂl (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R.
Himl}nll (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshna
Haf‘{)lilli (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John
H?gﬁl (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z.
Bid%ﬁl: (H R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin A.
FCLL bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan
% E bﬂtlh(H. R. 8058) granting an increase of pension to William
M. Underhill; and

A bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of pension to James H.
H?hgéﬁinessage farther announced that the House had passed the
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen-

ate:
A:&ﬂl (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to James W,

Smith;

A bill (H. R. 153) granting a pension to Harriet Snyder;

A bill (H. R. 194) granting a pension to Mary J. Bradley;

A bill (H. R. 691) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca
C. Shurlock;

A bill (H. R. 720) granting an increase of pension to Freeman
0. Hodge;
DA ];‘l}i] (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George W.

arr

A bill (H. R. 790) granting an increase of pension to Oliver A.
Filman;

A bill (H. R. 805) grantingan increase of pension to George W.

ONKey;
A bill é[‘ R. 967) granting an increase of pension to Nicholas
Gruber;

ge;
A bill (H. R. 1515) granting a pension to Lucy Warren;
A bill (H. R. 1519) granting a pension to Thomas P. Moore;
A bill (H. R. 1528) granting an increase of pension to Charles
C. Jaralemon;
A bill (H. R. 1575) granting an increase of pension to Henry F.

Davis;
DAkbm (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to James
nrgee;

A bill (H. R. 1953) to provide for an additional associate justice
of the supreme court of New Mexico;

A bill (H. R. 2110) granting a pension to Mary Farrell;

A bill (H. R. 2121) granting a pension to Gertrude Merrill;

A bill (H. R. 2189) granting an increase of pension to Hem‘y
Spindler;

A bill (H. R. 2371) granting a pension to Sarah J. Herman;

A bill (H. R. 2490) granting a pension to John Maynard;

A bill (H. R. 2491) granting a pension to Larkin Maynard;

A bill (H. R. 2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of
Arizona as a Eu‘bhc park, to be known as ** The Petrified Forest
National Par
CaA bill (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pension to James

IT;
A bill (H. R. 2589) granting a pension to Susanna Cosgrove;
A bill (H. R. 2767) granting an increase of pension to John E.

eary;
Ai bill (H. R. 2855) granting an inerease of pension to John W.

AAPE;'H (H. R. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta
. £ 1YCOS
A bill (H. R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to Daniel
Bushman;
DAHbillll (H. R. 3035) granting an increase of pension to William
. Hall; 2
A bill (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension to James
Littleton;
A bill (H, R, 8288) granting an increase of pension to Nathan
L. Meands;
HASbﬂl (H R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to George
weet:
A bill (H. R. 3602) granting a pension to Martha J. Derrington;
A bill (H R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to George

. Gi
A bill (H. R. 4355) granting a pension to Martha A. Day;
A bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of Carl W.
Albrecht;
A bill (H. R. 4634) granting an increase of pension to Randolph

bﬂ})ﬂ H R. 4798) granting an increase of pension to Margaret

H
A 'blll {H R. 4874) granting a pension to Charles V. Billig;
C%Eﬂl (H. R. 4880) granting an increase of pension to Henry
7\
A bill (H. R. 4941) granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson;
EAC};nll (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to Robert
A b111 (H R. 4994) granting an increase of pension to Mary P.

Abﬂl(H R. 4997) granting a pension to Franklin B. Lippincott;
MACEI% (H. R. b008) granting an increase of pension t%pHenry

cCor

A bill (H R 5(}91) granhng an increase of pension to William

Kenned bﬂ}r
Hol (H R. 526") grantmg an increase of pension to Irving
API:;H (H R. 5206) granting an increase of pension to Horatio

MAP?::J{:L (H R. 5378) granting an increase of pension to Motem
A bill (H R. 5395) granting a pension to Mattie Aten;

DaA bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to William
vis;
A bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck:

HA bxll (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
A bl]] (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pemlon to Charles

. Hun
Sf::}eebﬂl (H R. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Joel M,

F.
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A bill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Christo-
pher C. Richards;
Sci: hill (H. R. 5824) granting an increase of pension to Casper J.

oer;

4 ol (H. R. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Herbert
M. Blackwell, alias Levi W. Moar;

A hill (H. R. 5878) granting an increase of pension to Sirbrina
Palmer;
H.«\Kuil] (H. R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to William

. Kent;

A bill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase of pension to Calistro

Castro;

A l;:lll (H. R. 6087) granting an increase of pension to Anthony
Bracklin;

A bill (H. R. 6249) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
J. Fairbrass;

A b1l (H. R. 6258) granting an increase of pension to Theodore
C. Putnam; )
A bill (H. R. 6271) granting an increase of pension to Catharine
M. Wonderly;

A bill (H. R. 6416) granting an increase of pension to Anna S.
Dunn:

A bill (H. R. 6420) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Mehring;

A bill (H. R. 6432) granting a pension to Ellender C. Miller:

A bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah
Robinson, jr.:

A bill (H. R.6563) granting an increase of pension to John Bar-
ragar;

A bill (H. R. 6589) granting a pension to Jacob B."Mock;

A bill (H. R. 6611) granting an increase of pension to Austin

Murphy;

A hill (H. R. 6653) granting an increase of pension to Josiah
Standley;

A bill (H. R.'6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Catalla Creek, in the District of Alaska:

A bill (H. R. 6787) t» confirin and validate patents to certain
lands situated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above
the month of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River;

A bill (H. R. 6823) granting an increase of pension to Seneca
R. Pollard;

A bill (H. R. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Benjdmin
Mannmg:

A bi lgIH. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to John W.
Plattenburg; : e

A bill (EL. R, 6859) granting an increase of pension to William
A. Sheridan:

A bill (H. R. 6880) granting an increase of pension to Charles
T. Preston; ; :

A uill (H. R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Ellis

House:

A hill (H. R. 7244) granting an increase ef pension to Williamina
R. Allenbaungh; A )

A bi'l (H. R. 7808) granting an increase of pension to Lucius
E. Mills; -

A bill (H. R. 7353) granting an increase of pension to William
H. Schreiner;

A bill (H. R. 7894) granting an increase of pension to Amelia
Hutchins; _

A bill (H. R. 7411) granting an increase of pension to Mat-
thew Caldwell;

A bill (H. R. 7438) granting an increase of pension to Corinne
Tolman;

A bill (H. R. 7470) granting an increase of pension to Isaac B.
Goforth, alias Napoleon B. Gordon; !

A bill (H. R. 7500) granting a pension to Mary E. Springer;

A bill (H, R. 7501) granting an increase of pension to Emily

Catlin;
A bill (H. R. 7568) granting an increase of pension to Albert

gan; -
PAMI;illll (ﬁl. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to George
A och;
A bill (H. R. 7608) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
R. W. Mockabee;

A bill (H.R. 8050) granting an increase of pension toJohn I. Lose;
: %{ bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to William

. Mosier;
Sn?tl};m (H. R. 8180) granting an increase of pension to William

ith; :

A bill (H. R. 8220) granting an increase of pension to Edward
B. Nugent;

A bill (H. R. 8287) granting an increase of pension to Abram T.

ey; -

A bill (H. R. 8387) granting an increase of pension to Emma R.
Wallace;

A bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of Russel A. McKinley;
F‘A bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to John C,

008;

A bill (H, R. 8611) granting an increase of pension to Charles
W. De Motte;
Pazlt_kbill (H. R. 8725) granting an increase of pension to John A,

er;

A bill (H. R. 8742) granting an increase of pension to Jason
Robinson:

A bill (H. R. 8789) granting an increase of pension to George
K. Enowlton:
5 AMJl;lﬁl (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

; er;

A bill (H. R. 8082) granting an increase of pension to Chester
F. Kimball;

A bill (H. R. 9117) granting a pension to George T. Young;

A bill (H. R. 9390) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Lonis Tyner;

A bill (H. R. 9392) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
J. Robbins:

A bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase of pension to El M.
McElwain:
WAS;H ITH. R. 9581) granting an increase of pension to Henry

. Lloyd:

A bill (H. R. 9592) granting an increase of pension to William
H. Steimann: y

A bill (H. R. 9709) granting a pension to Louis De Witt;

A bill (H. R. 9726) granting an increase of pension to John
McEliece;

A bill (H. R, 9741) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E.

A\'l')iﬂ (H. R. 9756) granting an increase of pension to Jesse T,
Bennett;

A bill (H. R, 9789) granting an increase of pension to Charles
M. Morrison;

A bill (. R. 9801) granting a pension to Jane McNeil:

A lllill (H. R. 9807) granting an increase of pension to Hugh S,
Smith:

A Iril (H. R. 9815) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim
0. Gilbert:

A1 bill (H. R. 9820) granting an increase of pension to Vincent
Auderson; <
\I‘Ahb’m (H. R. 9979) granting an increase of pension to Ezrg
N1CDOLS;

A bill (H. R. 9990) granting a pension to John Bartmann;

A bill (H. R. 9996) granting a pension to Henry Mason;

HA'LI‘ hill L(H. R. 10171) granting an increase of pension to Josiah

. Tyack:

HABhilI (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to William

. Bell;

A bill (H, R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to Marga-
ret De aney; ;

A bill (H. R. 10264) granting an increase of pension to Louis C,

eTg;

A bill (H. R. 10399) granting an increase of pension to Francis
Marshall;

WAFt‘)m (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to George

« AT,

A bill (H. R. 10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. McEKee;

A bill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept
from the citizens of Missounla, Mont., deeds donating to the United
States certain land for the enlargement of the military reserva-
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont.;

A bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to Fraderic

A bill (H. R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper N. W. Rog- | Lockl

eTE; 3 ,

A bill (H. R. 7754) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah
Myers;

A bill (H. R. 7778) granting a pension to Frank H. Clark;

A bill (H. R. 8010) granting an increase of pension to Josiah B.

Deeter;

A bill (H. R. 8025) granting an increase of pension to James
Payton; -

Ayhill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymore
F. Burlingame;

ey,
Sn?itl};m (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to Andrew
A bill (H. R. 10847) granting an increase of pension to James O,

Enowles;
A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension to John
A bill (H. R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to Leonard

J. Whitn?i':
OliA bill (H. R. 10919) granting an increase of pension to Susan E.
ver;
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A bill (H. R.10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca

0;

g bill (H. R. 11066) granting an increase of pension to Joshua
D. Griffith; : f h -

A bill (H. R. 11074) granting a pension to Merritt R. Sun};igo .

A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to John B.
Keller; g

A bill H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben
Griffith Porter; : y

A bill (H. R. 11175) granting an increase of pension to Isaac S.
Drummond; ' 3 ;

A bill (H. R. 11229) granting a pension to Francis M. Good;

A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Aungus-
tus Fellows; i

A bill (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton;

A bill (H. R. 11558) granting an increase of pension to James
B. Luckey;

A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Abel N. Button;

A bill (H. R. 11608) granting an increase of pension to Caleb J.

May; ;

Aj bill (H. R. 11649) granting an increase of pension to Malinda
A. Myers;
A bill (H. R.11654) granting an increase of pension to Augustus

agner; .
Agl?ill (H. B. 11655) granting an increase of pension to James

Liynch;
3:gllb%ill (H. R. 11060) granting an increase of pension to James
Dasson;
Asgi}.l (H. R. 11845) granting an increase of pension to David
C. McVicker; f ' .
A bill (H.R.11894) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah

. 12036) granting an increase of pension to Jacob
. 12050) granting an increase of pension to David

A bill (H. R.
Large:;

A bill (H. R.

erry;

A?}?ll (H. B.
Gardner;

A bill (H. B.

D. Filkins; . )
A bill (H. R. 12352) granting an increase of pension to William

H. Coo¥er:
A bill (H. R.
A bill (H. R.

12053) granting an increase of pension to James
12056) granting an increase of pension to Kezia
12078) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J.
12191) granting an increase of pension to Henry

12417) granting a pension to Hiram Parker;
12457) granting an increase of pension to Nannie

. 12550) granting an increase of pemsion to Emma

A bill (H. R. 12805) granting a pension to Margaret J. Snook.
The foregoing pension bills were subsequently read twice by
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS,

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of Salt
Lake City, Utah, praying for an investigation of the charges made
and filed against Hon. REED SyooT, a Senator from the State of
Utah: which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and
Llections. . .

He also presented a petition of Donaldson Grange, No. 1160,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Donaldson, Mich., praying for the pas-
sage of theso-called ** Brownlow good-roads bill;** which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union, Ameri-

can Federation of Labor, of Saginaw, Mich., praying for tll':xreegas-
sage of the so-called ‘‘eight-honr bill;”* which was refe to
the Committee on Education and Labor. :
. He also presented a memorial of the Board of Commerce of De-
troit, Mich., remonstrating against an appropriation being made
for a pneumatic-tube service for the post-office at that place; which
was referredto the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads,

He also presented a petition of the Anti-Saloon League of Lan-
sing; Mich., and a petition of sundry citizens of Branch County,
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to regmlate the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. CULLOM presented the pefition of N. J. Hester and 24
other citizens of America, I1l., praying for the passage of the so-
called ** Brownlow good-roads gill; ?* which was referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Ship-
pers’ Association of Roclkford, I11., remonstrating against the pas-
sage of the so-called *‘ eight-hour bill; "’ which was referred to the
Committee on Education and Labor.

He also presented a petition of John A. Logan Circle, No. 89,
Department of Illinois, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub-
lie, of Chicago; Ill., and a petition of J. W. Dodds Post, No. 370,
Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Auburn,
1., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which
were rel?;rrecl to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented the petition of F. A. MeCarty and 105 other
citizens of Mason City, Ill.. and a petition of the congregation of
the United Presbyterian Church of Aledo, Ill., praying for the
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation
of intoxicating lignors; which were referred tothe Committee on
the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the United
Presbyterian Church of Aledo, Ill., praying for an investigation
of the charges madeand filed against Hon. REED SxooT, 2 Senator
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committes on
Privileges and Elections.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of (leorge
Washington Circle, No. 2, De entof Washington and Alaska,
Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of South Bellingham,
Wash., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which
was referred to the Committee on Pensions,

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper-
ance Union of Waitsburg, and of sundry citizens of Thornton and
Waitsburg, all in the State of Washington, praying for the enact-

ment of le%ia]ation to regulate the interstate fransportation of in-
toxécating iquors; which were referred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. McCUMBER presented a petition of the congregation of
the First Baptist Church of Fargo, N. Dak., praying for the en-
actment of legislation to regnlate the interstate transportation of
intgjxicating liquors; which wasreferred to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Panl,
Marshall, and Le Roy, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta-
tion of intoxicating liguors; which were referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

* Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the National Association of
State Dairy and Food Departments and by sundry manufacturers
and distributers of food products in the United States, praying
for the passage of the so-called ** pure-food bill; ** which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Manufactures, ’

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Club and Benev-
olent Society of West Brookfield, Mass., praying for an investi-
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED Sxoor, a
Senator from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Com-"
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented a petition of Thomas N. Gardner Post, No.
207, Department of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic,
of Nantucket, and a petition of Charles Ward Post, No, 62, De-
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, of New-
ton, in the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of
a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of West Brook-
field, Mass., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance
Union of Bolton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors;
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. McCOMAS presented petitions of the Woman’s Christian -
Temperance Union of Sharpsburg; of the congregation of the Co-
lambia Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore; of the
congregation of the Harlem Park Methodist Episcopal Church, of
Baltimore; of the congregation of the Emory Methodist Episcopal
Church, of Baltimore; of the congregation of the West Baltimore
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Baltimore; of the congregation of
the Arlington Methodist Egiscopa.l Church, of Baltimore County,
and of the conﬁregaﬁon of the Methodist Episcopal Church of
Westminster, all in the State of Maryland, praying for an investi-
gation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SyooT, a
Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the Com-
mittee on Privileges and Elections.

Mr. LONG presented a memorial of Lichty Brothers, of Well-
ington, Kans., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called

Bﬂl; " which wasreferred to the Committee on Post-
Offices and Post-Roads.

He also presented a petition of Mayflower Circle, No. 80, De-
partment of Kansas, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic,
of Lawrence, and a petition of James Shields Post, No. 57, De-
%artment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wellington,

ans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which
were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Seneca, Wil-
son, Parsons, Arkansas City, Whitewater, and Chetopa, all in
the State of Kansas, praying for the enactment of legislation to
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regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors;
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. ANKENY Freaented petitions of W, T. Kenney Circle, No.
12, Department of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand
Army of the Re&?h];ic, of Blaine; of General Milroy Post, No. 62,
Department of Washington and Alaska, and of George Washing-
ton Circle, No: 2, De: ent of Washington and Alaska, Grand
Army of the Republic, of Bellingham, all in the State of Wash-
ington, praying for the enactment of a service-pensionlaw; which
were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr, LATIMER presented a petition of 80 citizens of Water-
bury, Conn., praying that an appropriation be made for the con-
struction and maintenance of public highways; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of Union Valley; of sundry citizens
of Waupaca: of the conﬁregaﬁon of the Methodist Episcopal
Church of Waterloo; of Lodge No. 146, Independent er of
Good Templars, of Caldwell; of Lodge No. 128, of Auburn; of the
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Whitewater;
of Lodge No. 295, Independent Order of Good Templars, of But-
ternut; of Lodge No. 183, Independent Order of Good Templars,
of Cambria; of the congregation of the Mount Hope Baptist
Church, of Edmund; of Lodge No. 242, Independent Order of
Good Templars, of Buena Vista; of the Wisconsin Sunday Rest
Association, of Milwaukee; of sundry citizens of Columbus; of
sundry citizens of Centerville; of sundry citizens of Trempolian;
of sundry citizens of Racine; of the O. L. Packard Machinery
Company, of Milwaukee, and of Nordon , No. 60, Inde-

ndent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland, all in the State of
Q’s’isconsin. praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were
referred to the Cominittee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Monday Club, of Waupun,
Wis., praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed

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

He also presented a petition of Council No. 155, United Order of
Commercial Travelers, of Ap&leton, Wis., praying for the enact-
ment of legislation to place the claims of traveling salesmen on
the list of preferred creditors in bankruptey cases; which was
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

. He also presented a petition of the board of directors of the
Merchants and Manufacturers’ Association of Milwaunkee, Wis.,
and a petition of the Western Association of Shoe Wholesalers, of
Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge
-the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were
referred to the Committee on Intérstate Commerce.

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Live Stock Breed-
ers’ Association, and a petition of the Wisconsin State Board of
Agriculture, praying that an appropriation be made in aid of
State agricultural experiment stations; which were referred to the
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ripon, Wis.,

raying for the passage of the so-called *‘ Brownlow good-roads
gil]; " ywhich was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and

Forestry. :
He also presented the petition of Rev. W. A. Cautler, of Mil-
waunkee, Wis., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro-

hibit postal order or registry business being done on Sunday;
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-

Roads.

Mr. COCKRELL. Ipresentresolutionsadopted by the board of
directors of the Board of Trade of Kansas City, Mo,, declaring
that they are ** in hearty sympathy with the movement calling for
encouragement and friendly legislation on the part of Congress to
enlarge and extend the American merchant marine; to remove,
as far as possible, any impediment or discrimination fo the Amer-
ican merchant marine now existing, and to put it upon an equal-
ity before the law with any merchant marine sailing under the
flag of the most favored nation: Provided, however, That this
board of trade is unalterably and uncompromisingly opposed to
any enactment by Con, that shall involve the payment of any
sugaidy, it being the gﬁaoonvicﬁon that the magnitude of the
commerce to be carried, the unlimited supply of material within
our own borders for the construction of vessels, and the unequaled
ability of our people in the construction of the same, together
with their recognized superior seamanship, place the people of

this nation npon a footing on which theyare able to cope with all
the world without material aid.” I move that the resolutions be
referred to the Committee on Commerce.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. COCKRELL presented a
ciation of Monroe City, Mo., and a petition of the Fortnifht:ly
Club. of Kirkwood, Mo., praying for an investigation of the
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator from

tition of the Ministerial Asso-

the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of sundry citizens of Patch-
ogue, of the Woman's Club of Sandy Hill, of the Young Woman’s
Industrial Club of Saratoga Springs, of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of Kendall, of the congregation of
the South Presbyterian Church of Syracuse, of the congregation
of the United Presbyterian Church of York, and of sundry citi-
zens of New Brighton, Port Richmond, and Graniteville, all in
the State of New York, Eraying for an investigation of the charges
made and filed against Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator from the State
% Utt;lh; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and

ections.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Onondaga,
Mount Kisco, Carmel, Canton, Andover, Pike. Silver Creek, Can-
ajoharie, Lewiston, Richmond, Richford, Mexico, Walworth,
Northfield, West Hampton Beach, Bayport, Bloomfield, Genesee
Falls, Dryden, Port Cluster, Lewis County, Lakewood, Chautau-

ua, Essex County, Warrensburg, Rochester, Horseheads, New

ork City, Steuben County, Little Genesee, Cabin Hill, Hagaman,
Ontario, Prince Bay, Wellsville, Old Saratoga, Oswego, and Utica;
of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Fly
Creek; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Lowville; of
the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of Low-
ville; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Morris-
town; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Cobleskill; of
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Columbia County;
of the congregation of the Presbyterian Churchof West Hampton
Beach; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of
Sidney; of the congregation of the Congregational Church of Rick-
ford; of the Sixth Ward Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
of Rochester; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Silver Creek; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal
Church of Malone; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union
of Webster; of the congregation of the Universalist Church of
Potsdam; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church
of Lawrence; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Law-
rence; of sundry citizens of Burke, Jamestown, and Port Jeffer-
son, all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment of
legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicat-
ing liguors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi-

ﬁr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of
Philadelphia, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made for the
construction of a new custom-house at that city; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

He also presented a memorial of the Board of Trade of Phila-
delphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation
providing for the Government inspection of grain at terminal
%oints: which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and

[0} .

restry
He also &r&sented petitions of sundry citizens of Pittsburg, New
Albany, West Finley, Sharon, Berks County, Honesdale, Port
Allegheny, and Reading; of the congregation of the United
Brethren Church of Reading; of the congregation of the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church of Canton; of the Prohibition Alliance of
Grover; of the congregation of the United Brethren Church of
Everson; of the Christian Civic Union of Greensburg; of the
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Milton; of the
congregation of the Second United sbyterian Chuarch of In-
diana; of the mngretﬁtion of the First, United Presbyterian
Church of Indiana; of the General Assembly’s Permanent Commit-
tee on Temperance of the Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg; of
the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Mohrsville; of the
congregation of the First Preshyterian Church of Oakmont; of
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Honesdale: of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Honesdale; of the con-
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Thompson; of the
congregation of the First Bagnst Church of Sharon; of the con-
gregation of the First Presbyterian Church of Sharon; of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Sharon, and of the
Lawrence Local Sunday School Association, of Tioga County, all
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating
iquors: which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.
%Ir. CLAPP presented a petition of the congregation of the
Trinity Methodist E?mcopal Church, of 8t. Paul, Minn., praying
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans-
portation of intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. A
He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mankato,
Minn., Xraying that an appropriation be made for the construc-
tion and maintenance of public highways; which was referred to
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.
Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Lumber Trade
Club, of Boston, Mass., praying for the establishment of a national
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forest reserve in the White Mountains; which was referred to the
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

Mr. McLAURIN presented sundry papers toaccompany the bill
(8. 1076) for the relief of U. Lunenberger; which were referred to
the Committee on Claims.

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut presented a petition of sundry citi-
zens of Connecticut, in support of the bill (S. 4151) granting an
increase of pension to Thomas J. Spencer; which was referred to
th§lg WAIitﬁ.iB(\)Tn Pensiotga. to aci the bill (S. 4523)

; N presen pers to accompany the . 4592
-for the relief of James Roac%a, deceased, of Egds County, Miss.;
the bill (S. 4444) for the relief of John Moody, of Grainger County,
Tenn.; the bill (S. 4447) for the relief of Dr. William f:} Robards,
of Boyle County, Ky.; the bill (S. 4465) for the relief of the estate
of Francis Fisk, of Orleans Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4467) for the
relief of the estate of Alexander Roth, of Iberville Parish, La.;
the bill (S. 4463) for the relief of M. W. Stewart, of Morehouse
Parish, La.; the bill (S, 4543) for the relief of W. J. Winsett, of
Bedford County, Tenn.; the bill (S, 4539) for the relief of the es-
tate of Robert Edwards, of Madison County, Tenn.; the bill
(S. 1103) for the relief of the estate of Angustus Catchings, de-
ceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.; the bill (S, 4461) for the re-
lief of Joseph Brugere, of Orleans Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4282)
for the relief of Raiford Brewington, of Sampson County, N. C.;
the bill (S. 1105) for the relief of Julia A. Thomas, of Scotts
County, Miss.; the bill (8. 1020) for the relief of Benjamin Hawes,
of Union County, Miss.; the bill (8. 1152) for the relief of William
L. Clearman, of Newton County, Miss.; the bill (S. 8816) for the

relief of the heirs of Jabez Tanner and York & Hoover. of Rapides | Lo

Parish, La.; the bill (S. 8808) for the relief of Mrs. A. T, Mason, of
Benton County, Miss.; the bill (S. 1090) for the relief of Thomas S.

Maben, of Hinds County, Miss.; the bill (S. 4484) for the relief of | Mill

the estate of J. M. Charpentier, deceased, of St. Mary Parish, La.;
the biil (8. 1840) for the relief of Thomas E. Robison, of Hender-
son County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 1470) for the relief of Belle M.
Robards, of BO]Z o County, Ky.; the bill (S. 4537) for the relief of
the estate of R. L. and Elizabeth P. Evans, of Shelby County, Tenn. ;
thebill (S. 993) for therelief of the estate of Purify Tingle, of New-
ton County, Miss.; the bill (8. 1167) for the relief of Isaac Jones,
deceased, of Adams County, Miss.; the bill (S. 8756) for the reliet
of the estate of James Henderson, d , of Hinds County,
Miss.; the bill (S. 3820) for the relief of Eli C. Brown, of East
Baton Rouge Parish, La.; the bill (S, 1108) for the relief of the
estate of Mrs, Elizabeth Hull Wellford, of Marshall County, Miss.;
the bill (8. 4443) for the relief of John Chandler, of Maury County,
Tenn.; the bill (S. 4499) for the relief of the estate of Samuel
Stolsworth, of Grainger County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 3669) for the
relief of the estate of Isham G. Bailey, deceased, of Marshall
County, Miss.; and the bill (S. 4498) for the relief of the estate of
Matthew Brown, of Shelby County, Tenn.; which were referred
to the Committee on Claims.

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Bar Association of Chi-
cago, Ill., praying for the ratification of a treaty of reciprocity
between the United States and Great Britain; which was referred
to the Committee on Foreign Relations.

He also presented a memorial of Local Division No. 8, Ancient
Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against the
ratification of a treaty of reciprocity between the United States and
g;fﬂ:. Britain; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign

ions.

. He also presented resolutions adopted by the Associated Repub-
lican Clubs of Kings County, N. Y., and resolutions ado by
the German-American Republican Central Club of Cook County,
Ills., expressing sympathy on the death of Hon. Marcus A. Hanna,
late a Senator from the State of Ohio; which were ordered to lie
on the table. -

He also presented a petition of the Womans’ Christian Temper-
ance Union of Bayou La Batre, Ala., %ray'ing for an investigation
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SM00T, a Senator
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on
Privileges and Elections.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were
referred the following bills, reported them severally withount
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D.
Hoge; and
BA bill (H, R. 9035) granting an increase of pension to Joseph

ranen.

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with
amendments, and submitted reports thoreon: :

Ahlhgin dngS. 836) granting an increase of peunsion to William

T

'Wambau%l.;

A bill (8. 4455) granting an increase of pension to Ancil J.
Busby: and

A bill (8. 885) %Emtmg a pension to Sarah A, Gillham.,

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

A bill (S, 3491) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J.

owe;
A Dbill (8. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H.

oTge;
A Dbill (8. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H.
Suihgﬂf‘?g;sm) ting an i f ion-to Samuel E
g gran an increase of pension uel E,
Lookinghill; and
WA bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to John
eaver.

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

5 tﬁlbm (S. 556) granting an increass of pension to William

A bill (8. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John Seiler;
Co{ﬁhm (H. R. 6618) granting an increass of pension to Henry C.

A bill (H. R. 5610) granting a pension to Annie Dorfner;

A bill (H. R. 5999) granting an increase of pension to Ann Jen-
nett Whitney;

A bill (H. R, 10194) granting an increase of pension to Marion

ngs
A bill (H. R. 7248) granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke;
A bill (H. R. 11076) granting an increase of pension to Elvira

er; ’
E AWPoﬂéd (H. R. 10040) granting an increase of pension to Horace
’I‘%dbin ('H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin
idd;
-~ ACBﬂ'l (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram
. ZIne;
A bill (H. R. 7382) granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon:
A bill (H. R. 7659) granting an increase of pension to Emma
M. Elliott;
A bill (H. R. 7814) granting an increase of pension to James G&.
Andrews; i
. &Lbill (H. R.7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert P.
ackson;
A bill (H, R. 9789) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster;
F‘AI bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension to Elwood
inley: -
Abill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M.
Hemphill:
Elﬁ lztﬂl (H. B. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen
otL;
A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool;
EdA bill (Elli. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William
gar; an
A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M,

Spears,

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BUrTON), from the Committee on
Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported
tt_lﬁem severally without amendment, and submitted reports

ereon:

A bill (H. R. 5603) granting an increase of pension to William
C. McCormick; :

PuA bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett

eﬁ: bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
TZ8;

ReA b%l (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi
mick;

A bill (H. R. 7680) granting an increase of pension to De Witt
C. Folsom;

A bill (H. R. 8379) granting an increase of pension to Ira B.

A bill (
P. Ford;
A bill (I[II. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry L.

h; an

A bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James
Dougherty, e b

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee
on Pensions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported
it;]};ew:r:x severally without amendment, and submitted reports

ereon:

A bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate;

A bill (H. R.11845) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie; and

R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell
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A bill (H. R. 8783) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
F. McGraw.

Mr. ALGER, from the Commiitee on Pensions, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 1304) granting an increase of pension to Lewis
M. Webster, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re-
port thereon. _

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

A bill (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham

hr

. Cochran;
BuA bill (H R. 7008) granting an increase of pension to Eva A.
Tgess
A bﬂl (H R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James M.

nk;

A bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley:

A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
Hatfield;

A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing-
ton J. Dutcher; )

A bill (H. R. 9376) granting an increase of pension to Martin
Renthler;

A bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank
S. Nickerson;

A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo
D. Elmer;

A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary
Eaton Livingston; an
SoAlbiH (H. R. 11113) granting an increase of pension to Silas

ules.

Mr, PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom
was referred the joint resplution (8. R. 44) as to the provisionsof
**An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, and
to provide for the payment of certain fees, purchase money, and-
commission paid on void entries of public lands,” approved June
16, 1880, re it with an amendment.

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wasre-
ferred the bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to John
M. Tyree, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report
thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub-
mitted reports thereon:

Abill (8. 783) granting an increase of pension to William McGee;

A bill (H. R. 10268) granting an increase of pension to Marga- | and

ret E. Keller;

A bill (S. 4078) granting an increase of pension to Thomas B.

A bill {H. R. 11343) granting an increase of pensmn to Matthew | Steele

8. Priest

A bﬂ] (H R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Ba.rtlett
S. Hag

A bﬂl (H R. 9758) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J.
Loomis

A hill (H. R. 7787) granting an increase of pension to Howard
McGuire:

A bill (H. R, 9278) granting an increase of pension fo James H.
Sackett;

A bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke;

A bﬂl (H R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline
L. Pow

A bﬂl (H R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred |
J. Wes

A b111 (H R. 10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson |
T, Keen;

A Dbill (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate

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

A bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily

Chapman;
A bill (H. R. 5749) granting a pension to James B. Combs;
GA bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
raves

. R. 10378) granting an increase of pensioﬁ to Sarah

. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George
'W. Harlan;

A hill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John W.

| Swisher;

Ahﬂl (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to J'acob
A bﬂ] (H. R. 9428) granting an increase of pension to William

Ridgway: | 8. Campbell;

A bill {H R. 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper |
F. Morton; and
A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C.

Arnold.

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

A bﬂl (H. R. 7811) granting an increase of pension to Rachel
Larg

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increase of pension to James
G. Saims; and

. Saims; an

A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
P. Marshall.

Mr. CARMACK. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pension to
Calvin E. Myers, reported it w1t.h amendments, and submitted a
report thereon.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington, from the Committee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (S 2971) granting a pension to Amelia
‘Walsh, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report
thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the
bill (8. 305) granting an increase of pension toJohn R. Evans, re-
ported it with amendments, and sabmitted a report thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the
followmg bills, reported them severa..ly withont amendment, and
submitted reports thereon:

A bill (8. 3946) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright;

A bill {H . 5155) granting an increase of pension to John J.
Tompkins;
gﬂ] (H. R. 8771) granting a pension to Walter T, Horner;

A bill (H, R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
J. Campton; and

A bill (H. R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles
B. Hart.

Mr. BURNHAM., from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
was referred the bill (S. 3823) granting an increase of pension to
Anna H. Lyman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted
a report thereon.

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

x

A bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore
F. Chamberlain;
‘A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John
Gangwisch;
A bill {H R. 98335) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick;

A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David
W. Williamson.

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

A bill (S. 4285) granting an increase of pension to John H.

ands;
A bl (8. 4349) granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann
Seaton: and
A bill (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A.
Roof. :
Mr. PATTERSON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without
amendment, and submitted reports thereon:
A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen;
y A bill (H. R. 6999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W.
ones:
~ A hill (H. R. 10180) granting an increase of pension to William
E. McDowell; :
A b1]1 (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi

Vassar

A bﬂl (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna
Waters;

A bill (H. R. 8648) granting apemnon to Shadrach D. Bardin;

A bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William
R. McCullough;

A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William
Ellis; and

A bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Landerdale.

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BaLL), from the Committes on Pen-
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported themn
each with an amendment, and submitted a mport, thereon:

A bill (8. 2061) grantmg an increase of pension to John H.
Klingler; and

A bill (8. 8810) granting an increase of pension to Virginia B.
Mullan.
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Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to whom were referred the following bills, submitted them
saverally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon:

A bill (H. R. 5849) granting an increase of pension to Catharine
R. Brown;

RaA b%ﬂ (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
tzel;

A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass;

A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James A.

Barnes;
A bill (H. R. 6814) granting an increase of pension to Edward

! er;
A bill (H. R. 9127) granting a pension to Moeses Schuman;
A bill (H. R. 11558) granting an increase of pension to Edward
M. Tappen; -
A bill (H. R. 10648) granting an increase of pension to Agnes
Shearer;
A bill (H. R. 7712) granting a pension to Emma Crosier;
A bill (H. R. 7805) granting an increase of pension to William

N. Hall;

A bill (H. R, 7418) granting an increase of pension to Peter
Minkler;

A bill (H. R. 8185) granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman;

A bill (H. R. 8343) granting a pension to Annie P. Ervicg, for-
merly Cilla Zerbe;

A bill (H. R. 8891) granting an increase of pension to William
E. Mattison;

A bill (H. R. 8992) granting an increase of pension to William

. Davis;
A bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles
La Forest;
0%{ alﬁll (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward
: oy;
A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick

g; an

A bill (H. R. 9921) granting a pension to Virginia Boyd.

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Committee on the District of
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8692) to authorize
the apprehension and detention of insane persons in the District
of Columbia, and providing for their temporary commitment in
the Government Hospital for the Insane, and for other purposes,
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

r. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals,
writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from the circuit
and district courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas,
reported it without amendment.

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

A bill (H. R. 9623) granting a pension to Henry Austin;

A bill (H. R. 5368) granting an increase of pension to William
Simmons: and

A bill (H. R, 10904) granting an increase of pension to Edson
H. Crawford.

JOSEPH WEEMS,

Mr. CARMACK. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 11021) granting an increase
of pension to Joseph Weems, to report it favorably without
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit-
tee of the ole. It progoaeu to place on the pension roll the
name of Joseph Weems, late private, Company A, First Regi-
ment Tennessee Infantry, war with Mexico, and to pay him a pen-
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

LUCIUS E. POLK,

Mr. CARMACE. Iam directed by the Committee on Pensions,
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8227) granting a pension to
Lucins E. Polk, to report it favorably without amendment, and
I ask for its present consideration.

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit-
tee of the Whole, It proposes to place on the pension roll the
name of Lucius E. Polk, late captain Company D, Forty-third
Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, and
to pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month,

"The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

COURTS IN VERMONT,

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary
to whom was referred the bill (S, 4165) to provide that a term of
the circuit and district court of the Unifed States for the district
of Vermont may be held at Newport, to report it favorably with-

XXXVIII—159

out amendment. Thebill simply provides for an adjournmont of

the circuit and district courts of the United States to Newport,

Vt., in case the judges shall see fit. I understand there is ample

provigion there in the way of a place for holding court, and no

new building is asked for. I request that the bill be put upon its

%a.ssage. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [Mr.
ILLINGHAM] to it.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate, as in Committes of the Whole, proceeded to its considera-
tion. It provides that hereafter in each year one of the stated
terms of the circuit and district court of the United States for the
district of Vermont may, when adjourned, be adjourned to meet
at Newport.

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

COURTS IN FLORIDA,

Mr. CULBERSON. I am directed by the Committee on the
Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (8. 4503) to provide for
sittings of the circuit and district courts of the southern district
of Florida in the city of Fernandina, in said district, to report it
favorably without amendment, and I ask for its present consid-
eration.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the
Senate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its considera-
tion. It provides that in addition to the times and places now
fixed by law for the sitting of the circuit court of the United
States for the southern district of Florida there shall be'a session
of the circuit court in the city of Fernandina on the first Monday
in April in each year hereafter; and that there shall be a regular
term of the district conrt of the United States for the southern
district of Florida in the city of Fernandina on the first Monday
in April in each year hereafter.

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
tobe engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PUBLIC BUILDING IN BLUEFIELD, W. VA,

Mr. SCOTT. I am directed by the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 752) provid-
ing for the erection of a public building in the city of Bluefield,
‘W. Va., to report it favorably with an amendment, and I submit
a report thereon. I ask for the present consideration of the bill,

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
‘Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The amendment of the committee was, in section 1, page 1, line
10, before the word ** thousand,’ to strike out the words *‘ and
fifty;” so as to make the section read:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to cause to be erected u%% the site already selected and purchased
by him in the city of Bluefleld, W. Va., a building to be used as and fora
post-office building, asa ip‘.wa for holding United States courts, and for other
purposes of the Federal Government at the said city of Bluefield, W. Va.,
which said building shall cost, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

BILLS INTRODUCED,

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 4642) for the relief of the
trustees of the Christian Church of Pleasant Hill, Cass County,
Mo.; which was read twice by its title.

Mr. COCKRELL. Toaccompany the bill I present the affidavit
of R. L, Walker, L. A. Rayborn, and Earl Parker, trustees of the
Christian Church at Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo. Imovethat
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee
on Claims.

The motion was agreed to.

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (8. 4643) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Weddington; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4644) to strengthen and
upbuild the American merchant marine; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

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

A bill (S. 4645) for the relief of the heirs of J. H. Peeples, de-
ceased (with an accompanying paper);

A Dbill (8. 4646) for the relief of the heirs of J. B. Clark, de-
ceased (with accompanying papers); and

A bill (S. 4647) for the relief of Matthew Burns (with an ac-

companyin, )

Mr. CAR%&(RE introduced a bill (S. 4648) granting an increase
of pension to John T. Rader; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
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Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (8. 4649) nting a on to
Charles K. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introduced a bill (S. 4650) providing for the payment
to the New York Marine Repair Compuiny, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of
the cost of the repairs to the steamship Lindesfarne, necessitated
by injuries received from being fouled by the United States Army
transport Crook in May, 1800; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee
on Claims.

He also introdnced a bill (8. 4651) for the relief of James T,
Barry and Richard Cushion, executors of the last will and testa-
ment of Martin Dowling, deceased: which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Finance.

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

A bill (8. 4652) for the relief of Dr. Joseph P. Tunis; and

A bill (8. 4653) for the relief of Joseph Miles (with an accom-

panying paper).
Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev-

erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on Pensions:
A bill (S. 4654) granting an increase of pension to Vial A. Put-

nam; an
ShA bﬂlé%%) granting an increane) of pension to Henry H.
ipp (with accompanying papers).

L?rp FPLATT of Connecticut. I introduce by request a bill to
establish a conrt of patent appeals, and for ether purposes. I
have already introduced two or three bills tmlc)n'ng this subject.
There are differences of opinion in relation to the details of such
& bill, and this is a bill which is different from either of the others
which I have heretofore presented. I ask that it may be referred
to the Cominittee on Patents.

The bill (S. 4656) to establish a court of patent appeals, and for

, and referred to the

other purposes, was read twice by its ti
Committee on Patents.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (8. 4657) author-
izing the payment of the Choctaw and Chickasaw town-site fund;
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee
on Indian Affairs.

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4658) granting an increase
of pension to Lemon H. Wiley; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. ANKENY introduced a bill (8. 4053) relating to annual
assessment labor on placer-mining claims; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mines and Mining.

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4660) granting an increase of
pension to Nellie B. Newton; which was read twice by its title,
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. :

He also introduced a bill (S. 4661) authorizing the erection of
a post-office building at Gainesville, Ga.; which was read twice
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds. i :

Mr, McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 4662) granting an increase
of pension to William H. Staubs; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also introdnced a bill (S. 4663) granting an increase of pen-
sion to William Hall: which was read twice by its title, and, with
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Penions.

Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev-
m&ymad twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee
on A1ms:

A bill (S. 4664) to carry into effect the findings of the Conrt of
Claims in the matter of the claim of William Viers Bonic, ad-
ministrator of the estate of Elijah Thompson, deceased;

" A bill (8. 4885) for the relief of Catherine C. McGowan, widow
and administratrix of Michael A. McGowan, deceased; .

A hill (S. 4666) for the relief of Kate Kearney Henry, widow
and administratrix of James L. Henry, deceased; and

A bill (8. 4667) for the relief of the estate of Jacob Reichard,
deceased.

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (8. 4668) for the erection of a
monument to the memory of Commodore John Barry; which was
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library.

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (8. 4669) to correct the mil-
{tary record of George W. Samson; which was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

He also introduced a bill (8. 4670) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Thomas H. Devine; which was read twice by its title, and,
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen-
sions.

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (8. 4671) to remove the charge of
desertion from the record of Peter Bougie; which was read twice
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S, 4672) to anthor-
ize the New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company
to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Connecticut
River; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com-
mittee on Commerce.

AMENDMENTS TO BILLS,

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri-
ate $1,000 for grading and macadamizing Twentieth street NE.
from Brentwood road to Queens Chapel road, in the District of
Columbia, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Co-
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee
on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

Mr. HEYBURN submitted an amendment providing for the
construction of fully completed models of each vessel of war of
the Navy which now has or may hereafter be given the name of
States and cities of the United States, said models to be deposited,
when bearing the name of a State. in the capitol building of said
State, and, when bearing the name of a city, in the city hall of
said city, intended to be proposed by him to the naval ?pm‘pria-
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs,
and ordered to be printed.

Mr. CARMACK substituted an amendment intended to be pro-
posed by him fo the bill (S. 8682) to establish four permanent
military cam%ogmunds—in the vicinity of Fort Sam Houston,
Tex.; Camp Douglas, Wis.; in the Conewago Valley, Pennsyl-
vania; and at or near Nacimiento Ranch, California, which was
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. DANIEL submitted an amendment intended to be proposed
by him to the bill (S. 2263) to require the employment of vessels
of the United States for public purposes; which was ordered to
lie on the table and be printed.

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—WILLIAM W. ARMSTRONG.
On motion of Mr. McConas, it was
Ordered, That leave be granted to withdraw from the files of the Senate

the papers in the case of William W, accompanying Benate bill
4&5:‘ I mmmmmMmmmmﬁmn
port on same.

EUREKA INSURANCE COMPANY OF PITTSBURG.
Mr. McCOMAS submitted the following resolution; which was
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secretary of the Treasury
hereby, required to reexamine settlement No. 5000 of 1884,
in Senate Executive Document No. 5, Fifty-third Cong:
insurance paid by the Eureka Insurance Company, of
steamer Champion, payable to W, L. Jones, receiver, and to
the award is of the same character as those provided for in the
act of March 8, 1808, together with a detailed statement of the facts.

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS.

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. B. F.
BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had
on the 26th instant approved and signed the following acts:

An act (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled **An act granting a
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk,” approved February 25, 1869;

An act (8. 782) granting a pension to Mary D. Duval;

An act (8. 797) granting a pension to Mary H. Allen;

An act (S, 1356) granting a pension to Robert Kelly;

An act (S. 1597) granting a pension to Resa D. Mayhew;

An act (8. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno;

An act (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker;

An act (8. 2245) granting an increase of pension to Daniel Fritz;

An act (S. 2208) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway;

An act (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson;

An act (S. 2557) granting a pension to Johniken L. Mynatt;

An act (S. 2559) granting a pension to James Graham;

An act (S. 2612) granting a pension to Sarah J. Bellamy;

An act (S. 2841) granting a on to Jane Patterson:
AéAnact (S. 88) granting an of pension to Miriam R,

AmSs;
An act (S, 70) granting an increase of pemnsion to John G,

Brown;

An act (S. 1868) granting an increase of pension to Mary T.
Strickland: -

An act (8. 142) granting an increase of pensgion to Henry W,

Nichols; ;
An?ct(S.IBQ)granting an increase of pension to Edwin H.
eeler;
An act (S. 191) granting an increase of pension to Francis Roy;
An act (S, 265) granting an increase of ion to Frances Gray;
An act (8, 508) granting an increase of pension to William

Horn; :

Jm.(ﬁ. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T.
o -

wAnCDalxi-itngS. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine
inmt(:?o.sﬁmgmnﬁngminﬁraaseofpansionboﬂanw.

be, and he is
by him
third session, for

ittsburg, on the
whether

(alias Albert) Hall;
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An act (8. 889) granting an increase of pension to Catherine A.
anwnz;.ct (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R.
oﬁi act (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis-
rfg;act (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D.

Frogge;
Agngact (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits;
An act (8. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von

NSSETTOW;
An act (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam-

son;
B %1; act (8. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F.
rt .

oberts;
An act (8. 1242) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | shall

Dayvis;

L Akn act (8. 1358) granting an increase of pension to William W.
ackey;
An a.yct. (8. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen-

mggnboaz; (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H.
H{Xg;act (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa
Alft? ’a.ct (8. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick
Bmé (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Henry H.

oughton; . -
An act (8. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E.

Decker;

An act (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M.
Couch;

An act (8. 1911) granting an increase of pension to Ambrose
W. Severance.

An act (8. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W.
Booker; -

An act (S. 1837) granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Richards;

An act (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick

Judge;

Ageact (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D.
Bitner;

An act (8. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H.

CrX;g;ct (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H.
Baﬁ:.z’:t (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A.
Rofff}i% (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M.
Stie:le;.ct (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L.
e .18 i e e o yrin o Thoma

An act (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A.
Se_eA];Oﬂ% (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C.
nggs:;mt (8. 2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A.

en -

An act (S. 2230) granting an increase of pension to Matilda C.
Lathrop;

An a.gt (S.2236) granting an increase of pension to James Reed;

An act (S. 2250) granting an increase of pension to Anna
Pritchard; .

An act (S. 2373) granting an increase of pension to Charles

An
Moses; : A
Mgin act (8. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W.

isner;

An act (S. 2416) granting an increase of pension to Mary Joanna

gs‘
act (S. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo

dams;
Ol'gen act (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George
g
An act (S. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee;
An act (8. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer

ng;
ﬁ act (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B,
n-

An act (S. 2517) grantingan increase of pension to Elijah Farr;
ROAn act (S.2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
A;nac't (S. 2542) granting an increase of pension to James E.

An act (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B,

Green;

An act (8. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T,
Severance;

An act (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma
McFarland; )

An act (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W.
Jellison;
An act (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H.
fod.

An act (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S,
Friend;
An act (8. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red-

shaw;
An act (8. 2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar-

- An act (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G.
reeman;
An act 8. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Malinda H.
Chapman;
An act (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus
Fawcett; )
An act (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to David M.
Kanouse;
5 iﬁ'n act (8. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet
ings; ;
o An act (8. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A.
otting;
A An act (S. 2838) granting an increase of pension to Delia B,
tnart;
An act (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird:
An act (8. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E,

‘ormany; )

An act (8. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Bratton;

An act (S. 2065) granting an increase of pension to John Her-
zinger; and
LAn_ act (S. 8166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B.

TS,

The message also announced that the President of the United
States had on the 27th instant approved and signed the following
acts:

An act (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; and

An act (8. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish.

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED.

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs:

A bill (H. R. 4405) to correct the military record of Carl W,
Albrecht;

A bill (H. R. 8421) for the relief of Russel A, McKinley; and

A Dbill (H. R. 10761) to authorize the Secretary of War to accepl
from the citizens of Missoula, Mont., desds donating to the United
States certain lands for the enlargement of the military reserva.
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont.

The following hills were severally read twice by their titles,
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands:

A bill (H. R.2529) to set apart certain lands in the Territory of
Arizona as a public park, to be known as ** The Petrified Forest
National Park;' and

A bill (H. R. 6787) to confirm and validate patents to certain
lands sitnated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above
the month of the Lo Lo Fork of the Bitter Root River.

The bill (H. R. 6780) authorizing the Union Pioneer Mining and
Trading Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Catalla Creek, in the district of Alaska, was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

The bill (H. R. 1958) to provide for an additional associate jus-
tice of the supreme court of New Mexico, was read twice by its
title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

J. HUDSON KIBBE.

The PRESIDENT tﬂm tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate a message from the President of the United States, and calls
the attention of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCom-
BER]. The message will be read.

The message was read, and ordered to lie on the table and be
printed, as follows:

To the Senate:

In comglgam:e with the resolution of the Senateof the 26th instant (the
House of Representatives concurring), Ireturn herewith Senate bill No. 167,
entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe.”

THEODORE ROOSEVELT.

‘Warre House, February 29, 1905,

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the message should be followed up
by a resolution to complete the record, and I submit a resolution
and ask that it be immediately considered.
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~ The resolution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and
agreed to, as follows: a
Kesulved, That the action of the Preaiﬂen?ro tem in signing the bill
(8. 167) granting an inerease of pension toJ. Hudson l{ihbc be rescinded. and
that the bill be returned to the House of Re: ntatives with the request
that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature of
the Speaker, and that the pussage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead.

BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen-
ate Sen :te bill 1508, nunder the special order of the Senate.

Mr. McCREARY. Iask the Senator from Indiana to yield to
me for a moment.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Let the special order be laid. before the

Senate.

Mr. McCREARY. Very well.

The SgcrETARY. A bill (S. 1508) to provide for the purchase
of a site and the erection thereon of a public building to be used
for a Department of State, a Department of Justice, and a De-
partment of Commerce and Labor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Kentucky?

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ido.

JAMES DENTON.

Mr. McCREARY. Iask ananimous consent for the immedi-
ate consideration of the bill (8. 4079) for the relief of James Den-
ton. The bill has been favorably reported by the Committee on
Claims, and its passage is recommended by the Secretary of the
Treasury and by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 1 yield to itif it does not lead to debate.

Mr, McCREARY. [t will not.

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimons consent the
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consider-
ation. It directs the Secretary of the 'Frsasury to credit James
Lunton, collector of internal revenue for the eighth district of
Kentucky, with the sum of $37,184.77 (loss of tax-paid spirit
stamps of the amonnt of $49.401. and stubs or coupons to the
amount of $7.788.77) for stamps charged to him lost in transit.

Mr. GALLIN(GER. Mr. President. I think we ought to have
some explanation of the bill. It involves a very considerable
amount.

Mr. McCREARY. The bill was reported favorably by the
Committee on Claims after it had been referred to the Secretary
of the Treasury and to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue.
Both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissionerof In-
ternal Revenue recommend the relief proposed in the bill.

The hill is for the relief of James Denton, collector of internal
revenne for the eighth collection district of Kentucky, and it di-
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James ton, col-
lector of internal revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky,
with the sum of $57,180.77 for loss of tax-paid spirit stamps of
the amount of $19.401. and stubs or coupons to the amount of
§7.788.77 for stamps charged to him and lost in transit.

Mr. President, the stamups and coupons were stolen without the
fanlt of the collector, and the claim for the relief is, I think, cer-
tainly just. All who understand the business of the office of the
collector will know that stubs or coupons of tax-paid spirit stamps
are of no value unless they have the serial number on them, which
is put npon them by the collector: and. again. they are marked
by the stamp deputy, so called. The Commissioner of Internal
Revenne, in his letter to me, and also in his letter to the Secre-
tary of the Treasury, makes the following statement:

The stamps and coupons were stolen absolutely. without fault of the col
lector. His claim forrelief is entirely just, and there ia no other means of
mnditmzhhmmte:captthmushammotmm

Further on, he says:

bsolutely valu in the handsof the one who com-
miltl.‘tha?i@:h:‘?;?rg o?o mamyoi;h: t,; -whom. might transfer them.

The Secretary of the Treasury, in his letter to the chairman of
the Committee on Claims, says:

In reply [ have to state that the hill was referred to the Commissioner of
Internal Bevenne, and herewith find his reﬁort. in which he recommends the
passage of the bill with a slight amendment; and in this I concur,

Mr. GALLINGER. Did I understand the Senator to say that
these stamps can not be used by the party who took them? The
Senator’'s word is all I desire.

Mr. McCREARY. I say that, and the Commissioner of In-
ternal Revenne says it also.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, the bill: onght to
pass, by all means.

The hill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered
tobe engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed.
COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY.

Mr, FATRBANKS. Mr, President—

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for
a very little bill for a court in the Indian Territory?

y ]!grbs'gmBAN KS. TIhaveno gbjection, if the bill does not lead

to de i

Mr, BAILEY. I feel sure it will not. I ask nnanimons con-
sent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 19) establish-
ing a United States court at Marietta, Ind. T.

There. being no: objection, the: Semate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

The hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

PETER C. ASSERSON,

Mr. NELSON. I ask the Senator from Indiana to yield to me
for the consideration of a bill which will not lead to debate.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. [ yield to the Senator,

Mr. NELSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of the bill (8. 8218) for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C.
Asserson, retired.

There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded. to consider the bill, which had been reported
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, to
strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be,and he is hereby, authorized and
directed to adjust pay of and pay to Civil Engineer ‘ater C. Asserson,
United States Navy, retired, the l'uﬁaamoum of the retired pay of o rear-
admiral of the nine lower numbers for the time he has been on zetive duty
since his retirement: with that rank and whenever hereafter he shall be em-
ployed on active duty.

The amendment was agreed to.

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

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

COURTS IN TEXAS.

Mr. CULBERSON. TheSenatorfrom Indiana[Mr. FAIRBANKS]
has kindly yielded to me that [ may ask unanimons consent of
the Senate for the consideration of a very short court hill.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi-
ana yield?

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield for the reason that I understand
the bill of the Senator will not lead to any debate and the Senator
is obliged to leave the Chamber,

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent for the present
consideration of the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, writs
of error; and other appellate proceedings from the cirenit and dis-
trict courts of Beanmont, in the eastern district of Texas, which
was reported this morning by the Committee on the Judiciary.

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill.

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

BUILDING. FOE DEPARTMENT. OF STATE, ETC.

The Senate. asin Committee of the Whole. proceeded to consider
the hill (8. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a site and the er-c-
tion thereon of a public building to be used for a Uepartment of
State, a Department of Justice; and a. Department of Coinmerce
and Labor; which had been reported from the Committve on Pub-
lic:Buildings: and: Gronnds with an amendment, to strike out all
after the enacting clause and insert:

That the 8 of State, the Attorney-General, the Secretary of Com-
merce and Labor, the President tﬂ:o tempore of the Senats. the Speaker of
the House of Representativ of the Committes on Public
Bnildingm and Grounds of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committeson
Publie Buildings and Grounds of the House of Re'%‘mnutivea be, and the
are hereby, created a.commission. and they are hereby authorized and d!
rected to acquire by purchase, condemnation or other . all of the land in
eituer block 167, block L, or block 221, in the northwest section of tite city of
Washin, in the Distriet of Columbia, which does not belong to the United
Sta or a site forthe erection thereon of the building hereinafter provided
for. 6 said commission, within sixty days after the approval of this act,
mﬂ determjg; in writltlng in which of said land be acquired for

SEC. 2. That the said commission shall ];gw:hxsa the land aunthorized in sec-
tion 1 of this act as soon as. practicable after having determined upon such
prices as may be fixed between the commission and the respective owners,
not exceeding the cash value thereof, the same to be ascertained by =aid com-
mission from the testimony of real-estate or otherwise, as they may
deem necessary, and payment therefor shall be made to the respective owners
by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisition therefor by the said com-

jon, and o the release and conveyance of said lands to the United
States by goodp::d sufficient deeds executed in due form of law. That if
condemnation pmosudﬁn are necessary to acquire mﬂia[{]orﬂon of the land
anthorized to be acq in this act such procees be in accordance
with the provisions of the act of Congesa approved A 30, 1890, provid-
ing a_site for the nt of the Governmsnt nting Office (U. 8.
Stat. L., vol. 26, chap. 887), and forsuch pu.;gwe the Secrotary of the Treasury
21!:1” have and exercise all the powers conferred upon the Public Printer by

act.,

Sec. 3. That when said commission shall have secured a conveyance to the
United Statesof the landsauthorized to be acquired in this act, the Secretary
of State, the Attorney General, and the Becretary of Commerce and Labor
are au and directed to cause to be ecrected u the block in which
:l:;léi hgds shtﬁ:l be acquired, a suitable hnﬂgjng. mmg uult:.nlémt-

and ven apparatus, elevators, and ap or the use acs
wmmodaﬁun.o}ﬂ:ﬁegﬁpmm of State, tho%ﬂmm of Justice, and
tha Depare=ant of Commerce and Labor, and for- other governmental pur-
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Enea. That the construction of said building shall be in
ry of State, the A of Commerce and

ttc‘rnn%{'}enml, and the SBecretary
Labor, who are hereby authorized and directed to select and nd:?t plans for
the gaid  building, to make contracts for its construction, after pw%ar
advertisements and the reception of bids; and, if they shall invite plans by
eoma.;gm among architects, to pay to the parson su;mubhng the sota
ofp next in order of merit to those selected such sums as, in their fjﬂfd‘

ment, shall be proper compensation for their Erﬁm’muon. The cost of

buil . exclusive of site, shall not exceed £5,000,000.
“ The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
“ment reported by the committee, which has been read.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, in section 1, on page 4, line

10, of the amendment, before the word *‘ block,” I move to strike

out “* or;” and in the same line, after the words “ two hundred | pla

and twenty-one,” to insert ‘‘ or a suitable block south of Penn-

sylvania avenue.”

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word
“block,” it is proposed to strike ont ‘“ or;”’ and in the same line,
after the words ** two hundred and twenty-one,” to insert “ ora
suitable block south of Pennsylvania avenue.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like tohear theamendment which
was just submitted by the Senator from Indiana again read.

Mr. GORMAN. Soshounld L ]

Ttlgg PRESIDENT pro tempore. - The amendment will be again
stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word
*block,” it is proposed to strike out the word *‘or;”” and in the
same line, after the words *‘ two hundred and twenty-one,” tg in-
sert ** or a suitable block south of Pennsylvania avenue,’ so "
if amended, it will read:

All of the land in either block 167, block 189, block 221, or a suitable block
m%nof Pennsylvania avenne, in the northwest section of the city of Wash-

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator to add
“ east of Fifteenth street,’” so as to read * south of Pennsylvania
avenne, east of Fifteenth strest.”” That is the section of the ci
we want to improve—the south side of Pemmsylvania avenue,
think it had better not be leff open to go west of that point,

Mr, FAIRBANKS. The amendment is entirely acceptable.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. After the words *‘ Pennsylvania avenune” it
is proposed to insert ‘‘ east of Fifteenth street.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FATRBANKS, Insection 3, on page 5, line 14—

Mr. GALLINGER. Let me make a suggestion relating to this

icular matter.

Mr. FAIRBANES. Very well.

Mr. GALLINGER, Icall the attention of the Senator to the
language in lines 14, 15, and 16, of section 1, on page 4.

- The seid commi=sion, within sixty days after the approval of this act,shall
determine in writing in which of said blocks land 1 be acquired for the
purposzes of this act. 4

That language was correct before the Senator’s present amend-
ment. I will suggest that the word *‘sites’” be substituted for
the words * blocks land >’ in line 16,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SEcRETARY. Insection 1,on page 4,line 18, after the word
“gaid,” it is propcsed to strike out * blocks land” and insert
¢ gites."

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. And in line 15 the word “* in’’ shounld be
stricken out where it reads ‘" in writing in which of said hlocks
land shall be acquired.” Let the word *“in,” whereit occurs the
second time, be stricken out.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SECRETARY, After the word * writing,” in line 15, it is
proposed to strike out the word ** in."”

Mr. FATRBANES. That is necessary in consequence of the | of the

amendment already made.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Inline 14, page 5, section 3, at the begin-
ning of the line, I move fo strike out the three words, ““a con-
veyance to" and insert in lien thereof the words ** the title for;"
and in the same line to strike out the word * of," after the words
* United States,” and insert the word “ to.”

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 3, line 14, before the words
“ the United States,” it is propesed {o strike out *‘ a conveyance
to” and insert ‘‘the title for;’ and after the words “ Unifed
States,” in the same line, to strike out *‘ of ” and insert *“ to.”

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McCUMBER. Ioffer an amendment,after the word ‘“ com-
mission,” in section 2, page 4, line 22, to strike out the words

‘ from the testimony of real-estate experts, or otherwise, as they
may deem necessary,” and insert in lien thereof the words *‘ from
cdmpetent evidence.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On page 4, section 2, line 22, after the word
 commission,” it is proposed to strike out ‘* from the testim
of real-estate experts, or otherwise, as they may deem necessary,”
and insert ‘‘ from competent evidence.”

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there are several reasons
for wishing this amendment. I do not think that we should
ce too much force in the words—

Mr, FAIRBANKS. I will say to the Senator, if he will allow
me to interrupt him, that the amendment is entirely proper.

Mr. McCUMBER. Iunderstand the amendment is
and yet I think there should be some reason given for the amend-
ment, and the reason which I think should gunide this commission
in its labors to some extent, and that is this: Heretofore in nearly
all cases of this kind the testimony mainiy has been that of ex-
perts, and very little consideration has been given to the value as
assessed, and but little consideration has been given to the rental
vallge of the propﬁrty R o

going over the amounts we have paid for like property it is
safe to say that the same property can not be rentetf for any pos-
sible purpose so as to bring in an income of 1 per cent upon the
value placed on it, and this value has been obtained mainly from
the testimony of experts. In other words, we have, as a rule,
paid from three to four times the actual cash value of the prop-
erty for use in any other business.

I do hope, Mr. President, that we can find some way by which
the Government will not be compelled to pay from t to five
times the real value of property in order to secure property in the
city of Washington on which we can place our public buildings.

l&é?r. HALE. Will the Senator allow me before he takes his
sea;

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. A

Mr. HALE. There is great force in what the Senator says.
The trouble has been that has made no examination
and has had no actnal knowl of what land is to cost un-
til it is too late. There ought not to be a public building erected
in Washington upon land that we have to buy until, by a com-
mission, a preliminary examination has been made and it can be
reported to Congress what the land ean be bought for; so that
the point so well raised by the Senator can be dealt with before
we go onand commit ourselves {othe erection of a public building.

It is true, as the Senator says, that we have gone on and found
onrselves in the end compelled to pay extravagant sums because
we have put bills through that leave no time, no chance for ex-
amination; and when we comse to appropriate the money, as we
do in the Committes on Appropriations, the same question is
raised there that the Senator raises here, that the amount is ex-
travagant and enormons; and the only answer is that itis toolate.

Then Senatorssay, when the matter comesup, “ Why doyou not
provide beforehand that before any work is done a commission
shall investigate and report to Congress what certain lots can be
bought for, and what other lots can be bought for.” I am glad
the Senator has called attention toif; becanse if we do not scruti-
nize these things carefully we are very likely to fall into all the
errors we have fallen info heretofore and to pay thres or four
times as much as we ought to pay.

Mr. McCUMBER. Weare methere, Mr. President, witha con-
dition that must be solved at the present time. This building is
absolutely necessary. The same condition would arise no matter
how many commissions upon the facts. We are so situ-
ated that it is necessary for us to have certain property. Hereto-
fore it has madeno difference whether we have purchased property
outright from the owners er whether we have condemneg it. In
condemnation proceedings there has been no dificultyinsecuring
the testimony of any number of experts who will place the value
property so much higher than the cash valus for any rental
purpose that we are paying the same amount whether a jury as-
sess the damages or whether a commission determines the valne
of the property.

But I think in this case the proposition of the Senator from
Maine has been answered, for the reason that the committee has
appointed a subcommittee, who have investigated into the ques-
tion of what the property can be purchased for, and I have no
doubt that they have ascertained that the claim for the property
:‘31 several times t.heforﬂl value consid%;ed in the matter of using

e same property for any other possible purpose.

I merely make these snggestions for the reason that it seems to
me that the Government ought to be able to secure property at
its real value, instead of paying such enormons prices for it. In
every Statein the Union we have the same methodsof condemning
property, and we have never heard in those States of such exorbi-
tant prices being paid as we are compelled to pay here. When a
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commission or when a jury to assess damages pass:s upon the
question, the evidence of the assessed valnation of that property
is produced, and the evidence of its rental value for any purpose
is taken into consideration, with its sitnation, etc. That is pro-
duced before such a jury; and upon that is determined the real

rice that the Government ought to pay. It seems to me that the
%ovemment ought not to be compelled to pay a price the inter-
est on which at 6 per cent would amount to more than the rental
value of the property itself.

Mr. President, I understand that there is no objection to this

icular amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The tl]gestion is on the amend-
ment submitted by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc-
Cunser] to the amendment of the committee.

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. GALLINGER. In line §,page 6, section 3, after the word
*architects,” I move to strike out the word ** to "’ and insert the
words I gend to the desk,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Theamendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. In section 3, on page 6, line 5, after the word
“*architects,” it is proposed to strike out the word ““fo” and in-
sert *“ the successful architect shall receive compensation in full
at a rate not exceeding 24 per cent of the total cost of said build-
ing and shall also;’’ so that if amendéd it will read:

If they shall invite plans by competition among architects, the successful
architect shall receive compensation in full at a rate notexceeding 2§ per cent
of the total cost of said building, and shall also pay to the persons submitting
the two sets of plans next in order of merit to those sslected such sums as, in
their judgment, shall be proper compensation for their preparation.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amendment of
the committze,

Mr. HALE. Let that be read again,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again
stated.

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment.

Mr. HALE., Mr. President, this is another instance which
shows the danger of proceeding too hurriedly in these matters.
‘We have been already caught in the provision for the buildings
at Annapolis, where contracts were made at percentages with an
architect, who is going to get $400,000 out of our funds for his
work, and if this bill—

Mr. FATRBANKS rose.

Mr. HALE. If the Senator who has charge of the bill, and who
is a conservative legislator, will allow me, he has provided herea
bill which gives Congress no opportunity to regulate vicious prac-
tices attending the construction of public buildings.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I ask the Senator, as an old
and rienced legislator, if the bill in this respect differs from
other similar bills whose passage the Senator has secured?

Mr. HALE. Thatis just what I have said, Mr. President. We
* have.learned by experience. This leaves open the same thing
that we have been caught in before, and having learned by expe-
rience, we ought to apply a remedy. :

I have a little instance here. We appropriated in just such a
way as this bill provides for a large increase to the insane asylum
across the river—St. Elizabeth’s. We provided that such property
ghould be taken; that the commission or the superintendent of
the buildings should go on, just as was done at Annapolis, and
make his contracts and we would appropriate the money. This
is a sample of what is done under the kind of legislation we have
had before.

I will say to the Senator I accept my part of the resﬁr;.ibility.
I have been delinquent heretofore, and all of us have . Not
with my consent will we go into such an enormous project as this—
for this is to be the biggest Department building that we have in
‘Washington—until we gha.\'e guarded and kept out these vicions
attendants upon the construction of our public buildings.

Mr. GALL%GER. The Senator yields to me to modify my
amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PerxiNs in the chair).
Does the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from New
Hampshire?

Mr. HALE. Yes. The Senator is working in the right direc-
tion.

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire to modify my amendment so that
it shall read:

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and
. superintendence—

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. ‘““‘And specifications.”

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; ‘‘ specifications '’ should be inserted.

Mr. GALLINGER. Then Iwill say * for plans, specifications,
and saperintendence.’’

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment to the amend-
ment will be so modified.

Mr. HALE. Now, here is what took place—

Mr. BACON. If the Semator will pardon me a moment, do I

understand the amendment proposed by the Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGEB? has been adopted?

Mr. .1 did not so understand. -

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that the
proposed amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr,
(GALLINGER] is now ﬁnding.

Mr. H Mr. President, the Committee on Appropriations,
in the case to which I have alluded, had a suspicion of what was
§oing on. I had, having been caught at Annapolis, and we sent.

or information.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima
question for information?

Mr. HALE, Yes.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under whose charge was the work done at
Annapolis?

Mr. HALE. Thegeneral control and overlooking of it was done
by the superintendent down there. It was all done by act of Con-
gress. e did not tie it up.

Mr. FATRBANKS. This bill provides for a committee that can

tie it u&AL

Mr. E. Iwant tosee that the committee does tie it up.
Heretofore we have lodged this discretion elsewhere, and now this
is what happened in one case, as it has been developed in a little
investigation. I would go further than the Senator from' New
Hampshire about this matter of architects and everything else in
relation to i,

I inclose herewith a statement of payments made to Shepley, Rutan &
Coolidge, architects, for plans and commission on extension of hospital.
%mymenta do not include traveling expenses and fees for time lost in

All of which the architects charged for. Here is a sample of
what they have got out of that appropriation:

Bhepley, Rutan & Coolidge, for plans, §9,000.

° The whole appropriation was something like five or six hundred
thousand dollars, I thi

For plans, %UIP i

Twoanda per cent on contract, §13,750.

That is bad enough, but in addition, following that, is 24 per
cent on every payment that wasmade by appropriation from Con-
gress. First they charged for plans, then a percentage on the
contract, and then a percentage on every payment under the con-
tract, and for what an individual could easily have had done for
$10,000 they have alread'iz received $44,036.54,

Mr, GALLINGER. Ten per cent of the appropriation.

Mr. HALE. Yes; and they are not throngh by any means.
They came for some additional items, and the Committee on Ap-
propriations struck them out.

Mr. BACON. Icall the attention of the Senator to the fact
that under the amendment offered by the Senator from New
5%:31805311-9 the compensation for the architect in this case will be

25,000,

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely that.

Mr. HALE. That is a very large sum, |

Mr. BACON. I should say so.

Mr. HALE. Now, let me say about architects. Mr. President,
that all this has come in within a few years. We have a large
establishment in the Department which is nothing but
an architect’s establishment. We have there a large force of
draftsmen and everything else that is in a private architect’s
office, and this year we have given them additional room and are
to give them additional clerks. Up to a few years ago no outside

rivate architect was allowed to intrude himself and make these

eavy charges. It wasall done by the bureau which we have es-
tablished for this very purpose, and they ought to do it. There
is not any reason in the world why they should not, except the
practice. The architect is intrusive. He says, ‘ You can not get
a good building without me.”” Four years ago a commission was
appointed, rather unwarily, and paid out of the contingent fund,
and we knew nothing abouft it. It had practically as its head one
of these fashionable architects from New York, and they trav-
ersed Europe, broad and large, and they came in with a proposi-
tion for im rovin%‘this city which involved over $200,000,000,

Mr. COC LL. Isnot this a part of that plan?

Mr. HALE. This bill selects certain lots that that commission
Elrovided in the residential part of the city, where the land is the

ighest and where the owners of the property protest against be-
ing driven off. But that is the architect’s plan. The architect
sees but one thing. He lives in a lofty domain. All that he con-
siders that the Government is running for is to adopt his great
projects.

Mr. COCKRELL. Is he the man who built that magnificent
office for the President?

Mr. HALE, He is the man; and I never have been able to find
out -

Mr. COCKRELL. That is a second-class lawyer’'s office all
over the country, if it is as good as that.
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Mr. HALE. We tried -toFrovidein the bill so that we. could
have there a respectable building, and to have it built so that it
could have an additional story put on it, but the architect was
bent at that time. The Senator from Indiana in the last Con-
gress, my recollection is, although we have many things on our
minds from his committee, reported a project for a bm‘ld.inﬁ on
this same lot, and provided that the executive offices should be
put in it. Is not that so, may I ask the Senator?

Mr. FATRBANES. That was done, and it was done at the
-request of the executive depariment.

Mr. HALE. Itwasdone. Ido not know what the department
raquested.t Lkmow the President receded from that; that he did
not want it.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senate was advised fully about it at
the time.

‘Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. BACON, At the request of the executive department the
Lill to provide for executive offices was afterwards amended by
eliminating that feature, and a different provision -was made by
the Committee on Appropriations for the present very elaborate
and commodions quarters of the executive office.

Mr. HALE. I was not finding fault with the Senator. Only
it was a part of the scheme to build this enormous building.

This building, which it is said will cost $5,000,000, will cost
$12,000,000. It will be the largest building in all Washington.
It will have three Departments in it, an experiment which never
has come out-well.

‘We made the State, War, and Navy building for three De-
partments, and it has gof so now that it has not room enough to
_answer to the wants of the War Department alone. I do not
want myself for one to.see these over-big buildings. I would
rather haveagood, reasonable building for the Department of Jus-

Aice putina tg;ﬂoper place where land can be bought cheaply, but
.the plan of this New York architect involved all this, involved
takingall these squares and certain other squares down below,
B;-%l a programme was laid out looking to the expenditure of
0,000,000,

Now, the Senator from New Hampshire isacting in the right
avay, but he does not go far enough.

Iwonld have nothing done about these large buildings ina
hurry. Iwould have a good commission appointed. I donotfind
fault with this commission, althongh most of them will be away.
‘We have generally had a commission composed of such persons
as the Architect of the Capitol, the Architect of the Treasury,
and we have sometimes put on a very accomplished man, a very

ood business man, Mr. rd Green, who superintended the

ibrary. I-would havea good commission (I not have any
contest with the Senator-about who shall constituteit); I would
provide that the commission in the recess shall examine info
whatever tracts or squares,we direct them to examine and report
to us at the next session of C(mg!réss, six or eight months off,
swhich soon goes away, what the different sections and locations
can be bought for by the Government, so that we may know, as
{.;e Senator from South Dakota has suggested, what we are em-

rking in, 3

Then I would also have it provided that no contract should be
made with any architect until the necessity for the same was re-
Egrte.'] to Congress and the rate fixed at which the architect should
‘be employed, becaunse I think it will be found that the architects
of the Government—these three men whom we employ—will say,
*We can build that building.”

There rises off the eastward here a very noble and im
-gtructure that fleasea the eye of the citizen and the visitor an
the beholder. It was built for a sum less than the limit fixed by
‘the act, and money was turred back into the Treasury, It was
built without a dollar of percentage being paid to an outside
architect. But Gen. Thomas L. Casey, who was an engineer and
a man of experience and good taste, conducted that whole busi-
ness in addition to his offices and services as an engineer officer,
and the only thing ontside that we paid, where we are i
$44,000 to anarchitect for this little addition to the insane asylum,
was a little amount, I think, of some §17,000 to General Casey the
architect had not got in.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me
for a moment?

‘Mr. HALE, Certainly.
hMr. GdA%tIgGE%‘hél think the Sang.cogshn; fg.}e%gnbo an error

Tegar t. original archi o Congressional
Library were Smithmeyer & Pelz,

Mr. HALE. Yes.

Mr. GALLINGER, They made the original plans, and while
General Casey departed somewhat from those plans, beyond a
question, those architects were paid something, I do not know
how much—the Senator from Maryland may remember—but a
very considerable amount, and there is now pending a bill for ad-
ditional compensation to those architects,

Mr. HALE. I was going touagllﬁacame't.hat is a part of my
statement, that when we came to build the building and erect the
noble edifice and make it commodious and suitable for the public
needs, we dropped every architect, and General Casey did it. If
he wanted sketches and plans he paid for them, so many hundred
dollars for little things at the time,

We did have an old claim that an architect set np for plans
that he had made, and we paid him first, I guess, $30,000,and then
$40,000, and then another bill which was worked through here,
But when it came to the work General Casey would have nothing
to do with it, and that architect was not allowed even, except so
far as concerned the right of a citizen,to enter upon the premises
and never had the slightest thing to do with it. General Casey
went on and built this fine building, as we have always until late
years built buildings, and as for one I hope we will do in the
future,

Wehad thissame kind of a question come np last year on another
important matter, the building of a hall of records, and we pro-
vided in that act a clause shutting off architects and declaring
that no contract should be made with any architect that runs
with ‘the building. There iz where they get in their charges,
They charge for the plans, and then they have a contract
runs with the building, and they charge wcentage on the con-
tract price and then on every payment. e provided that noth-
ing of that kind should be done until it was reported to Congress,
That is what we ought to do here.

I have no feeling abont the matter, but my attention has been
called to it by the remiarks of the Senator from North Dakota and
the Senator from New Hampshire, and it brings up just what the
sitnation is, and I take it before this matter passes from the Sen-
ate there will be a proposition submitted here by some Senator
that we shall not hurry in this matter, but that the whole matter
shall at the next session be laid before us, and we will know for
what we can get lots in different places and know what proposi-
tions are by architects, or we will find out that the archi-
tects that we have now are ample to do this work,

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, Iam in full sympathy with
the general proposition advanced by the Senator from Maine, and
will support him in any reasonable amendment to the bill locking
to the control of the architects’ fees. I have myself frequently
called attention in the Senate and very many times in committee
to the fact that we have a large burean in Treasury Depart-
ment, the title of the chief being Supervising Architect of the
Treasury Department, and I have often wondered why it was that
we did not placea man' there with sufficient competency, if the
present occn%a.nt does not possess it, to superintend the erection
of all public buildings. :

However, I rose more i Y

Mr, COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire
yield to me for a question?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly, :

Mr. COCERELL. Do we not intrust to him the erection of
every fpubh'c building in the whole United States outside of the
c:i% of Washington?

r. GALLINGER. T have an impression that in recent years
public buildings outside of Washington are being placed at the
mercy of architects who are bidding npon them, and that he is
not taking charge of all the public buildings outside of the city of
‘Washington. I think the Senator from Missouri will find that to
be true if he investigates the matter.

Mr. COCERELL. Does he not.make the plans, and all that,
and simply select a superintendent to attend to it at places where
he can not be present?

Mr., GALLINGER. Iwill say this to the Senator: We are go-
ing to build a little building in New Hampshire. I think the
appropriation is §90,000; - bly a little less. It isin the second
largest city in my State, and is to be for post-office purposes. Re-
cent inquir{'of the Supervising Architect as to when the construc-
tion of the building was to begin revealed this fact: The bill was
passed at the last session, and nothing has been done apparently
except the purchase of ‘a site. He replied to me that the plans
would soon be-submitted by the Boston architect, who had them
in , and that as soon as those plans were received he would
then take up the matter and push it along. So it is very evident
that the plans of that little building, cos $90,000, are in the
hands of an architect in Boston, who is making those plans and
receiving compensation,

Mr. HALE, While the Architect here has nominal and legal
control of all buildings ontside of Washington, under this practice
he is giving way to outside architects?

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely.

Mr, HALE, 1 think thatis so.

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). Does
the Senator from New Hampshireyield to the Senator from South
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Mr.GALLINGER. Iyieldtothe Senator from South Carolina.

Mr, TILLMAN, The statement the Senator makes is rather a
remarkable one, and I should like to know the whole matter con-
cerning it. In other words, I should like to know under what
authority and how it comes that the Supervising Architect of the
Treasury designates somebody in Boston to superintend a build-
ing in New Hampshire? Have you not some people in New
Hampshire who are architects?

Mr. GALLINGER. He does not put the construction of the
building in the hands of Boston parties, but he does put the mat-
ter of plans in the hands of at least one Boston architect. Pos-
sibly he has had competition. I do not know.

Mr. TILLMAN. Does he hire the Boston architect?

Mr. GALLINGER. I assume that somebody pays the Boston
architect.

Mr, TILLMAN. Iknow; but under what rule of law or regu-
lation of the Treasury Department does he pay this money in that
way? If he is employed to do it here, and has all these clerks and
draftsmen and other assistants to prepare plans for buildings, how
does he find the money to go off to Boston and hire somebody?

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per-
mit me?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr, HOPKINS. My remembrance is that some years ago Con-
gress provided by appropriate legislation that, at the instance of a
Senator or Representative having the building especially in charge
in his district or State, a local architect could be designated to
draw the plans. I think in every instance where an outside
architect has prepared plans for a public building it has been at
the request of the Senator from the State or the Representative
from the district wherein the building was to be constructed. I
think the present architect——

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please get that statute and
let us examine it? I suppose he can find it. He knows there is
gome such law, but I should like to know it, becanse we have
occasionally got a little appropriation for a public building down
our way, and I am sure no local talent ever has had a chance to
smell of it, much less to get any money.

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 woultf say in this connection—

Mr, HOPKINS. I will look up the statute——

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish the Senator would, and let us know.

Mr. HOPKINS. And call the Senator’s attention to it.

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey?

Mr. GALLINGER. With pleasure.

Mr. DRYDEN. Is the Senator through?

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not through, but I will yield to the’

Senator from New Jersey.

Mr. DRYDEN. I will wait until the Senator from New Hamp-
shire gets through.

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, in response to the sugges-
tion made by the Senator from Illinois, I will say to him that the

blic building at Nashua, N. H., is one of my pets, and I never

ve been consulted as to the matter of the architect who is to
be employed. Had I been, if it was to be taken out of the hands
of the Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department. I cer-
tainly would have designated an architect in NewHampshire, be-
cause we have very competent ones. ;

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me the Senator from Massachn-
setts onght to make an explanation as to how this Boston man got
that job.

Mr. FAIRBANES. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Indiana.

Mr, FAIRBANKS. The Senator from-Illinois is entirely cor-
rect. Some years ago there was a bill passed known as the Tarsney
Act—I am not able to put my hands on it at this moment—under
which it was made competent for the Secretary of the Treasury
to submit to competition among architects the preparation of
plans for public buildings. It is within his discretion. The Rep-
resentatives from different districts in which buildings are to be
built, or the Senators from the different States, have from time
to time asked the Treasury Department to have plans prepared for
their respective buildings under the Tarsney Act, taking it out
of the direct control of the Supervising Architect.

That law was passed, if the Senator will indulge me a moment
further— .

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. FATIRBANKS., Because there was some dissatisfaction
with Dt‘lalgat:.];:lractlier gf v?ilﬁ workf;vrhif:h vg.la tlfutati;g done in the Treas-
ury en say er that the Del{f“'
ment has been very free in acting under the Tarsney Act where
Senators or resentatives have requested it.

Mr. G GER. Mr. President, undoubtedly this official

has gone beyond that, because I am entirely positive that no
representative in either branch of Congress has made any request
in regard to the New Hampshire building to which I have called
attention.

I rose more particularly, Mr. President, to say a word concern-
ing the Congressional Library and a few words on the general
proposifion. General Casey was one of the most competent men
who has ever been in the employ of the Government, but he was
an engineer and not an architent, and it is nnfair to the very dis-
tinguished firm of architects who made those original plans to
say that they were of no account and that an engineer went in
and constructed the building on plans of his own. That is not
correct. The plans of Smithmeyer & Pelz were adopted to a very
large extent, and General Casey made such changes in them as
he thought wise, and beyond a question he did improve upon
them in the construction of the building.

In reference to the general propoesition, Mr. President, my sole
g;rpose is to keep this matter, to some extent, in the control of

ngress. If thisproposed building costs §5,000,000, and that cer-
tainly is the minimum cost, and if the architects get 24 per cent
for plans and specifications and supervision, they will get $125,000;
and it does seem to me that that is a very large rate of compen-
sation,

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire

ield to me for a question?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly,

Mr. McCUMBER. Suppose in a building of this importance
it is necessary or proper to get more than one architect to furnish
plans and specifications for a beantiful building, such as we would
take pride in and such as we ought to have in this city. Assum-
ing that to be the fact, is there not proper force in the Treasury
Department, and can not the Supervising Architect in the Treas-
ury Department take charge of ths construction of the building?
Is it necessary to pay 24 per cent or any per cent to any architect
who furnishes the plans? T nnderstang the architect will get his
gay for his plans to a sufficient amount. Is it necessary, there-

ore, for us to employ this same architect or any ountside archi-
tect to supervise the construction of the building?

Iir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as Kipling says, “that is
another story.” The architect always does have some degree of
supervision. That is true of every small building in the country.
The Supervising Architect of the Treasury will appoint a man
who will have direct supervision, and he will be responsible for
the construction of the building. Outside of Washington that
man is always appointed in the city where the building is being
constructed.

1 think it will do no harm to insert the word ** supervision* in
this amendment. Two and a half per cent is the rate that is al-
lowed ordinarily to architects. Of course if we can dispense
with architects entirely in the construction of this building and
all other buildings and put these matters in the hands of the Su-
pervising Architect of the Treasury, it is entirely agreeable to me,
and I think that is the way we ought to do it. provided we have
men of snfficient competency to do the work that is required.

Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator from New Hampshire
permit me again?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr, McCUMBER. If the architect is to receive 24 per cent
upon the cost of the building, is that not paying him a premium
to make the building cost as much as possible? It has been inti-
mated here that this bnilding will cost us $12.000.000 before we
get through with it. Therefore the architect will receive double
the amount, or a quarter of a million dollars, for his servicesin su-
pervising the building alone. Is not that an exorbitant price?

Mr. GALLINGER. I take it that the character of the build-
ing will be in the hands of the commission.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Right here, will the Senator from New
Hampshire permit me?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. FATRBANKS. There is no authority, so far as the record
is concerned, for the statement of the Senator from Maine that it
will cost $12,000,000. I call the attention of my honorable col-
league upon the committee to the fact that the evidence before
th?1 committee was that it would cost from five to six million
dollars.

Mr. BACON. I desire to say to the Senator from Indiana that
we on this side could not hear what he said, but that the records
show that the present State, War, and Navy building cost over
$16.000,000—8§16.,500,000. :

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia
the attention of the Senator from Indiana being diverted for the
moment, that the Senator from Indiana stated that the expecta-
tion is that this building will cost from five to six million dollars.

Mr. BACON. Yes: Idonotknow what the history of the State,
‘War, and Navy building was in that regard, but the tmg:«aail:viliw is
that the anticipation was that it would not exceed that amount.
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Bus it in fact cost $16,500,000. T understand this building which
is pré)'posed to be erected will be a building equal in size to that
building.

Mr. HALE. It will be much larger.

Mr. BACON. Larger.

Mr. FATRBANKS. The Senator from Georgia is in error in
his information about the State, War, and Navy building. It
cost $10,038,432.

Mr. BACON. Idonotknow from what source the information
was obtained, but it has been reported to me by one who appears
to have made an examination that the total cost of that building
to the Government of the United States was §16,500,000, which
may include some items not embraced in the statement made b;
the Senator from Indiana. It may have something to do wi
some other expenses.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The reports of the Government, which are
accessible to the Senator, give the amount at the figure I have

noted. .
£ Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New |

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts?

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield tothe Senator from bMassachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say to the Senator from New
Hampshire, although perhaps he has it there already——

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the act.

Mr. LODGE. That the act approved February 20, 1893, pro-
vides for the competition of five architects.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have the act before me, and inasmuch as
I raised this question I think I will read the act and let it go into
the RECORD.

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; read the whole of it.

Mr. GALLINGER. It is as follows:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereb{, anthorized in his
diseretion to obtain glans. drawings, and specifications for the erection of
public Buildings for the United States, authorized by Congress to be erected
under the supervision and direction of the Secretary of the Treasury and the
local supervision of the construction thereof by competition among archi-
tects under such conditions as he maly‘;prescmhe and to make payment for
the services of the architect whoss plan may be selected out of the appro-
priations for the tive buildings: Provided, That not less than fiye ar-
chitects shall be invited by the eaid Secretary to compete for the furnishing

of such plans and specifications and the supervision of such construction:

And provided further, That the general supervision of the work shall con-
tinue in the office of the Bupervising Architect of the Treasury Department,
the Supervising Architect to be the representative of the Government in all
matters connected with the erection and completion of such buildings, the
receipt-of proposals, the award of contractstherefor, and the disbursement
of moneys thereunder, and perform all the duties that now pertain to his
office, except the I:remmtion of drawings and specifications for such build-
ings and the local supervision of the construction thereof, the said drawings
and specifications, however, to be subject at all times to modification and
change relating to gﬁ;n or arrangement of building and selection of material
therefor as may be directed by Becretary of the Treasury.

That act was approved February 20, 1893. :

Now, Mr. President, I have only a single word further to say
in this connection. I think we ought not to be in great haste to
make provision for this very costly building; and I think we
ought to pause before we determine to place it especially upon
those squares opposite the White House. I am very much im-
pressed with the view which has been agitated in Congress and
out of Congress, that we ought, in placin% onr public buildings,
to put them on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, between
Fifteenth street and the Botanical Gardens, and get rid of that
unsightly portion of our city, erecting a succession of public
buildings upon the south side of that avenue as the necessities of
the Government may require. .

I have hoped that that might be done, and I wish very much
indeed that the Senator from Indiana could see the propriety of
eliminating from the bill all provisions relating to the site and
providing specifically that this building shall be put on the south
side of the avenue. I know that the Park Commission suggested
in their report that those blocks around that beautiful square
might be utilized for the purpose of public buildings, but already
there are fine and costly buildings there, private residences.
Some of the people occupying them are entering earnest protests
against being deprived of their homes, and I sympathize with
them. One of them is connected with people in my own State, a
woman, who feels that she can not give up her home, and yet she
will have to do so if this building is anthorized to be placed on
that site. That is all I care to say on that point now.

As to the matter of the architects, my only desire is that if we
have that provision in the bill we shall limit it in some way. I
became familiar with the instance the Senator from Maine has
cited in looking over the construction of the buildings for the
St. Elizabeth Asylum, finding, out of an appropriation of between
$£500,000 and $600,000, that $47,000 had paid to architects;
and they are a very common kind of buildings at that. Thers is
not an architect in a town of 15,000 people in this country who
could not have made the plans for those buildings. It did not re-
quire any great skill, and yet we paid out 8 per cent of the entire

appropriation fo architects fo construct those buildings for the
insane wards of the Government.

I simply want to in some way limit this matter so that if we do
make an appropriation of $3,000,000 or $6,000,000 for this magnifi-
cent structure, wherever it may be located, we may not have to
pay half a million dollars of that amount to the architects who
will make the plans.

Mr. President, I do not want to detain the Senate; and that is
all T care to say at present on this question.

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, on the proposition which has
been made here to postpone the erection of these bnildings I have
nothing to say. I do not know anything about the matter as to
whether the committee have matured their plans so that they are
ready to begin the preliminary work or not. I assume,of course,
that they are or they would not have reported this bill.

But upon the question of architects’ fees I should like to say
that in my judgment that would begin the work of econcmy at
the wrong end. Youcan not secure the gervices of any competent
éxperienced architect with an organization at his command sufii-
cient to do a work of this magnitude at any such percentage.

I suppose it will be readily conceded that private enterprises—
| buildings which are erected by individuals and corporations—in
point of economy, in point of usefulness, in point of attractive-
ness, and as to their working qualities and facilities, far exceed
those erected by the Government.

In my judgment, the Government, in the erection of these pro-
posed buildings, should proceed along precisely the same lines
that individuals and corporations proceed on in the constrnction
of great buildings in the large cities. You can not secure the
services, as I have stated, of a competent architect with a well-
organized office at less than 5 per cent. You can get men who
will say, *“ We will act asarchitects for 24 per cent,” or 2 per cent.

Mr. HALE. My attention was diverted there. From what I
did hear I think the Senator is right about it. But did he say that
we can not get an architect for 21 per cent?

Mr. DRYDEN. I say we can not get competent architects
with sufficient office organization to carry on a work of this kind
for less than 5 per cent.
thMr. HALE. Yes, I have no doubt the architects would claim

at.
_Mr. DRYDEN, I have had a good deal of experience in that

ne. .

Mr,. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator is right abont if.
The architects claim that, and they have a right to ask what they
please in private matters. For buildings that are going up in the
Senator’s State, in New York, or elsewhere they have a right -to
ask what they please and to make their own trade. But here we
are dealing with a public building in Washington. E

Mr. DRYDEN. But the guestion is whether you can get an
architect with sufficient ability to nundertake the designing and
the erection of a great.building of this kind at the percentage
proposed in the bill. I say that private individuals can not de it.

Mr. LODGE. The Government can.

Mr. DRYDEN. You can get architects, but not architects
with the e?uipment behind them, with the experience requisite to
put up buildings of this kind. ;

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, I venture to say
that we can get the best architects in this country. the very best
that anybody can name, to erect a great monumental building
likethig for the Government at this great expenditure for 2} per
cent. I have not the slightest doubt of it.

Mr. DRYDEN., I differ with the Senator from Massachusetts
in that opinion.

Mr. FATRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, in support of
the Senator’s argnment, I wish to have read a letter from the Su-
pervising Architect.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New Jer-
sey yield?

Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly.

Thti dPRES]IDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re-
quested.

The Secretary read as follows:

TREASURY DEPARTMENT,
Washington, February 9, 1904.
Hon. CHARLES W. FATRBANKS,
United States Senate.

SIr: Pursuing the subject discussed at our recent interview, I have now
the honor to state the points with regard to which you desire information:

The compensation paid by the Department to private architects selected
by competition is § cent upon the cost of the work executed from their
drawings and specifications for full professional services, including th super-
vision of the work of construction. ~ This fee (5 per cent) is that fixed by tis
American Institute of Architects, and is the standard fee charged by archi-
tects in good standing throughout this and foreign countries.

The service rendered to the Government by the architect selected under
competition, in consideration of this fee (5 per cent), is the sam» sorvice
which he would render for the same fas to clients in his private practica.

It should be noted here, however, that the architect so employe | by the
Government is burdened with a considerable amount of elerical work and
correspondence with the Department which does not devolve upon him in
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ivate practice. This grows out of the fact that the expenditures, being of
g:'x‘l:!inc funds, must bemgari% under the requirements of law and of the Depart-
ment tions. Sofar,then,the Governmentemployment is notso profit-

tice,
publicmind a misconceptio
the on of profit realized by architects who have charge of public
buil &t theabove-mentioned Bg:omhn. Modern methods of construc-
tion nmq‘ the introduction of complicated heating and mouhlmug:lgplhnm
and electric equipment now mmgle‘lll.tha am t by archi of spe-
cialists in the several branches. cost of thess drawings and ca-
tions is usually not less than 2; per centon the cost of the work. This
expense falls upon the architect, whether he has the dra prepared on a
percentags or whether he conducts work on such a scale that he can employ
rly such specialists in his own office.
my opinion in a large city office, counting the cost of rent, the hire of
clerks and typewriters, and of the cutsids men who look stte:::ﬁemtand-
ence, the proportion of the 5 per centwhichremains to the tect as a
profit when business is good would not be more than 2 per cent,
The business of the architect is subject to the same fluctuations with all

n as to

other business, and his profits in good years must go in some mesasure tomake
up the losses of bad years.
Respectfully, J. K. TAYLOR, Supervising Architect.

Mr. DRYDEN. That letter, which seems to k with an-
thority, only confirms the statement I have made, which wasbased
upon my own knowledge in such cases. I kmow from practical

experience (and I have dealt with the and most important
architects in this country) that no great architect will take a fee
of less than 5 per cent. That is fixed, as the letter states, by the
American Institute of Architects, and they are bound by that rate
and will not accept any less commission, -

It has been said, * Why the feeupon this building wounld amount
£0 $125,000.”” Why? Becanse of the enormous strueture, themag-
nitude of the undertaking. But $125,000 is no temptation to an
architect who has got to do $200,000 worth of work.

My contention about the fee of the architect is that the most
wasteful, the most extravagant thing that can be done in connec-
tion with erecting a great building of this kind is to employ a
cheap architect. Every man who has had ence knows that
an architect with an organization skillful in drawing plans, skill-
‘ful in preparing specifications, skillful in laying ‘the project be-
fore the contractors for bids, can make a vast difference in the
result as to the cost. ;

1 say here now that as between a poor architect, who does not
Iknow how to draw his specifications properly, and a skillful and
experienced architect, who does know how to do that thing, if
you wers to put this structure out to contractors for bids, the
difference wounld amount to probably more than a million dollars.

Every man who has had much experience knows that it is of
the first importance that the architect should know how to draw
his specifications; and having drawn his specifications and the
construction of the building having been gotten under way, it is
next of the first importance that his drawingsshonld be perfected
g0 that when his iron beams, steel columns, etc., come to the
ground to be put into place they will fit in their places. Now,a
young, inexperienced, incompetent arghitect, who would take
this job gladly for 2} per cent, or 2 per cent, or 1} per cent, can
not do that, He has not the facilities, he has not the organiza-
tion, he has not the experience. . :

In my opinion the place to begin to economize is not with the
architect. You want the best possible talent that yon can get
for that purpose, and to get it you must pay the fixed scale—b per

cent.

I should like, if it is in order, to propose an amendment to the
amendment, Ishould like to see it amended so as to provide that
the fee to the architect should not exceed 5 per cent. Some of
our friends here think we can get the great architects to do this
at a less fes. Private individuals can not do it, and I think that
they look after business with as much care at least as the Gov-

ernment. '
Now, let us see if we can get the t architects of the country
think the provisions of the

to lend their talent to this work.

law,asread by the Senator from NewHampshire [ Mr.GALLINGER],
are wise in that they provide for competition by not less than five
architects to be selected. Those architects should be paid for

their preliminary plans or proposed plans, so as to make an in-

ducement for them to enter the co‘riﬁeﬁﬁon. The comparatively | d

small sums that the Government pay for the architects’ fees
is not to be thought of or talked about at all, in my judgment.

Mr. GALLINDEER. Mr. President, just one word in addition.
I do not at all agree with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr.
Drypex] that it is necessary to payﬁtﬁ' cent, and if his pro-
posed amendment should be adopted thatwe shall pay not ex-
ceeding 5 per cent, we will pay 5 per cent. There is no doubt
about that.

I wish to call attention to the fact that if this building costs
$5,000,000, at 23 per cent we will pay $125,000 to the architects.
Then thereis a further provision that we shall pay to the persons—
it is ** person’ in the bill; it ought to be plural—that we shall
pay to the persons ** submitting the two sets of plans next in order
of merit to those selected such sums as, in their judgment,” that

is, in the judgment of the committee, ‘*shall be proper compen-
sation for their preparation.” I donot know how much that will
be, probably $25,000. or $30,000, or £40,000, or $50,000.

r. DRYDEN. Will the Senator from New Hampshire allow

me?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. DRYDEN. The Senator, of course, recognizes that tha
question of the gross amount which the architect will receive will
weigh only in consideration of the amount of work that he has to
do. If he hastodo $200,000 worth of work, a gross fee of $125,000
is no temptation to the architect.

Mr. GALLINGER. Of course; we all admit that. But I do

‘not believe there is any danger of the architect doing §200,000

worth of work in making plans for this building.

Mr. President, we reconstructed the White House a year or two
ago, and one of these very distinguished architects had charge of
it. I do not know how much it cost. I think it perhaps has
never been stated; but it cost a very large amount. If thereis
no architect in New Hampshire who can do that work just as
well for a much less amount, then I miss my guess,

Mr. COCKRELIL. Do you think you havean architectin New
Hampshire who conld ecllual the building for the President?

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 perhapsmightdraw the lineatthat; but
that building was constructed under the supervision of a distin-
guished architeet.

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Oneof the men the Senator from New
Jersey has reference to, who has this great outfit and who is in
this combine, whereby they are going, I suppose, to hold up pri-
vate individuals as well as the Government to 5 per cent. He
has come here and he has done that job. He reconstructed the
White House, and spoiled some of it. He built an office for the
President of the United States, and as the Senator from Missouri
suggests, any second-rate lawyer or third-rate doctor in the coun-
try could reasonably ask for just as good accommodations. It
is an eyesore. Any man who may go down the Avenue and look
at that excrescence which has been added to the White House by
this very distinguished architectural firm will wish that some
architect of ‘some country town in Missouri or New Hampshire
had been employed to do the job.

Now, Mr. President, I am not at war with these gentlemen.
They are going to get all the money they can; there is no donbt
about that. If we give them 24 per cent and then compensate the
two next architects in order, we will get rid of §175,000 out of this
appropriation.

. TILLMAN, Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carclina?

Mr. GALLINGER. Ido. y

Mr, TILLMAN, Does the Senator give his consent and will
he vote to give these additional archifects any compensation? If
we are going to have competition in this matter, and the longest
gola shall get the persimmon—in ofher words, if the brightest

rains and ability as an architeet shall secure employment for this
purpose—why should the fellow who loses get anything?

Mr. GALLINGER. That question would of course be prop-
erly before the Senate if the Senator should move to strike out
that provision from the bill.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President— :

The PRESIDENT Ero tempore. Does the Senator from New
Hampshire yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit an interruption,
let me say to the Senator from South Carolina that there is an
immense amount of work involved in drawing up these competi-
tive plans, and not only—

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not objecting to competitive plans.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not only is there a large amount of work
involved, but every architect who draws up a competitive plan has
tor&)fay out at;?e%llargo Bﬁﬁoi mcur:ey to mboréiinnées, to artists, to

tsmen, igners, etc., for the purpose of presenting a T
plan. The Senator, I imagine, has very ].ittlepcnnception Eéofﬁa
amount of labor that is expended. I have often been told by able
and conscientious architects that the{nhava besn prevented from
going into these competitions by a knowledge of the fact that
they would be obl to expend from five thousand to ten thon-
sand dollars out of their own pockets in the payment of employees
h} the preparation of competitive plans which after all might fail
of success.

It does seem to me, if the Senator will permit me, it is desir-
able that we should get the very best plans, and that in a matter
involving an expendifure of $5,000,000 the extra expense of ten,
fifteen, twenty-five, one h one hundred and fifty, or two
hundred thousand dollars in securing the best plans and the best
art is not to be considered.
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Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from New Hamshire will per-
mit me——

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly.

Mr. TILLMAN. I agree with the Senator entirely in the view
that we onght to have the very best plans we can get We do not
want any more abominations, if I may use the term, such as the
executive offices and the Post-Office building up the street here.
If Iam any judge of abuilding, that isanabortion in architecture.
If we are %oin to have something else opposite the State, War,
and Navy building, I think we had better go slowly.

‘While I am willing to appropriate $100,000 or $150,000 or $200,000
in a lnmp sum for the preparation of plans and specifications and
supervision and for division among competing architects upon
some agreed pmﬁmmme, I do not believe that we ought to go into
the business of donating to somebody $5,000, $10,000, or $20,000
because he sees fit to come into the competition. I do not think
that is a good business proposition.

You might say give $150,000 for the preparation of the plans
to the man who wins; you might say give §10,000 to the next
man whose plan was second in the estimation of the commission,
and $5,000 for the third; but I donot want toleaveitin the power
of any commission, however high it may be, to pick out some
favorite somewhere in this competition and make a contribution
to his finances ad limitum.

Mr, DRYDEN. Mr. President——

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

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. =Wl

Mr. DRYDEN. 1Ishould like to explain o the Senator from
South Carolina the usual course in cases of competition. A cer-
tain number of architects are selected and invited to submit com-
petitive plans, generally upon the condition that if one plan is
accepted the architect whose plan is accepted shall receive the
appointment as architect to prepare the ilans and specifications
:mg supervise the construction of the work.

The compensation of the other architects who are unsuccessful
in the competition is an amount agreed npon, some small sum—
perhaps §1,000 each, or something like that—simply enough to
pay them for their actual expenses and outlay in preparing the
drawings which they submit. They receive no percen ; they
have no interest in the building whatever after the appointment
has been made of one of the architects.

Mr. GALLINGER. Now,iftheSenator will permitme, Ishould
like to ask him if he is not rather giving his at;'gumant away when
he says that there is a large expense connected with the prepara-
tion of these plans and we ought to allow b per cenf, and now says
that we will give to the second and third competitors a thousand
or two thousand dollars to reimburse them?

Mr. DRYDEN. Not by any means; and I think I can make
that clear to my friend from New Hampshire. The preliminary
plans or drawings submitted by the architect for decision are sim-
ply an exhibition of the exterior of the building, of the sides. He
submits a style of architecture which he recommends. Todo that
is comparatively an inexpensive and trifling matter.

Mr. GALLINGER. But then he will likewise submit a plan
for the interior of the building.

Mr. DRYDEN. By no means.

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, Mr. President, I know that in some
instances that is the case. I am not guessing.

Mr. DRYDEN. That might be done, of course, by agreement,
and of course that would involve a further expense; but that was
not within my contemplation in the statement which I made a
moment ago.

Now, just one word more, if my friend will pardon me.

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. ;

Mr. DRYDEN. The addition to the White House has been
criticised. Iam not going to defend it, but it is only fair to say
that the architects who put on that addition have done some of
the most beautiful architectural work in the world. I make no
exception, and I realize the breadth and force of the statement
when Isay *‘the world.”” An architectis often at a disadvantage,
and his work is sometimes a reflection upon himself because he is
cramped, restricted, dictated to, by his employer and he does not
have his own way.

I do not know who decided upon the plans for the addition to
the White House. I know that I do not like them. But in my
judgment that does not militate one iota against the claim I am
making here, that the Government in the prosecution of these
great enterprises ought to select the best talent in the land and
the best talent is the cheapest.

Mr, GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the ground has been
pretty well traversed, I do not know that I want to add anything
further. Yet I will venture to say just this, that I hope the time
is not far distant when the office of Supervising Architect of the
Treasury Department will be made m§:imﬂy competent to take

z

charge of all our public buildings and not put us at the merey of
private architectural firms.

I'venture to say that there is not a handsomer public building in
this country than the building in the little city in which I live.
It cost only $200,000, but it is beautiful. It is admired by every
visitor to that city. It was constructed directly under the super-
vision and upon plans made in the office of the Supervising Archi-
tect of the Treasury Department. We then a Very compe-
tent Supervising Architect.

I trust the present Supervising Architect is equally as compe-
tent. He was selected upon a civil-service examination, which to
my mind is an utter absurdity. Asto his competency I will not
speak; I kmow nothing about it; but I do know that under the
present arrangement we are having substantially all our public
buildings constructed upon plans made by private architects, and
I do not think it ought to be so.

‘Whether that office is sufficiently equipped to take charge of
this building or not I am unable to say, but I will repeat that in
my opinion it is an extravagant waste of public money for us to
vote a larger appropriation to the firm of architects who may get
this contract than the amount I have named in my amendment,
which I trust may be adopted.

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I think a different rule might
well apply, and ought- to apply, to a building of this kind from
that which apﬁ)].ies in the case of any private structure. This
is a building that will occupy several years in its construction.
The ordinary fee of architects, as has been stated in the letter
of the Supervising Architect, is 5 cent for the plans and for
supervision. The Government require but very little in
the way of supervision, because we shall have a superintendent
of construction, who will be himself a skilled architect and engi-
neer. Take the buildings which have been recently constructed—
the building for the Library of Congress, for instance, of which
Mr. Green was the superintendent, and the Printing Office build-
ing, where Captain Sewall, of the Engineer Corps of the Army,
was superintendent, and I have understood from Senators who
have visited that building that it was admirably constructed.

Under the rule which we shall adopt of having a skilled super-
intendent there will be very little need of an arc%jtect in the way
of supervision. Architects have this arrangement, as I know:
They charge a certain fee for the plans, which is much less than
the full fee of 5 per cent, then they make an arrangement by which
they can be consulted occasionally; and all we shall need with an
architect in the construction of a building of this kind will be the
preparation of plans and such a supervision as we should doubt-
less have under such a man as either one of the two men I have
named, Mr. Green or Captain Sewall, who have a very superior
knowledge of material. They are expert judges of every item of
material which goes into a building; they are entirely familiar
with plans, and wounld carry out the minutest details without
needing to go to an architect. I think the quotation of the rule
has not any great bearing upon this case.

In regard to what the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL-
LINGER| said about the recent construction of public buildings,
that arrangement was perhaps wisely adopted by Congress, and I
think one reason given for it was that when all the public build-
ings were planned by one architect we fell into a rut of uniform-
ity in architecture. That argument was made I know, and many
buildings were cited as illustrations of if. Then the particular
fad of the Supervising Architect was roofs, and we had
no public buildi_%g in the country without a mansard roof on it.

Mr. HALE. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a question?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver-
mont yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. PROCTOR. Certainly.

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that there is a finer or a
more pleasing structure in Washington—one that gratifies good
taste, that gratifies the eye in every particular—than the Treasury
Department building? That was built before the day of the in-
trusion of the professional architect.

Mr. GALLINGER. And so was the Patent Office.

Mr. HALE. The Patent Office, asthe Senator from New Hamp-
shire [Mr. GALLINGER] suggests, was also built before that time,
Visitors in Washington pause before that building and look with
satisfaction and pleasure u its symmetrical proportions.

Mr, GALLINGER. And there was the old Smithsonian Insti-
tution building, which was another instance. -

Mr. HALE. Yes; and there are others; but I refer to the Pat-
ent Office especially, That was built before the 5-per cent archi-
tect invaded this domain. We had god engineer officers. We
had men that were comTtent. like Captain Sewall, to whom the
Senator from Vermont has referred, and also General Casey, to
erect those buildings. '

The Senator from New Hampshire has called my attention to
the old Smithsonian building, one, certainly, that is the very
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finest of our public buildings. The White House itself, as it
stood before there was put up the little shanty which this archi-
tect has built for the accommodation of the Presidential business,
was a most pleasing edifice. The time will coms pretty soon—I
wonld bein favor of it now, but I do-not want to move it on the
pending bill—to repeal that provision which lets in- these archi-
tects. It was enacted unadvisedly. Very few Senafors or Mem-
bers of the House realized what it was, but it grew out of the
importunity of the architects. We wonld be better off withont
it, but I will not embarrass the Senator’s bill by moving that
amendment at this time. Some day, however, we cught to wipe
it ont. :

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sena-
tor from Maine in regard to the character of the buildings that
he hascited. We had not then arrived at that point of perfection
where we could improve upon the classie style of the ancients,
and T do not think we have yet arrived at it.

Mr. HALE. What led me to say what I did say so inade-

tely was the snggestion of the Senator that, while this was
one under authority of the Government and we liad the help of
outside architects, we were falling into a sameness and an unin-
teresting period of architecture. But what I called his-attention
towas t buildings which, I am sure, do not lie open to criti-
cism on the 5 of the Senator, and a'!ﬂlvdhich he woulléitenaoﬁgiait
upon them. ey ars very graceful Yery comp. are
ﬁ:l;’g yecimens of architecture, each of it own kind.
Mr. PROCTOR. If the Senator will allow me, I was referring

to a later period, since we have had a Supervising Architect, who: | the

had charge for so many years of the planning of the public build-
ings. I quite agree with the Senator in what he says as to the
buildings to which he has referred. 'We then had no such plan.
I do not believe now in goin% back to' the system of having one
architect plan all of the public buildings. That was not the sys-
tem which prevailed when thebuildings to-which the Senator re-
fors were erected. Under our present arrangement it would be
plainly impossible for the Supervising Architect’s Office to make
all the plans, and therefore some cther arrangement must be
made, unless we continue to employ outside architects.

There are, I think, with our liberal appropriations, a-very large
number of public buildings under construction, and it would be:
entirely befiond the power of any one architect to take pr:t)ﬂalr
charge of the plans for all of them. There would be danger that
he wonld imitate himself in one building after another and that
the style would be too nniform.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I quite symilathize with
any effort which fends to secure economy of expenditure in any
Government improvement, provided the efficiency of that ex-
penditure is not impaired.

Years ago I used to lave the same views regarding architects
which seem to be entertained by the Senator from i[am o [Mr.
Hare]; but after some years of experience in connection with
building upon alarge scale, matters in which I was personally
interested, and matters in which corporations in which I was in-
tarested were engaged, I have come to the conclusion that there
is no'body of men in the United States more maligned than the
architects of the United States—not intentionally, but simply be-
cause of unfamiliarity with the subject.

With reference to the compensation: that is:to be paid to these
architects, I understand that such compensation is fixed by the
rule of the Association of Architects. Their charge, T believe, is
1 per cent for preliminary drawings, 8% per cent for plans with-
out supervision, and § per cent for plans with supervision. That
ig the rule of all the architects of the United States, as I under-
stand it. So, when you fix a less: compensation in the bill, yow
necessarily exclude, it seems to me, from its operation these edu-
cated and trained menwho belong to this association.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the tor permit me?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator mean to say that all the
architects in the United States are in that trust?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I believe that every architectof good stand-
ing in the United Statesbelongs to these architectural associations;
that they are all in some measure allied to the National Institute
of Architecture; and that the purpose of that organization is not.
spoliation or monopoly, but simply to advancs art itself by secur-
ing able, competent, skilled, and trained men for this profession.

Mr. GALLINGER. To promote art itself, and at the same
time increase their bank account, Isthat the object?

Mr. NEWLANDS. As to bank acconnts, I have never known
an architect within my experience who has reached large fortune.
I have always found that the great architects are much more in-
terested in the perfection of their work than they are in the
amount which they reccive. Tam sure that some of the greatest
of ourarchitects who have engaged in great worlks, involving very
large expenditure of money, have paid out in the elaboration of
their plans almost all they have received.

I had occasion the other day to go to New York—

Mr. HOAR. With the permissionof the Senator,Iwish to ask
him if he thinks that the association of architects is any more of
a trust or any different from the law or the bar associations or the
medical associations?

Mr; NEWLANDS. TIi ine not.

Mr. HOAR. Or other professional association?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course not.

Mr. HOAR. I do not suppose my friend from New Hampshire
[Mr. GALLINGER] meant to say that architects in general were
engaged in association for any unworthy purfose.

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I did not. But I think the Senator
will permit me to say, as we hear a great deal in debate in these
modern times about combinations and trusts, and a good deal of
denunciafory talk, that I do not see any difference between acom-
bination in a commerecial or a manufacturing sense and a combi-
nation of architects to hold up to their terms the men who are
constructing buildings. I use the word * trust’ advisedly, for I
think it is as much a trust as anything else that can be imagined.
That is my judgment:

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I do not care to be diverted
from the present trend of my views ‘by a discussion of the trust
gﬁlesﬁon. I assume that this association of architects resembles

e bar associations, the associations of medical men, and other
associations which are intended to advance the efficiency of cer-
tain professions. I am sure that any reasonable rule laid down
by these professions regarding the nature and com tion of

ir services ought not to be regarded as assuming aspect of
a trust or a monopoly.

I was saying that if it be the fact that all of the eminent archi-
tects of the country belong to this association, and if we fix a
com tion below that provided by their rules, we necessaril
eliminate them from the competition and submit this whole ma
ter to-men who, as a rule, are inferior.

Mr, GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, sup
that the association: next week should conclude that 10 per cent
m the right thing, ought we fo continue this system and pay

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is an unreasonable exaction and a
reasonable charge.

Mr. GALLINGER. Unguestionably,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Iprepose in a moment to get to the ques-
tion of the reasonableness of the charge.

Mr. GALLINGER. I hops the Senator will; for I am very
much afraid that as to the next public building we construct we
shall be called upon to pay 74 or 10 per cent. There is no logic
against it. All the association has got to do is to so resolve, and
we are at their mercy. x

Mr. NEWLANDS. The present rates haveexisted for years,
and there has been no protest on the part of private builders.

So far as I am concerned, with a large experience in these mat-
ters, I have to say that every architect withwhom I have had any
connection has fully earned his money, whether the enterprise in
which he was engaged was a small one or a large ore. I assume,
Mr. President, that the great corporations that are engaged in
putting up large and expensive buildings, far swrpassing in ex-
pense and in beauty most of our public buildings, and the great
men of wealth who are engaged in putting up largo and expensive
buildings in our great cities, would not be likely to submit to an
exaction, and yet they all pay these rates.

‘We have an improvement contemplated in Washington, the
construction of a great station building which has been provided
for by Congress, a structure to be put up by the Pennsylvania
Railroad and the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad companies, at a
cost exceeding $3,000,000, I believe.. What do those corporations
do? They go to one of the best architects in the country, Mr,
Burnham, of Chicago—not, perhaps, so strong in his artistic sense
as some of the other architects of the country, but uniting with
artistic sense the highest business capacity, the qualities of an
engineer, of a constructor, and of a financier.

We had aninstance of the work of that great architect in the
Chicago Exposition, which opened the eyes of the world to the
possibilities of American architecture, advanced by the very
architects belonging to this association, gradnates of the art
schools of this conntry, ﬁradn.atea of the art schoolsof Paris, men
who had spent years and largs amonnts of money in tlieir train-
ing. 1If_s is these men of whom the Senator from New Hampshire
complains.

I will'warrant that the railroad companies do not haggle with
Mr. Burnham regarding his commission. I will warrant that
they pay him the percentage provided for by the rules of theas-
sociation to which he belongs.

So it was when Boston was about to construet its public library,
one of the most beautiful buildings in the United States, con-
structed at a cost of only $1,000,000, I believe, but yet in the ex-
penditure representing more in the way of art than any other
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building in the United States. That building was constructed
by Mr. McKim, the architect of the White House, who is now
the object of eriticism. Did the city of Doston haggle with Mr.
McKim then as to the comp nsation he received? I will warrant
they paid him the 5 per cent provided for by the rules of this as-
sociation.

Some time ago I was in New York, and I went into the office of
Carrere & Hastings. noted architects of this country, standing
upon an equality with the firm of McKim, Mead & White, of New
York, the architects who laid ount the great Buffalo Exposition,
which certainly was a thing of beanty. Carrere & Hastings had
undertaken the construction of the great public library in New
York, and [ found them occapying two buildings with an army
of men engaged in the work of designing that one bailding.

I imagine thut the mere compensation which they receive counts
nothing with those men as compared with the excellence of the
work which they propose to do. [ will warrant that they will
sped every cent of their compensation. if it is necessary, in se-
curing the best talent in the way of designers, in the way of con-
structors. in the way of engineers, and in the way of artists that
may be ne: for the completion of that great work.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt
him? .

Mr. NEWLANDS. So far as wealth is concerned—I beg the
Senator’'s pardon; | yield to him.

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator says that all the competent
architects in the country are in this association; that-outside of
this association no good work can be secnred. Now, if that be
g0, the architect who made the plans for the addition to the St.
Elizabeth's Asylum belongs to this association. and yet he has re-
ceived 8 per centon the amount appropriated by Congress—8§48,000
or $44.000, [ have forgotien which—on an expenditure of a little
over $300.000,

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will eay that the charge of architects—

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Nevada—

Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will permit me, I will say
that under the rules of the association the charge of architects
for alterations and improvements of an existing building is 10

T cent.
pehlr. (FALLINGER. But these were new buildings.

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is much harder to change a building
already existing than to plan one anew.

Mr. GALLINGER. [ will say to the Senator that these were
pew buildings of very common character—common brick build-
ings—and yet we have paid the architect for those buildings—and
if the Senator will cross the river he will see them as he goes
over—8 per cent. I think, and there is still a bill pending. We
should hmit in some way the compensation of these gentlemen,
accomplished as they are. [ quite agree with the Senator in his
tribute to them. They believe in high art, and give us a little too
much of it. That is the trouble with many of our buildings; they
are tno elegant for public nse, in my judgment. But, if the Sen-
ator will go over to St. Elizabeth’s Asylum he will see a very com-
mon set of brick buildings that these distmgnished architects are
responsible for, so far as the plans are concerned, and we paid
ont 8 per cent for them. Does t::e Senator want this bill left open
s0 that when we have expended $50¢),000. these gentlemen will get,
$10.000 of that sum, and a like proportion on any additional sum

nded? Does he not think we onght to limit it in some way?

.NEWLANDS. [willsay totheSenator that I know nothing

of the improvement to which he refers. Ihave notseen the build-

" ing, and so [ am unable to form a judgment. I certainly do not

want to see inferior work, and I do not want to see extravagant
compensation for if.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under the bill the responsibility of con-
tracting with the architects will rest o three Cabinet officers—
the Secretary of State, the Atwmey-&ll;eml. and the Secreta
of Commerce and Labor; and I ask the Senator if we may not
repose confidence in that commission? Is there anyone here who
has any suspicion whatever that those three Cabinet officers, con-
stituting the commission of construction, will be derelict in per-
forming their duty?

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I will an-
swer that by saying that I do not think they will pay any atten-
tion to it at all. That is my judgment.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I assume, Mr. President, that there must
be some executive body to attend to this thing. I believe the mat-
ter of an agreement for the compensation for the architect’s fees
is an executive matter; and, whilst I recognize the right of Con-

to limit the compensation which can be paid, I only oppose
that kind of a limitation which, in my judgment, will prevent ef-
ficient service and prevent the securing of the proper talent for
this work. I take it for granted that the gentlemen to whom the
Senator from Indiana [Mr. Faireanks] has referred—able, as

ableasany of us are; economical. as economical asany of us are—
will guard the interests of the Govermm-nt in the discharge of
their executive work just as well as we can; and [ think they will
be in a much better position to adjust this matter properly than
we are, for they will have the means of judgment and they can
secure the information that is necessary for them to arrive at a
proper judgment.

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Harg] has referred to the archi-
tectural history of this city in aid of his contention that it is un-
necessary to go to trained architects for work.and he has referred
to the Treasury Department. to the Patent Office. and to the Post-
Office, I believe. as specimens of good architecture.

Mr. GALLINGER. Not the Post-Office,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Not the Post-Office?

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope not.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I mean the old Post-Office building, which
is recognized as a very pure spe-imen of Grecian architecture.

Mr. GALLINGER, The Senator from Maine referred. at my
suggestion, to the old Smithsonian building, which, in my judg-
ment, is the finest specimen of architecture in Washington.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know the history of the Smith-
sonian building, but I feel sure that if yon will inguire into the
history of the construction of that building you will find that one
of the best architects of the time was secured in its construction.
Its very proportions indicate that a trained, experienced, and ar-
tistic architect accomplished that work.

So far as this Capitol is coucerned. it was intrusted to the best
architects of the time. Doctor Thornton, [ believe. one of the
great architects of this region, made the orivinal design. His
work was followed np by Mr. Walter, one of the great architects
of the time: probably the greatest architect of the time. That
work was not done under the supervision of the Supervising
Architect of the Treasury.

I am not familiar with the history of the Treasury building or
with the history of the old Post-Office building or the Patent Of-
fice, but I am sure that the best architects must have been con-
nected with these great works.

In the early history of the Republic the architecture of this
country was very much better than it has been in later years.
Why? Because our architects were under the influence of the
traditions of the Enropean architects. They followrd the Euro-
pean architecture. The colonial style of architecture, which is
so much admired to-day, was simply a repetition of the conti-
nental architecture of that time. some of the colonial baildings
being designed by great architects and some of them simply copied
after existing plans, and almost all of them excellent. As to
public architecture, youn have only to read .Jefferson’s letiers to
m‘dhﬁgw solicitous he was that we should follow the best classic
models. y i

But in the middle of the last century we fell upon a most un-
fortunate era in which. disregarding all the traditions of this art
und of this profession, trusting ourselves to carpenters and builders
and stone masons, we erected all over this country the most amaz-
ing structures of hideousness. [t has only been since the Chicago
Exposition that there has been a revival of architeciure in this
conn That revival was dune to the enthusiastic and public-
spirited acts of the men belonging to this institute of architects
which is so much criticised here to-day.

You will find that during the middle of the century and up
until recent years almost all the bunildings of Washington of a
public character were inferior in their architectural effect. The
Pension building—a monstrosity—the new Post-uffice, designed .
in the office of the Supervising Architect. which we all admit
is inferior. and the State, War, and Navy bailding, also designed
in the office of the Supervising Architect, which, while perhaps
not 80 bad, certainly will not compare with the Cap tol or with the
Patent Office or with the or the White House in artistic
effect, though it involved a very large expenditure of money.

It does seem tome that we are fortunate to have so large, able,
publie spirited. and capable a body of men banded together in
this association, not for the purpose of spoliating the public, not
for the parpose of monopoly, but simply for the purpose of guard-
in%]t.he profession itself in the interest of art. and protecting the
publie itself from spoliation by men who otherwise wonld charge
what they choose.

Recollect that the association limits the man of génius and tal-
ent as well as the inferior man, and that the compensution is the
same, the only difference between them being that the man of
recognized talent gets the great work. No man of talent can
continue to secure snch work unless he does the work well, unless
he T(}!nes good service. =

ese great corporations, like the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad,
like the Pennsylvania Railroad, like the great insurance corpora-
tions of New York, and these great banking companies. which
are ing up these monumental struetures throughout the
United States—companies composed of men of business who meas-
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ure every cent—certainly would not yield to this association of
architects if they were a band of robbers simply gotten together
for spoliation and robbery. It seems to me a word ought to be
said in behalf of these men who are doing more in this country to
make it beautiful and attractive than any other body of men in
the country and who, in my judgment, are doing a higher public
service to the country than any other association of men.

Now, criticism is passed upon the work in the White House. We
limited the appropriation. They had to get along with $500,000, I
believe, for the entire work, and the question was whether they
should put on additions to that building which would entirely
subordinate the old building and destroy its individuality in the
beauty and the grandeur of the new, or whether they should
maintain the simple individuality of that historic building; and
we owse a debt of gratitude to Mr. McKim, if for nothing else,
that he decided to hold to the individualized White Houge as it
existed for a hundred years, not changing it or altering it at all,
but completing it according to the original plans.

Mr. ALLISON. The law required him to do it.
Mr. NEWLANDS. Verywell. The law probably required him
to do it, but it was at the suggestion, I have no doubt, of Mr.

McKim. Mr. McKim, I understand, was in communication with
the White House.

Mr. BACON. I may be mistaken, but is not the contrary true,
that Congress had reason to apprehend that there were going to be
some undesirable changes, and Congress put this limitation on him
to prevent him? Am I not correct, I will ask the Senator from
Iowa?

Mr. ALLISON,
member very well that the law

I do not remember the circumstances. I re-

uired him not to change the
exterior appearance of that buil or to #d to it or take
from it.

Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator this: Was not that law
passed after it was shown that the changes were about to be
undertaken?

Mr. ALLISON. The law was passed because there was a con-
sensus of opinion that no one should interfere with the appear-
ance of that old building.

Mr. BACON. And Congress had reason to believe that there
was about to be such interference?

Mr. ALLISON. There may have been people who had that
fear; I do not know.

Mr. BACON. Andthere wasfoundation for that apprehension.

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator from Georgia
that in fact a plan had been made and exhibited in the White
House showing the proposed changes.

Mr. BACON. It did change the exterior?

Mr. GALLINGER. Very materially.

Mr. BACON. Very materially changing the exterior, and at
that time some of our leading Senators, as I recollect, who are
very much to be thanked for the service performed, saw the ne-
cessity for such legislation and initiated it and carried it through.
I think the thanks of the country are due to them for the protec-
tion of the White House against those changes.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should like toask the Senator from Geor-
gia whether Mr, McKim was not in consultation with somebody
regarding that building before the Senate took this action?

Mr. BACON. I think so, undoubtedly. That is exactly what
I have allusion to. Of course I have no definite knowledge other
than that which is generally ghared by Senators and Representa-
tives—

- Mr. NEWLANDS. T will ask the Senator from Iowa whether
it is not true that Mr. McKim was in consultation either with the
President or some one else in regard to that structure before the
appropriation was made? :
r. ALLISON. I have no doubt he was in such consultation.
Of course there were many plans and suggestions as respects
what shonld bedone with that building, and Mr. McKim, among
others, was consulted on the subject. The superintendent of
public buildings and grounds at that time also had some decided
views on the subject, but those views were all laid aside, if I
may use that , by the committees having charge of the
matter, and the request was made that an estimate be provided
whichwould declare that the building should not be disturbed or
the harmony of it or its general appearance changed, and that it
shonld not be added to or taken from.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether
%a}.{ _cm?mlusion was not in accordance with the views of Mr,

cKim|

Mr. ALLISON. I donot know as to that. Mr. McKim did
not appear before the Committee on Appropriations, which dealt
with this subject, although they had his estimates before them.
But there was sufficient reason, so far as concerns the committee
and the Senate, to induce the committee to restrict these chmﬁ
in s‘:::él,n way that the exterior of the building should not be di
tur

Mr. NEWLANDS: I think the committee acted very wisely,
All T contend is that I have always understood that Mr. McKim
was brought into consultation regarding that building before the
appropriation was made, and that the general views of the commit-
tee coincided with the views of Mr. McKim, or, if you wish to put
it the other way, that the views of Mr, McKim coincided with
the views of the committee.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Maine?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certamh?

Mr. HALE. Icanadd a little something to the testimony of
the Senator from Iowa with reference to this matter, not in any
way contradicting it.

When the matter finally came up, as these things do, on the
question of the money, the appropriation to pay the bills, a subcom-
mittee waited npon the President. I will say to the Senator that
instead of in any way assenting to his %eneml proposition, that
not only a distinctive suggestion, but I may say an adjuration
was imposed nupon the President that this man McKim should not
be allowed in any way to interfere with the architectural beauty
of the White House; and the only man from whom any danger
was contemplated as likely to arise was this same architect.

I am free to say that I believe had not the committee jealonsly

arded that building and kept it in a way intact, preserved its

e, beautiful features, it wounld have been stripped, dismantled,
ransacked, changed, and perverted and Elractically destroyed if
we had let it go into the hands of the architect,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do you base that upon any statement of
Mr. McKim's?

Mr, HALE. Knowing what was generally in view, knowing
that his scheme was to carry the Executive office over to a new
building on Jackson nguare, we were very careful in every way
to exclude the idea. e knewenough. Ididnotwantany state-
ment from Mr, McKim that he knew more about that building
and what ought to be done than I did. No member of the com-

mittee wanted it. We did not go near him,
Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me est to the Senator from Maine
that if he had no statement from Mr. McKim it is hardly fair for

him to state that he has no doubt that Mr. McKim would have
dismantled that building and changed its whole structure,

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt whatever of it.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. It is hardly fair, it seems to
me, unless the Senator had some information from Mr, McKim
to that effect, so to charge.

Mr. President. I am very glad to be corrected regarding the
history of the White House construction. If the retention of
that building in all its old simplicity is entirely due to the com-
mittee, great credit is due them. If any part of it is due to the
President, credit is due him. If any part of it is due to Mr.
McKim, credit is due him; but I do say that an appropriation of
$500,000 was made, and with that appropriation it would have
been possible for an architect to have departed very considerably
from the present individualized appearance of the White House.

Mr. HALE. Notunder the injunctions that we laid down, and
we never should have appropriated nnless we had had the assur-
ance that none of those changes would be made.

Mr. NEWLANDS. It would have been very easy, had an infe-
rior architect been selected, to have put up the Executive build-
ing right adjoining the White House, and in such a way as to in-
terfere with its architectural completeness, and yet the architect
would have done it under the appropriation. No particular place
was designated where a pariicular strncture or improvement was
to be made. You gave general instructions, it is trune—

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think it wonld have
looked better if it had been put in the rear of the White House
instead of where it is?

Mr,. NEWLANDS. So far as that building is concerned, I was
goin%{]o saﬁthat all lines pointed out by the original architect of
the White House were pursued. The original plans were looked
up. Those original plans provided for the arcade upon each side
which has been the subject of criticism. They were in the origi-
nal plans of the White House, and in providing for them Mr,
Mc]?im only carried out the original design.

It was essential that there should be Executive offices. The
‘White House was crowded and was almost deprived of its charac-
ter as a home by reason of the Executive offices. They had to be
placed somewhere, and where it would be convenient. Now, ar-
chitecturally that structure, I say, was located at the right place.
I do not say that simply from my own judgment, but the judg-
ment of the best architects of the country—I state that the ar-
chitects of the country have come to the protection of Mr. McKim
against the assaults which have been made nupon him.

He ifs)ct'-hs president otfh‘talzethalnstitute o{érc étects of ttljxﬁ colu.n-

. su t at of men would select
Krnymfmcmg?ethm chief e His is the man who de-
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signed the public library in Boston, where they have greater taste
for art than in any other city in the United States, and he has
.done the very best work in theconntry. He is so generally recog-
nized, not only in this country, but throughount the world, that he
received some decoration at the hands of the King of England
only a short time ago. This decoration was regarded as a proper
tribute to the character and the artistic quality of the man by
architects all over the world.

Now, then, as you view the White Hounse from Jackson Square,
m{g as proportion is concerned, there is nothing to find fanlt

wi

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether
that decoration was conf before or after the construction of
the Executive office? Was a photograph of it submitted to His
Majesty before the decoration was conferred?

Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not know about that.

Now, so far as the material is concerned, it is the only thi
you can guestion about the Executive office. If he had put a hig
structure there, it would have subordinated the White House, It
bhad to be a low structure, almost unobservable. So far as the
color is concerned, it is just as is the White House. So far as
proportions are coucemea. it ig perfect in its proportions.
ow, you can criticise the material because it is made of brick,
painted white. I have no doubt the architect would have used
marble if you had given him the money to do it, but he was lim-
ited by the appropriation, and he had to put it up. It is regarded
simply as a tem structure, costing, I think, only fifteen or
twenty thonsand dollars.

Mr. BACON. BSixty thonsand dollars,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Perhaps $60,000; I do not know.

Mr. BACON. The Senator’s sn tion as to the cost, I sn

. i8 controlled largely by the view, from looking at the build-
E?he would take as to what would be the proper cost. But that
is only one-fourth the cost.

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should think :ni{sel!—

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. FORAKER. I understood him to say just now that that
structure cost not to exceed fifteen or twenty thousand dollars,

Mr. NEWLANDS. That was my impression.

Mr. FORAKER. I hope thatis trne. I have heard it stated,
however, and tedly, that it cost $65,000.

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, it may be so.

Mr. FORAKER. Senators sitting about me say that it is cor-
rect. . :

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then, it seems to me, it cost too much.

Mr. FORAKER. Yes: that is the popular impression.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Bautso far as the design itself is concerned,
its proportions, its relation to the White Honse itself, I insist
upon it that it could not have been more perfect, and that the
only thing to be complained of, regardless of the %t‘:)astion of cost,
is as to the material of which it is composed. ubtless many
would have been better pleased had a striking structure been
placed there, but its very merit is its simplicity and unobtrusive-

ness.

Senators have spoken of a Eian that was on exhibition there,
the plan that was gotten up by the army engineer in charge of
public buildings. That elaborate design, involving an extensive
wing upon each side, as did the design that was presented to Con-
gress at one time by the wife of President Harrison, involved a
very large expenditure of money and involved almost a destruc-
tion of the individuality of the ite House itself.

Now, here is a sample of a design cheaply secured. The army
engineer in charge of the public buildings had in his employ at
that time a designer, not an independent architect, nota man who
could go out in the world and wrestle with others and secure
work, but a man who, having had an architectural training,
lacked the pecnliar qualities which wounld have given him success
in his pmfeasion.anmerefom counld be secured for a very small
salary: and he made that great design which would have cost a
very large sum. Suppose you had accepted it. Youn would have
saved in the architects’ fees and you would have lost in the great
expenditure for the building. That is what I say is the advan-
tage to be secured by getting these men of training and experi-
ence, You not only get art, yon not only get efficiency, you not
only get perfect construction, but you also get the most econom-
ical construetion.

Senators have referred to the S ising Architect’s Office.
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLINGER] referred to
it as if that office were almost condncted without cost, and he
hopes the time will come when the construction of these buildings
will be turned into the Supervising Architect’s Office. The pres-
ent Supervising Architectis one of the very best men who hasever
occupied that position, but I assume he would not accept a po-
gition yielding only $5,000 a yearif he could contend in the world

with such men as Carrere & Hastings or McKim, Meade & Whits,
I suppose he will not assume that he stands in the same grade
with them. He runs this office, and he has an expenditure in this

office—

Mr. GALLINGER. Iinterruptthe Senator to say, if that be
so, why should not the Government get in that office this high
talent for which the Senator is contending?
mlﬁir. NEWLANDS. Very well. Pay a man $50,000 and you

ill get it.

Mr. GALLINGER. Why should we keep an inferior man
there who is really in charge of our public buildings?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Pay a man $50,000 and youn will get him.

As to the cost of that office, I do not know what the annnal
expenditure for public buildings is. I have had no opportunity
to prepare myself on this subject, I cameinto this Chamber only
a few moments ago and found this matter under discussion. It
is & new question to me. but I imagine that the total expenditures
of this country for public buildings does not exceed $5,000,000.
Am [ right, may I ask the Senator from Iowa?

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation for the Supervising Archi-
tect’s Office is a very small sum relatively; but the custom of the
Supervising Architect’s Office is to retain 5 per cent of ev
appropriation for supervision, plans, etc., and therefore I sho%
say that the annual expenditure would be more than 5 per cent
upon the amount expended annually.

Mr. NEWLANDS. So it seems that now the Government is
paying 5 per cent for the work that is done in the Supervi-ing
Architect’'s Office. From every appropriation that is made for a
public building, costing, say, a million dollars, $50,000, 5 per cent,
1s set aside by the Supervising Architect for the expenses of the
plans and supervision. How can you object to 5 per cent being
paid to men of talent outside?

Mr. HALE. That is done for emergencies, general supervision,

anitors, and this fee that the architect gets is besides that. Itis
in addition to it. That is the whole point of the matter. There
is not a dollar of this sum saved by employing an architect., It
is a wise thing in a large building to reserve something for emer-
gencies,-things that come up which are unanticipated, and that
is always done. DBut the architect’s fee is aside and independent
of that entirely, and it does not cut off a cent from the building—
not one cent—if you employ an architect.

Mr. NEW . AsI understand, the architect’s fees coyer
not only the plans, but the supervision. %

Mr. HALE. Only what they call the ** architectural ”” work,

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes; construction.

Mr. HALE. After a building is started the architect does not
go near it more than once in several weeks.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Well, he would—

Mr. HALE. Well, he does not. But we do have a saperin-
tendent of buildings, and if it is a large building he has his snb-
ordinates, he has janitors, he has everybody else, and the 5 per
cent is reserved to cover all that. But the architect has nothing
to do with that.

As I said, hedoes not appear, he does not show himself near the
building after he has put his plan in and got his fees started; at

east not often.

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Senator from Maine has had an en-
tirely different experience among architects than I have. _

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in the Tars-
ney Act it is specifically provided that the Supervising Architect
of the Treasury Department shall snpanntendpe these buildings.

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—

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

Mr, NEWLANDS. Certainly.

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to state what my information is
as to the practice of architects in superintending the construction
of a structure.

He enters into a contract with his employer that he will not
only prepare the plans and designs and prepare the specifications,
but that he will superintend the work. Now, it is true that a
great architect does not ¥y go every day and walk over
the beams and climb onto the different stories to look at the work,
but he keeps his superintendents there to do it, men who are in
his employment, men who are paid by him, and they do the work
and they are skilled men in their work. If a contract is made
with one of these big architects, those men take the place of the
very force which it has been stated here the Government keeps
in its architectural office.

Mr. HALE. That is not experience, nor is it my experience in
the erection of private structnures. [ have had to build. from the
desires and the necessities and the ravages of fire within the last
fifteen years, three pretty good sized houses. I paid the architect
for the plans,and just paid him his percentage, a big price, but I
had a contractor to manage the whole thing and I had to pay him.
The architect never in any way reduced by one dollar the ex-
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penses that I was at with reference to the supervision of the
structure. It was all extra. And I say that the architect who
furnishes plans for Government buildings is all additional, It
does not take the place of anything. Five per cent is reserved by
the Government, as it always was before.

Mr. DRYDEN. My rience has been directly contrary to
that of the Senator from Maine. I know it is cus when
large structures are to be erected to stipulate such a condition in
the contract with the architect, that he shall furnish these men
to examine the work as it goes on and certify to its correctness,
and if the work is found to be improper it is rejected, and rejected
on the certificate of these men whom the architect keeps there
to act for him. If the Government was to enter into a contract
with any of these big architects who construct these enormous
buildings, it can make such a condition in the contract, and the
architect will agree to it.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada
yield to the Senator from Indiana?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. .

Mr. FATRBANKS. I wish to say what the Senator from New
Jersey would be too modest to say, that there is nowhere, neither
in the Senate nor anywhere else, a person more capable of speak-
ing upon this subject than the honorable Senator from New Jer-
sey. One of the most splendid office buildings in the United
States—yes, one of the finest in the world—has been constructed by
him, and while I have no certain knowledge upon the subject, I
am very well satisfied to follow the better opinion of the Senator

from New Jersey.

Mr. NEWLAﬁDS. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to
inguire whether or not he paid the architect to whom he referred
] cent commission?

E. HALE. Two and a half per cent.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Then you paid two and a half per cent
simply for the plans which did not involve supervision.

Mr. HALE. I wa;sagonnger then than I am now, and greener.

" I paid him what he asked.
. NEWLANDS. Twoand a half per cent for all thgse struc-
tures that you referred to? You spoke of having put up three.

Mr. E. I paid all expenses, all incidental expenses. I
found no fault with him. He was a very competent, bright archi-
tect, one of the very best, but he did not manage the construction
of the building,.

Mr. NEWLANDS. What is that?

Mr. HALE. He did not manage the construction of the build-
ing. He turned over his plans to the builder. The builder em-

loyed his joiners, his carpenters, his day laborers, and built the
ilding, and when he had a bill to (fresent he presented it to me
and I paid it. But the architect did not manage it, and there is
no necessity in these cases, with this bureau that we have there,
for the architect charging for the management of the building.

Mr. NEWLANDS. If is very clear to me that the Senator
must have made an arrangement such as is often made covering
simply the plans and involving no supervision whatever as to
details and no responsibility whatever as to construction.

Now, the architect’s duties are defined in the annual report of
the Supervising Architect, in which he speaks of the Tarsney Act:

The law that authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt this method
of procuring desi known as the ** Tarsney Act,” provides that in carry-
ing it into eiect he snccessful architect is to have ?ocal superyision of the
construction, the function of the office of the SBupervising Architect being of
an advisory or a su ry nature.

So that the architect is to have the local snpervision of the con-
struction. He is to have supervision of the contract, and if the
contractor puts in inferior material he orders it to be taken out;
and my experience is that a very valnable part of the architect’s
work is that which comes under this head.

Mr, GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, at that point—

Mr. NEWLANDS. Let me keep the floor just one moment
longer and I will yield. .

r. GALLINGER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to
something on that very point. He has the report of the Super-
vising Architect on that t, from which he reads?

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. >

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Supervising Architect had turned
to the statute enacted in 1893 he would have found this provision,
which relates directly to his office:

That the general
gutiet e e of e kel e et 0
tect to be the r«apresentat.he of the Government inall mattersconn: with
the erection and completion of such buﬂ@ﬁ the receipt of proposals, the
award of the contracts therefor, and the disbursements of moneys thereun-
der, and perform all the duties that now pertain to his office, except the
preparation of drawings and specifieations for such buildings.

It seems to me that so far as the supervision is concerned, un-
der this statute, which provides for competition between outside

architects, the Su ising Architect is specifically charged with
the supervision 03 the construction. o

. NEWLANDS, The Supervising Architect does not sayso
in his report.

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, he forgot o quote the langnage.

Mr. NEWLANDS. He says ‘‘the architect is to have local
supervision of the construction, the function of the office of the
Supervising Architect being of an advisory or supervisory na-
tare.” It is true that the Supervising Architect represents the
Government, just as my agent would act for me if I were putting
up a building. I would have a certain degree of control over the
architect, but that would not involve my assumption of his duty
in the supervision of the construction itself.

Now, Mr. President, I was just getting to one point. I sent to
the room of the Committee on Appropriations a few moments ago
to inquire what amount was allowed the Supervising Architect’s
Office for the sugrvision of the construction of the various pub-
lic buildings of this country. I find that while the specific allow-
ance to that Office is only $5,220, yet there is authorized to be paid
from public-building appropriations $300,000, making a total of
$305,000, which is 5 per cent on——

Mr. ALLISON. Six million dollars,

Mr. NEWLANDS. It is 5 per cent on $6,000,000, and I assume
that the annual expenditures of the Government for public build-
ings in this counfry does not exceed that amount. So it scems
that evenwhen we assign this work of making plans to the Super-
vising Architect, the plans and su ision ofp the Government
buildings involve an expenditure of 5 cent.

It is true that you can pay an architect, if you choose, simply
for his plans, and you can get them for a less sum than 5 per cent;
but it seems to me that no greater mistake conld be conceived than
to get a great design for a great building from a great architect,
and then when the time for construction comes absolutely ab-
solve him from all responsibility regarding it. I should call that
in the highest degree unbusinesslike, involving possibly great de-
fects in construction, great defects in design, and great defects in
the artistic Rerfection of the building.

Mr. QUARLES, Mr, President, I have not sufficient artistic
taste nor yet the experience to throw any light on the question
which has engaged the attention of the Senate now for a consider-
able time. To one claiming to know something on that subject, -
it would seem entirely safe if we fixed a maximum compensation—
say, b per cent—and left it to a committee of three members of
the Cabinet, as is proposed in this bill. But upon the major prop-
osition, as to whether this measure should pass, I have very de-
cided convictions.

Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will permit me just on that point,
I will ask him a question. Does he know how much we are pay-
ing at this time for rental of offices for Government officials? L
it not true that we are paying about $315,000 or $320,000 a year,
and that is equal to 2 per cent on $15,000,000?

Mr. QUARLES. Three hundred and sixteen thonsand dollars,
I am advised, the Government is paying annually in this city for
the rental of additional facilities for its departmental force. I
shall come to that presently.

Mr. President, I should not have asked the attention of the
Senate at all on this question had it not been for a suggestion
made by my distinguished friend from Maine [Mr. Harz]. Heis
always deliberate, always persuasive, and generally wise; but he
dropped one remark which challenged my attention and to which
I wish to direct the attention of the Senate for a moment.

His suggestion was that, before passing a bill of this magni-
tnde, there ought to be a preliminary commission organized,
whose function it should be to investigate and report to Congress
ab the next session the probable cost of the several proposed sites,
Now, that delay means death to this measure; and when my dis-
tingnished friend urges delay and deliberation, I beg to remind
him that this bill involves no sudden im e or spasm; that it is
the result of five years of deliberate reflection and investigation
on the part of the committee of this body to whom is intrusted
this subject-matter.

When I came to the Senate five years ago I was assigned to
this committee, and I believe I have attended every meeting of
the committee from that time until now. One of the very %.rst

ropositions made to that committee after I had the honor of join-
ing it was the imperative necessity of another large departmental
building, such as is contemplated by this bill, and that commit-
tee then undertook that task. You may have noticed, if you have
read the report of the committee, that it was in 1899 that, respond-
ing to the universal conviction that another great building was
necessary, the Attorney-General was authorized to expend a mil-
lion dollarson one of the sgx:res named in this bill for a judici
building. You know the history of that proposition. It failed.

The (gommttee on Public Buildings amdp Grounds in the Senate
have considered no end of propositions with a view of relieving
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this great demand on the part of the ments, but it has
‘been necessary to adopt scme scheme which was considered wise
by the corresponding.committee in another place. We had also
to consult the convenience and wishes and preferences of the sev-
eral Departments; and this bill, notwithstanding that continued
investigation on the Egt of the committee, is the very first tangi-
ble proposition that ever found its way into this body.

- Now, referring again to the suggestion of my distingunished
friend from Maine that we should ascertain the cost of these
several sites as a matter of precaution, I want to say that the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds has repeatedly en-
deavored to ascertain the cost of all the sites that are named in
this bill; and we went far enough to determine in our minds one
great fact—that is, that the owners of these several pieces of
property put such an excessive valuation npon them that it is

utterly impossible to hope for an agreement with them as to the

price of their property, and that condemnation must necessarily
be resorted to in each and every case.

So, if my distingunished friend were to carr{ his proposition
through and defeat the consideration of this bill, his commission
would only learn that which our committee has had enforced
upon us time and time again, that it is utterly idle to make the
attempt to buy this property. You have got to condemn it, and
we shall simply lose time if we undertake to pursue the other

, course, :
Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me. I do not quite see
why he says that if this particular proposition is not carried
through now it is the death of this enterprise. Granted that we
need accommodations for these three Departments, certainly there
ig§ no harm coming to the public service, aside from the fact of
the payment of some rent, that will conflict with the public busi-
ness. The scrutiny, investigation, and report as to what property
can be bought for aids Congress in deciding whether it will take
it. Six months go very quickly, and it is not any such investiga-
tion as the committee has been able to make that is contemplated.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

“Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator may have overlooked the fact

that the measure was before a former Congress. The Senator
opposed its consideration then. If he had*been eager to have ex-
pedited the measure, his suggestions made now might have been
made then. : ‘
- Mr. HALE. I wish it had occurred to me then. I did oppose
it because it was then a worse scheme than it is now. If it had
occurred to me, I certainly would have made the proposition I
have in my mind now. I do not say that it is my proposition,
because other Senators have that in view. But I was going on
to say—I do not want to take the Senator off his feet, but we have
a way of talking back and forth—— :

Mr, QUARLES. That is all right.

" Mr. HALE. I do not condemn such investigation as the com-
mittee has been able to make. If I frame the amendment provid-
ing for an examination into that triangle south of the avenue, the
place where, evidently, most Senators, so far as we can judge from
what they have said, believe Government buildings ought to be
erected, we shall get a thorough investigation; we shall get a
commission that will take it in hand; we will see and hear every
man who has property south of the Avenue, and we will get his
proposition. :

‘When Senators or the commission come to deal with the tracts
south of the Avenue they will not find such a condition as we have
on the lot that it is proposed to take on the opposite side of Jackson
Square. There almost everybody objects to selling and does not
want to sell. They want to stay where they are. It is a residen-
tial part. South of the Avenue everybody wants to sell out, and
when they are confronted with the fact that they have got to
make reasonable offers the Senator’s committee will find when we
come together at the next session of this Congress that they will
b2 able to mark out a plan and will be able to say what not only
one square will cost, but what the whole of that triangle will cost,
and when we get that, Mr. President, it will be a good invest-
ment; we can Xut every public building that we build for thirty
years on it, and all these questions will be saved.

Now, there is some rent saved, but the amount that is paid for
rent in Washington not only applies to these three Departments;
it applies to all the Departments. It is $350,000 in all. There is
only a portion of that—not the largest portion—that comes under
these Departments. That is the entire amount, and for these
three Departments itis not so large as le state.

The Senator from Indiana, if he got his bill through—which I
suppose he will not—would not consent that a proviso should be
put in it that no contract shall be made until contracts for the
entire building shall be made, not exceeding $5,000,000. This
building can not be constructed for that amount. It can not be
built for $10,000,000, Mr. President. Nobody supposesthat it can.

XXXVIII—160

The amount saved in rent on these three Departments, suppose
it 1s half of $350,000,is only $175,000, and that is a very small per
cent on what the cost of this building will be. .

But I only rose to.call the attention of the Senator to the fact:
that by proceeding carefully, by providing for what we ought to
do, and what I ought to have had the foresight two years ago to
EIHOFOse—Which I did not—this scheme will not be destroyed; it

ill be all the better. and we will get good buildings south of the
Avenue and help make that a noble avenue. We will have the-
park brought up on the southern side and every public building
will have two fine fronts, one on the park south and one on the
Avenue north. - It will not be in the way of residences; it will not
be in anybody’s way. - It will not chill the whole square round-
about, as a great building does when built in a residential part.
It will be by itself, where it ought to be, and it will be a great,
noble, nd feature. . :

- Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, as far as the last suggestion
made by my distingunished friend is concerned, I beg to inform
him that this committee has gone down along the south side of
Pennsylvania avenue. It has negotiated with owners of property
there. and it has in its committee room to-day the very figures
which the learned Senator would wait a year or two to obtain
through the medium of a commission. : The resnlt was, as I said
a moment since, that the figures are simply excessive in every
case, and we have got to condemn this property.

Now, I do not nnderstand why my distingunished friend, not-
withstanding the amendment that has been made to the bill, still
lingers around square 167 as though there were some fatal fascina-
tion about that square. The commission certainly have been
anthorized to go down on the south side of Pennsylvania avenne
and gef that property. if they can, and if it has all the advantages
so graphically described by the Senator from Maine, why should
they not do so?

My distinguished friend asks me fo tell the Senate why his propo-
sition of delay means the death of this bill, and I am glad to state
it in a few words. It throws this measure over into the short
session, which will be so congested with other measures that con-
sideration of this great measure would be absolutely hopeless.
‘We have no river and harbor bill in the long session; we have no
g:u?eral ublic-building bill; we are considering no general legis-

tion of any kind; everything is being thrown over into the short
session; and does any Senator here think that, with all the press-
ing needs of all those great bills, this bill is going to receive con-
sideration in that short session? ’

Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator expect—because there will
be none at this session—that there will be a public-building bill
at the next session?

Mr. QUARLES. I say there may be.

Mr. HALE. Do we not all understand about that? Is it not
the understanding, I will say, in another body that whilst it is
not desirable this year to have a public-building bill there will be
one next year? The truth is, Mr. President, the Senator is wro
about that. These public-building matters go more easily, an
have done so heretofore, in a short session than at any other, after
the elections are over and after everything is out of the way.
When we come in at a long session it is always said we must not
have a public-building bill, we must not have a river and harbor
bill, but when we get into the short session we always have it.
There will be a public-building bill next year. There will be a
much better chance of passing it then than there will be this
year. .

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I do not think this measure
would find its way into that bill. There are so many other meas-
ures to which Members and Senators are wedded in their own lo-
calities that my proposition is that this great measure would be
driven out, as it has been for five years. For five years the neces-
sity of this building hasbeen just as apparent asit isto-day. You
haye had two public-building bills, but this bill conld not get in;
neither will it get into the next public-building bill,

u M;-. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-
ons

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly.

_Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senator whether if this ses-
sion should be prolonged to a date to which the long session
usually reaches, would it not furnish the opportunity for secur-
ing the information which the Senator from Maine suggests as
being Important, and still leave time enough in which to pass
this bill? 8o if it is of such crying importance, of such great
magnitude, would it not, in the opinion of the Senator, be better
that we should give it that direction rather than adjourn and
leave it without any action whatever?

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I am in favor of the passage
of this bill now.

Mr. BACON. Tunderstand. I was simply asking a question
of the Senator which might suggest a way in which the difficulty
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which he presented might be obviated and the passage of the bill
still secured during the present session of Cungress.

Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr. President; I conceive that the infor-
mation npon which my distingunished friend from Maine lays such
great importance is of no avail. As I said, we have that infor-
mation now, unless the fignres have been destroyed. The com-
mittee has had them and has considered them.

Mr, HALE. Certainly, there is not in this report the slightest
particle of information either way about that.

Mr. QUARLES. Of course not.

Mr. HALE. It is singular that with evidently so many Sena-
tors believing offhsnd that this building ought to be erected on
the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, the committee does not
give us a particle of information upon that point. I donot blame
the committee. I do not suppose they have any exhaustive in-
formation such as a commission can get. A ecommission can get
complete information and furnish it to the Senate, but the com-
mittee can not do that. They have other things to attend to and
1 (13 not find fault with them. It is impossible for tize committce
to do it

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, my learned friend underesti-
mates the industry of the chairman of the committee. The chair-
man of the committee has undertaken that labor himself on three
several occasions. He has consulted the ownersof this property,
he hasobtained their lowest prices, and has submitted those prices
to the committee, and the committee in each instance has deter-
mined that the prices were excessive and that the property would
have to be condemned.

Mr. HALE. 1 suppose there are 500 owners south of the Ave-

nue. The chairman counld not have seen them all.
- Mr. QUARLES. Ido not mean that we went all down that
line. e did not go down below the power-house site. But we
tcok every piece of property west of the power-house site, clear
up 0 and including the Regent Hotel, and each and every other
piece of property—

My, HALE. That is onlya block; that is only a small portion.

Mr. QUARLES. Itis more than a block, because it included
the power-house site.

Mr. GALLINGER. But, if the Senator will excuse me, the
power-house site is already purchased for the municipal building,
and they are commencing the eonstruction of the building now.

- Mr. QUARLES. I am well awars of that fact.

Now, Mr. President, just a wo: = as to the immediate necessity
of this building. I will say the immediate initiation of the build-
ing. No Senator can read the report this committee has made, I
think, without coming to the conclusion that it is the duty of
the Senate to pass this bill at once.

When we say that the facilities which are given to the State
Department, for instar: -2, are inadequate we are not half stating
the proposition. They sre simply shabby. Our great Secretary
of State has only one oifice. He has no refiring room. If two
diplomats eall at the same time on different matters of business,
one has to wait. If a Senator happens to call he has to wait in
the open corridor. I ask Senators to read this report from the
several Departments that are to be housed in the new building
and see how absolutely imperative it is that the building should
be commenced at once.

When we consider that five years will undoubtedly be necessary
to complete this building, it requires no great strain of imagina-
tion to see what the condition of affairs will be in the city of
Washington with reference to our great Departments before the
time comes when we can possibly finish this building. It is a
ghame and a disgrace that a great Government like this should
leave these great Departments in the condition in which we find
them in the city of Washington at this time. ! ;

I ask, without protracting this debate—for the time is running
on—that Senators will read the report of the committee and read
the appeals which are made by these several Departments for
greater facilities. Then, in the light of that suggestion, they
will be prepared to vote upon this bill, and I think they will
agree with me it ought to pass at this session and be sent over to
the other House in time to be considered there. 4 £

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wisconsin takes his
seat, I should like to ask him a question, I understood the Sena-
tor to say, in the course of his remarks, that the land which is de-
scribed in this bill is held at prices which the committee believed
were so exorbitant that the Government would have to resort to
condemunation procaedinﬁ What assurance will we have, if that
authority is given, that the Government will get the property at
any less prices than those fixed by the property owners? t
has been the experience of the Government in the past in ques-
tions of that kind?

Mr. QUARLES. Does the Senator mean to ask me whether by
condemnation we shall be able to economize?

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir,

Mr. QUARLES. Inregard to that,I am utterly nnable to fur.
nish the information desired by the learned Senafor. My experi-
ence is not sufficient to warrant me entering upon that themse.
That, however, is the only recourse, as the Senator well knows, if
the price which is fixed by the property owners is exorbitant.
There is no alternative.

Mr. HOPKINS. Iagree with the Senator that that is correct
if we take that particular property. But I think that is a con-
sideration which sghould be looked into further in determining
Fhﬁh?}r iﬁve shall select the specific property which is deseribed
in the bill.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Wisconsin will allow

me—

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The discussion has been directed mainly
to one of the blocks mentioned in the bill; but there are several
sites which the commission is authorized to consider.

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator from Indiana thinkiflikely after
he gets this bill throngh that any other block will be selected ex-
ceptin, % that great residential block to the west of Jackson Square?

Mr. FATRBANKS. * That great residential block!”™ Thatis
a misuse of words.

Mr. HALE. I make that inquiry.
Mr. FATRBANKS. That square—

Mr. HALE. Isnot the Senator himself in favor of acqniring ,

that square?

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If I had my way about it, I certainly
would acquire that square, and I think it is a serious mistake for
the Government not to take it. I think so, and when I have an
g:partunity to get the floor I shall undertake to demonstrate it.

ow other members of the proposed commission may view the
subject I donot know. I have not eonsulted with any of them.
I do not know what their opinion is upon it. My desire is, Mr.
President, to accomplish something and not stand here sticking
in the bark upon a great question. Let us deal with a great pub-
lic lip:uem;ion in a t, broad, intelligent way.

r. HALE. t is precisely what we want,

Mr. FAIRBANKS, this were a matter of individual or cor-
porate concern, Mr. President, it would have been settled long
a.go. The history of thé efforts to secure buildings in the District
of Columbia for the accommodation of the public business is a
serious commentary upon the manner in which business is some-
times done. History shows that years are consumed in debate as
to the necessity of a public building, and much time is frequently
consumed in debating these little questions—the nonessential de-
tails which have been debated here. I can characterize them in
no other way—

Mr. HALE. I do not wish——

Mr. FAIRBANKS, I say that without any discourtesy to the
honorable Senator,

Mr. HALE. No; it is not a matter between the Senator and
me here, but I do not agree with the Senator that Congress has
been remiss in this business. Long since I came into Congress
almost every Department of the Government——

Mr. FAIR . Will not the good Senator, who has spoken

uently, allow me a few moments for uninterrupted discussion?
r. HALE. Yes.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If, however, the Senator has arisen for a
question I do not wish to interrupt him.

Mr. HALE. No; I see the force of what the Senator says, and
will not interrupt him,

Mr. FAIRB Ithink the Senator hasspoken a half dozen
times, and I, in order to expedite the passage of the bill, have re-
frained from saying anything.

g

Mr. (TALE. I shall not interrupt the Senator.

Mr.FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, aboutfourteen yearselapsed
from the time the discussion began for the erection of the exten-
sion of the Treasury building until it was completed and oceupied.
It was about eleven years after the discussion of the necessity for
a new Congressional Library building began until the building
was ready for use. And some s2venteen years—mark you—
elapsed in the consideration of the necessity for the construction
of the State, War, and Navy building and the actual construction.

Twenty-five years, Mr. President, have elapsed since the debate
began as to the necessity of a hall of records, and until tha pres-
ent hour all that has been accomplished has been to acquire a site
for the building. The question of an appropriation comes later.

Mr, LODGE. And an nundesirable site.

Mr. FATRBANKS. ‘“Anundesirable site,” the honorable Sen-
ator from Massachusetts says. Idonot admitit. That hasbeen
one of the great stumbling blocksin the consideration of thisques-
tion—sites. There are differences about the tariff and some con-
stitutional questions which can be easily adjusted, but when it
comes to the question of sites for public buildings there the opin-
ions are fixed, rigid, and unchangeable. It seems to me that we
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have got to accommodate ourselves to each other’s views in a
measure in order to accomplish anything in these important
matters.

What the people of the United States want in the city of Wash-
ington is suitable accommodations for the transaction of the busi-
ness of the Government. I need not say to Senators here how
great is the necessity for additional facilities for the economical
conduct and proper transaction of the business of the Govern-
ment.

The Department of Justice is housed in inadequate quarters,
and valuable documents and records of the Government, amount-
ing ibly to more than the comparatively little sum involved
in this bill, are in constant danger of destruction and loss.

Go to the Treasury Department and you will find that there are
records stored away in insufficient and in inaccessible recesses
liable to be destroyed at any moment, amounting to millions of
dollars in value, and yet we debate about the guestion of archi-
tects’ fees or whether this or that inconsequential detail should go
in the bill. : :

Ah, my friend, we have got to repose confidence and discretion
in some one if we ex to secure the requisite facilities for the
proper transaction of the public business.

I know, Mr. President, there is no more ungracious task that
rests upon any committee of the Senate than that which rests
upon the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. If we
propose a measure here deemed by us essential to the public in-
terest, we are beset by property owners and real-estate specula-
tors from the beginning of the discussion of the measure to its
final consummation. .

No great residential section should be taken for this purpose,
says the Senator from Maine. Once it was true that the block in
question was a great residential section, but it is not so now—its
glory has departed. I believe the Government owes it to the fu-
ture as well as to the present to acquire block 167. There and in
that vicinity is the heart of the Republic, and it must so continue
down through the years that lie before us.

This block looks out upon the White House and the White
House grounds. It looks out upon Lafayette Square, which will
always be an object of great interest to the people of the United
States. Block 167 will either be owned by the Government or by

ivate individuals—private speculators—and in time there will
E::emcted upon it either a Government building that will be a
matter of admiration and pride with the people and which will
enhance the value and desirability of all the surrounding Gov-
ernment property, or there will be built upon it apartment build-
ings, stores, and shops, which will be a standing disgrace to the
Government.

Nobody can tell what the particular site mentioned by the Sen-
ator from Maine will cost, as the committee in its report frankly
says to the Senate. The men upon the committee are practical
men, used to dealing with questions of some magnitude. They
believed there was only one way to accomplish the object desired.
You can not accomplish the end in view entirely by legislation;
you will have to give authority to some commission to go and se-
lect within reasonable limits a site adequate for the erection of a
great building.

What have we provided in the bill? We have provided that a

, commission shall be composed of the President pro tempore of
the Senate, the Speaker of the House of Representatives, the
chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds of
the Senate, and the chairman of the like committee of the House of
Representatives, and to these four we have added three members
of the Cabinet—the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. Thatcommission of seven,
within the limits prescribed by this proposed act, is authorized to
acquire by purchase—and if not able fo purchase upon reasonable
terms, then by condemnation—the requisite property.

Block 167, says my friend the Senator from Maine, will be the
one acquired. I donot know. The commission under this bill,
if it shall become a law, will be authorized to purchase not only
block 167, but the one immediately opposite to it across Lafayette
square—block 169; the block west of the State, War, and Navy
Department, upon which the Winder Building is situated, or it
may acquire a site south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fif-
teenth street, as proposed by the distingnished Senator from New
Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. The bill has given this much dis-
cretion to the commission, and a very broad discretion it is.

‘Why? Because dealing with the subject through Congress
would be a cumbersome, slow, tedious, and uncertain process, and
noone knows that better than the ableand distinguished Senator
from Maine.

The Senator from Maine says he does not want a Department
building erected in this ** great residential section.”” Let us see
about tiat. Block 167 is now partly occupied by the Court of
Claims; it is partly occupied by the Bureau of American Repub-

lics, and it is partly occupied by one of the bureaus of the Depart-
ment of Justice.

People, instead of wanting to live there, as a general proposi-
tion are obtaining homes and going elsewhere. North, loogsg
down upon this block, is a hotel and, I believe, three residences,
one, if Eorecol'lect correctly, unoccupied for some time. West,
across Seventeenth street, is the Metropolitan Club. Ihave heard
of protests from some of the members of that organization against
the erection of a public building in that vicinity. South of the
club, reaching down to Pennsylvania avenue, are a few residences
and a number of shops. 'When shops go in, residences go out, as
the Senator knows.

South of this block is the great War, State, and Navy Depart-
ment building, and on the east side is Lafayette Square. Senators
must have observed that large apartment houses are crowding
down into that locality. Ifseems tome that we would be recreant
in our duty to safeguard the future interests of the city of Wash-
ington, in which the people are justly concerned, if we allowed
this property to go into the hands of those who would make of
this locality an undesirable place.

This seems tome to be the most desirable block for a great build-
ing which shall stand asa representative of the dignity and power
of the Government. These artment buildings are but few,
and when they are built they should be built not only for the
present but for the future.

As to the architect’s fees, of which the Senator has made com-
plaint, it has not been customary—and I appeal to the Senator
from Maine in the statement I am about to make—it hasnot been
customary to impose limitations upon fees to be paid architects.

The Senator is a member of the great Committee on Appropria-
tions, and one of the last bills reported to Congress by that com-
mittee contained a provision carrying some three and a half mil-
lion dollars for the construction of a building for the National
Museum. That proposition did not go to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds, as, under the rules, it should have.
gone, but it went to the Appropriations Committee, of which the
honorable Senator is so powerful and distinguished a member.
‘What did that committee do?

Did it put a limitation on the architect’s fees? Certainly if
there was great peril to the Government the vigilant Senator
would not have omitted to say so, but an inspection of the act as
it stands upon the permanent statute books of the United States
discloses the fact that the Senator did not deem such a limitation
there necessary.

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator——

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

Mr. FATRBANKS. With pleasure.

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator that I did not think
then, and do not think now, that there was any danger in that
case; butif the Senator had directed his attention to another case,
where a great building was to be erected, and where there would
be danger of this, he would find that on my motion the follow-
ing clause was inserted in the bill providing for the erection of a
hall of records:

And no plan shall be adopted unless authorized by legislation hereafter to
be e]mclai and said plan or any compensation cogncctad therewith shall

only be preliminary and shall not in any way run with the construction of

the building, and no obligation for such prelimina; lans shall be incurred
to cost in excess of Sﬁ.unui:arein appmprigted. ot

I mean, Mr. President, if I can have my way, upon every pub-
lic building erected here in the city of Washington, and perﬁa.pa
outside largely, to have a provision similar to that which I have
just read put on the bill. In the case of the hall of records I
thought such a proyision necessary; but I did not think any
architect was needed in the matter to which the Senator has
referred, and do not know that one has been employed.

Mr. FATRBANKS. I will ask the Senator if he has not been
pressing certain bills for public buildings in Maine, and whether
there is any limitation in regard to architects’ fees in those bills?

Mr. HALE. I donot know how that will be when we get them.
‘We have not got the buildings yet.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. You have got the hills.

Mr. HALE. We have got the bilis for the sites and all that. I
am entirely willing and should be very glad to have the provision
I have referred to incorporated upon all bills of that kind. Of
course it is not so essential upon a small building, but even in such
a case I think if any architect at all is employed he ought to be
employed under limitations, and he ought to be a local architect.

When it comes to big buildings—and we have got some, as the
Senator knows, in contemplation in New York City and other
cities—I for one shall not consent to any provision for those
great structures unless it is accompanied by such a stipulation as,
on my motion and drawn by me, was put on the bill providing
for a great building for a of records. I want Congress to
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know before it embarks on these undertakings and a; riates
the money what all this is to cost, and on buildings herein Wash-
—1I do not want to interrupt the Senator from Indi
. FAIRBANKS. Iam glad to hear the Senator.

Mr. HALE. But on matters here in Washington, I think, as T
have said, Congress ought to know where its money is to go and
what the land is going to cost. That can be easily done.

I agree with the Senator, and generally we are all agreed, that
we want these buildings. But six months’ delay is not fatal by
any means. Wae are constructing a great many public buildings
in %ashington, as the Senator knows. Long since I have come
into Congress every Department under the Government has been
taken out of crowded, narrow, cramped quarters, and many of
them given fine, handsome, commodious rooms. I do not think
we are especially at fault. I want to go on from year to year,
but I want to know where we stand when we do go on.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 8o far as the architects’ fees are con-
cerned—and I will take but a moment, as I wish to see action
upon the bill to-night—I am willing to leave that subject in the
diseretion of the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. It is a discretion which
they will exercize reasonably. The Senator can have no doubt
about that.

There was one thing stated by the honorable Senator from
Maine that I did not nnderstand precisely. He said that the bill
would not go through. Why?

Mr. HALE. IsaidthatIexpecteditwould not. Idonotthink
the Senate is prepared to the Senator's bill. I maybe wrong
about it, but I judge so from the indications. Of the Senators
here to-day, almost every one who has spoken, except the Senator
from Indiang and the Senator from Wisconsin, has spoken in favor
of going south of the Avenue. I may be wrong about that.

Mr. FgAIRBAN KS. The Senator indicates—the statement was

rhaps somewhat ungnarded and inaccurate—that there had
‘ggen undne haste, and that was the sound of alarm when the
Senator-first began his observations. Mr. President, there has
been no subject which has been before the Senate for years which
has been more deliberately considered than this. It failed of
action in the Senate, first, because an amendment was put upon
the bill at the suggestion of the honorable junior Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopgz]. While we were dealing with that
amendment the bill was so delayed that it failed of passage at
the long session of Congress.

Mr. gA]LEY. Mr, President— '

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Texas? ; '

Mr. FATRBANKS. I yield with very great pleasure.

Mr. BAILEY. Has it not herefofore been the idea thaf the
building for the Supreme Court, at least, should be located near
this Capitol and opposite to the Library?

Mr. IEAIBBANKS. Yes; the Senator is right about that.

Mr. BAILEY, Speaking for myself, I dislike very much to see
the Supreme Court sent so far from the Capitol.

Mr. %‘AIRBANKS I agree with the Senator; but this bill
does not make provision for the Supremse Court; it is for the At-
torney-General; it is for the executive branch of the Department
of Justice.

Mr. BATLEY. Then my objection does not apply; but I had
been advised that it included the Supreme Court.

Mr, FAIRBANKS, Oh, no.

Mr. BAILEY. I was going to say that it often happens that it
is necessary for Senators to go o the Supreme Court for the pur-
pose not of attending to their profession, but to hear the discus-
sion of important canses there. Every Senator has probably the
experience that I have, of uent requests to present members
of the bar from his own State for admission there. In attending
to those matters it would be very inconvenient to us if the court
were put at the other end of the Avenue. I think the{lought to
have better quarters than they have. I think they ought to have
more room and better room, and I hope we shall find it for them
near the Capitol.

Now, Mr. President, that I am on my feet, I am constrained to
ask the Senator from Indiana how long it is going to be before
the Senate takes care of the minority members of its own body,

and how long must we be set down here in a building that has
been condemned as unsafe? I think myself that it wonld not be
very much loss to the country, perhaps, if some of us were not
able to perform our service, but for one I should like to be able
to perform it with all my faculties, and I have no taste for being
;:}fnsad in a building that, by common consent, is regarded as un-
e.

Those in charge have declined to allow us to carry books into
onur rooms over in what is known as the “ Senate Annex,” because
they are afraid that if we all carry books up there the building

ill fall. [Laughter.] Most of the Senators who are located in
that building probably are wiss eaough not to need books to help

them perform their duties; but some of us do need them, and we
chafe a little at being told by the janitor in charge of the build-
ing that we must not carry books up into our rooms, because, if
we do, the building is liable fo fall.

That is the condition in which thirty-five or forty members of
this body find themselves, and I sincerely hope the Senator from
Indiana, who is chairman of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, and performs his work well, will relieve those Sen-
ators before he takes care of others. In other words, I think it
infinitely more important to grovide for the safety of the Senators
than for the comfort of the Commerce and Labor Department or
even of the Attorney-General. I do not believe that any man
who works for the Government ought to be exposed to an ua-
necessary hazard. Buf when a man comes here, faithfully per-
forming, certainly at what is not more than a moderate salary,
what the public service requires of him, if he'can not have com-
fortable quarters, he ought at least to have a safe place in which
to do his work,

Mr. FATRBANKS. I fully agree with the honorable Senator
from Texas. There are more buildings than he has mentioned
needed in the District of Columbia.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Indiana permit one
suggestion from me in that connection?

Mr. FATRBANKS, 1 yield for a question.

Mr. NEWLANDS. Ifisa mere suggestion, and that is, that a
structure somewhat resembling the Executive office of the Presi-
dent, but composed of better material, unobtrusive, and in har-
mony with the architecture of the Capitol, could be constructed
immediately adjoining this building npon the same ground, and
connected with it. That would give ample accommodations to
thoss who now have inferior accommodations.

Mr. FATRBANKS. of the difficnlties about securing nee-
essary building legislation in the District of Columbia has been
the great divergence of opinion as to which was the most emergent
measure, ;

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr. FATRBANKS. I was going to say that the Senator and I
have discussed the matter he just mentioned, and I think it
is one that should be taken up and considered in a deliberate and
intelligent way.

Mr. BAILEY. But is it not the most emergent? I have heard
no suggestion that anybody else is occupying quarters that have
been condemned. I have heard that some are occupying quarters
that do not comport with the dignity of their several offices, and
there may be more or less force in that, but I have not yet heard
a suggestion that agboﬂy connected with the public service is
occupying condemned guarters, except several of the Senators.

I said a moment aglc;]that Senators of the minority were those
occupying this building; but I will correct that statement and
say the Senators who are sent down to this building, commonly
known as the “ Maltby Building,” I believe, but legally known as
the “ Senate Annex,” are not entirely Democrats, but there are
a number of newly elected Republican Senatorsaswell. They are
sent down there more as a matter of seniority than theyare as a
matter of politics; and I take it that in caseof accident you wonld
lose about as many able-bodied men as we would.

Mr. FATRBANKS. It would be asortof nonpartisan accident,

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but I discover that it isa nonpartisanship «
that comprehends only the new members. If youreversed it ang
sent the old members down there, they would have had a new

building three years ago.

Mr. ﬁALE and Mr. GALLINGER. That is true.

Mr, BATLEY. But the new Senators hardly know how to pro-
ceed with that dispatch and efficiency which their seniors have
acquired; and so, being new and without that powerful influnence
in these affairs, we are put down there with our lives in our hands
and told to wait until the comfort of other folk can be provided for.

I am not igmg to obstruct the Senator’s bill; but if the Senate,
or af least that part of it that is quartered down there in this con-
demned building, had my view, there would nsver be another
public-buildjnf bill pass this body until the safety of the Senate
was provided for. )

I do not myself expect to stay down there all the while. Iex-
pect to join the semiors up here, if I live long enough. I expect to
be provided with quarters here, and probably long before you
wonld have that ding finished if you began it now. But I do
believe that it is a reflection on the good judgment of the Senate
to compel a large number of members to occupy rooms in a build-
ing that is nnsafe, and has been condemned as unsafe, and is so
unsafethat the Senators are not permitted to carry booksup there
to inform themselves about questions which they ought to uss,
They can carry them up one or two at a time, but the vigilant
janitor there, if he finds any Senator with too many, serves notice
on him that he must take them out. Twice within the last two
or three weeks I have seen books taken from a Senator’s room
into the hall to be carted down to the basement.
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Now, that is an outrage upon the Senators who are compelled
to do their work there, and I am sure the Senator from Indiana
will give the matter his attention. I hope there will be no divi-
sion of opinion here that this is the most t. The others are
simply questions of comfort and of architectural beauty—of adorn-
ing the city, as it were. This is a question that may seriously
aﬁgzct the lives of Senators. If there were an explosion anywhere
within 200 yards of the Maltby Building, it would crumble fo
the dust. It isan outrage that Senators are compelled to occupy
such a building.

Mr, FAIRBANEKSR. Mr. President, only a word or two more.

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr, Presidenf—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Indiana
yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. FATRBANKS. If it is for a question, I will yield.

Mr. CULBERSON. It is for a question on the same matter to
which my colleague has alluded. Icall the Senator’s attention to
Senate bill 8687, providing for the purchase of a snitable site fora
building for the Supreme Court, and I ask him whether, if that
bill should become a law and the Supreme Court should be re-
moved from the Capitol, there would be sufficient ﬁ: now ocen-

ied by the Supreme Court to give the remaini tors offices
in this building?

Mr, FAI'RBgNKS. I do not think so. No; I think it would
be entirely inadequate. I believe with the Senator from Texas
that we should make ample and adequate provision for the Sen-
ators who now have their committee rooms in the Maltby Build-
ing. I spent two years there, the first two years of my servicein
the Senate, and I sympathize fully with the observations the Sen-
ator has made.

Mr. BACON, If the Senator will pardon me a moment, I desire
to say that the most serious objection I have yet heard sug-

sted to the construction of a building for the use of the Senate

that which has just been found in the suggestion of the Senator
from Nevada, that when that building is constructed it should be
after the pattern of the new Executive building, about which
something has already been said in this debate. I think if itis
going tobe after that pattern possibly Senators wounld prefer almost
PO Lli'i:lkbth'e’ir lives in the present annex building, known as the
d tby.

Mr, FX&IRBA.NKE. Mr, President, I must decline—

Mr. BACON. Ihope the Senator will pardon me for ssﬁng
that I entirely agree with the suggestion of the Senator from New
Hampshire; that it would have been better if the Executive build-
ing had been put in the rear of the White House.

Mr. BAILEY. So as to make a stable ont of it.

Mr, BACON. I suppose in making that suggestion the Senator
from New Hampshire was animated by the same consideration that
moved Sydney Smithin some advice he gave to one of his friends,
one of the prominent poets of England—I believe it was Rogers—
who was not especially distingmished for personal pulchritude.
He advised him whenever he had his picture taken to have it
taken while he was at prayer, with his faceinhishat. [Laughter.]

Mr. NEWLANDS. . President——

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I must decline to yield further, if the
Senator from Nevada will pardon me. I only wish to say a word
or two, and must hasten on.

This is a matter which claims our serious attention as trustees
of the interests of the public. 'We pay out yearly on appropria-
tion bills—as the distinguished Senator from Maine, who isan
honorable member of the Committes on ApBropriations, well
knows—2£316,000 for the rent of quarters in the District of Colum-
bia, admitted to be very inadequate.

With the money lying in the Treasury with which to build build-.

ings for the accommodation of our business, the Appropriations
Committee does nothing—and I say it without any uni]‘.ndnesa
whatever—to aid us to secure the construction of proper buildings,
and to make unnecessary that immense draft upon the Treasury
each year. When the committee charged with the duty of pro-
viding buildings for the Government comes to the Senate with a
measure which will save the drain to a considerable extent, we
find nothing but serious opposition. Shall we continue, Mr.
President. to pay out $316,000 a year indefinitely?

Mr, HALE. The Senator should wait until we get through the
gession. The Comimittee on Appropriations put on last year pro-
vision ﬂflor two large buildings. They were put in the appropria-
tion bill.

Mr, FATRBANKS. What two buildings?

Mr. HALE. The building for the hall of records.

Mr. FATRBANKS. That was reported from the Committee
on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr, HALE, Buf the appropriation had not been put on by the
committee. Provision for the Agricultural and Smithsonian
buildings were put on the appropriation bill,

Mr. FAIRBANKS., The Agricultural building measure
as a separate bill. I introduced the bill, and it was repo from
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds.

Mr. HALE. Iknow; butwe put it on finally in the Committes
on Appropriations.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Because it was the law. That was the
reason for it. ?

Now, are we going to waste $316,000 a year indefinitely? I have
had the honor of sitting in this Chamber some seven years. I
have not gone into the figures accurately, but I am within the
reasonable limits of the truth when I say that there has been paid
out during that time for rents in the District of Columbia over a
million and a half of dollars, when the money for the construction
of necessary buildings is piled up and lying idle in the Federal
Treasury. What kind of business is that, Mr, President?

I hope the honorable Senator from Maine is not Frophetic. I
hope his very positive statement that the bill will not pass is
founded in error. It is in the interest of the Government that it
shall pass. Itisin the interest of good administration that it shall
pass. Even after it has passed, several years will elapse before the
building contemplated can be occupied.

Mr, McCCUMBER. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr.
HaLE] seems very insistent on gaining further time for the con-
gideration of this subject. When I first became a member of the
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think some five
years ago, thismatter was then under consideration. It has been
considered every session since that time. This is the fifth session
that it has been under consideration. How long it had been un-
der consideration before the same committee prior to that time I
can not say. But this much is evident. If 1 have learned any-
thing in that committee it is that there is no hope, by any charac-
ter of investigation, of finding a single spot in the city of Wash-
ington where we can locate a public building and get a reasonable
price put upon the property.

Therefore a commission, such as is suggested by the Senator
from Maine, might serve for ten years, and they could not secure
the setting of a reasonable value upon any propeﬂg for public
purposes. 1t is necessary, therefore, that we should go teyond
what is proper, or that we go to the courts in condemnation pro-

ngs.

‘We have considered this matter during all these years, and we
have come to the conclusion that it is necessary and proper at this
time to put up a building of the character described in this bill.
And why? e money in the Treasury is lying there rotting,
while we are paying out, as has been suggested, $316,000 a year
for rentals in the city of Washington. The moneyis there to pay
for the building. tcharacter of economy can we call it when
we have the money on hand and when we can put up the building
within a few years and yet at the same time go on with these ex-
tra expenditures for rent?

Not only that, but the quarters now occupied by the Depart-
ment of Justice and by other Departments which are to be bene-
fited by this bill are inadequate and improper for the purpose.
Vast records are stored there. There is no adequate place for
them, and in case of their destrnction they conld not possibly be
replaced. That is one reason why we should commence now the
construction of this building, which can not be completed in less
than five years from the present time.

The Senator from Maine says that this building will cost us
$10,000,000, and yet I understand the building just east of us
was completed entirely within the limits of the appropriation and
the original bill. If that is true, it seems to me a committee con-
sisting of the gentlemen who are mentioned in this bill, assisted
by the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the

ouse, both exceedingly conservative, can secure for us as rea-
sonable a place for the building of this structure as we counld pos-
sibly hope for. Mr. President, I can not see any necessity for
further delay. Nothing can be gained. This committee has done
everything that possibly could be accomplished by the commis-
sion which the Senator from Maine desires,

I wish to address myself, before closing, to just ome other
proposition, and that is the amendment offered by the Senator

from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. Mr. President, may I’

ask for the reading of the amendment, so that I may clearly
understand it?

The PRESIDENT tempore. The amendment will be read.

The SECRETARY. page 6, line 5, after the word *‘archi-
tects,” it is proposed to st:n'.ﬁa out the word ““to* and insert:
csgg 7 Imsu:ui attendanoem:tih?utﬂ“mmp'maonm fultl fo?'&:ms .;gecxﬂ;
of mﬁf’buﬂding, and shall also, g Lbis R

Mr, McCUMBER. Iam in entire sympathy with the object
sought to be accomplished by this amendment, but it seems to
me the amendment produces exactly what the Senator and I are
attempting to guard against, that instead of cutting down the
expenses of the architectural work, it makes it the duty of the
commission to employ an architect to superintend the construction
of this building.

I desire to call the attention of the Senator from New Hamp-
shire to the reading of the law itself, and to state to him that
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under the bill as it now reads there is no authority on the part of
the Commission which is to secure the construction of this build-
ing to employ an architect for the purgose of supervising the con-
struction of the building, Under the law which the Senator
from New Hampshire has already read in connection with this
bill, if it becomes a law, the duty will be imposed upon this Com-
mission simply to employ architects for the purpose of securing
plans and to pay them for those plans. Then, following the law
which is now upon our statute books, the Commission would turn
over to the Supervising Architect the duty to supervise the con-
struction of the building.

Mr, GALLINGER, Mr, President—

Mr. McCUMBER. Now, let meread this,if the Senator please,
before he quotes the law again.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me just here?

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly.

Mr. GALLINGER. Since drawing the amendment I have ex-
amined the law and read it, and I am entirely persnaded that itis
not necessary for us to provide for supervision. So I have re-
written the amendment which I am going to offer, and will now
offer it as a substitute for the one Isubmitted a while ago. Iwill
send it to the desk.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from New Hamp-
ghire withdraws his former amendment?

Mz, GALLINGER. Iwithdraw itand send the proposed amend-
ment to the desk. :

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North
Dakota desire to have the amendment read befors he proceeds?

Mr. McCUMBER. I will consent to its being read.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read.

The SecRETARY. After the word * architects,” in line 5, it is
proposed to strike out *‘ to* and insert:

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans and
specifications not to exceed two and a half per cent of the total cost of said
building, and shall also—

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I can see some objection to
this new amendment. Under the law as it now reads the amount;
to be paid to an architect for the plans is left to the sound discre-
tion o?%lis commission. I have entire confidence in the commis-
sion, if this bill becomes a law, and I do not believe that under
any circumstances they would allow, on a building that would
cost $5,000,000, more than two and a half per cent, which would
amount to $125,000. I do not believe as a conservative commis-
sion they would consider it was worth more than a hundred and
twenty-five thousand dollars to secure plans alone. Therefore it
seems to me that the amendment is unnecessary and practically
makes it incumbent upon them to fix at least the value which
they shall pay. e

Now, reading this bill—

of the ta:
of ﬁéﬂ&ﬁm?aggaﬁg gdﬂdti?ag&mmu &ani%?@mgemer& m?t?c{:bo?
who are hereby authorized and directed toselect and adopt plans for the said
building, and to make contracts for its construction—

I do not conceive that anyone will claim that the words *‘ con-
tracts for its construction”’ shall be construed to include fees for
superintending—

tisements and the reception of bids, and, if they shall in-
:Ettgr pgns by:g::;oti:io; amon| architecg?; to tgay to the &mn gbmitt‘mg
the two sets of plans next in order of merit to those selected such sums as, in
their judgment, shall be proper compensation for their preparation.

1 should like to ask the Senator from New Hampshire why it is
not satisfactory to leave it in that way, and if the commission con-
gider that the plans and specifications are not worth more than
thirty or forty or fifty thousand dollars, why shall we say to them

practically that they shall consider them worth a hundred and-

twenty-five thousand dollars, or 2} per cent upon the value of the
uildin,

. Mr. (?ALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, as he asks
me a question, I will say that the Senator from New Jersey in-
sists tlat the architects will demand 5 per cent. We have had a
recent experience where they demanded and received 8 per cent.
I think that is a sufficient answer to the Senator from North Da-
kota.

Mr. McCUMBER. But the demanding of the 5 per cent, I un-
derstand, includes not only the plans, but supervision also; that
where there is no supervision by the architect, there is no general
rule that he shall have 5 per centupon the value of the building.

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President—

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

Mr. IECUMBER. With pleasure,

Mr. DRYDEN. The charge of 5 cent by the best
architects in the country includes the ﬁrmimg of a design, the
preparation of detailed drawings, the preparation of s cations,

and the supervision of the entire work from start to fini
as I understand, and I will only a moment——
Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the tor.

. Now,

Mr. DRYDEN, The last amendment proposed as a substitute
by the Senator from New Hampshire covers simply the furnish-
ing of a design and the preparation of specifications, and for that _
the Senator proposes to pay the architect 2} per cent. I think
that is an extravagant price to pagnt]i;e architect for what the
amendment proposes to require of him, according to my under-
standing, e great expense, the great labor in connection with
the preparation or the entire scheme by the architect for a build-
ing consists in preparing the detailed plans. That may involve,
for such a building as is proposed here, assuming that it is going
to cost, as some Senator has said, ten or twelve million dollars, the
employment of a force of fifty or perhaps seventy-five clerks for a
series of years,

Mr. GALLINGER. Do not the specifications cover that?

Mr. DRYDEN. Not at all; not by any means.

Mr. GALLINGER. I willamend itthen by putting in detailed
drawings, if it will suit the Senator from New Jersey better. :

]!tt[;-e DRYDEN. The specifications are a comparatively simple
matter.

Mr. LODGE. The percentage paid, when the supervision of
the building is not involved, is very much less than 5 per cent. I
think if he will look at the rates of charges fixed by the Architects’
Society he will find a much lower charge. Supervision is con-
sidered very laborious work.

Mr. DRYDEN. It may be somewhat less. But I doubt the
wisdom of giving a contract to an architect and relieving him at
the very point at which he should be held responsible. 1f you
provide in the contract that the architect shall do nothing more
than furnish the design, specifications, and the detailed drawings,
and go no further than that, if the building is not properly con-
struocted, and that is ascertained afterwards, you can not hold the
architect responsible, because you have specifically eliminated
him from that responsibility.

Now, in my judgment, the architect should be held responsible
for the entire matter from the time he furnishes his general plan
of the building until the building itself is completed.

Mr. CULLOM. And furned over.

Mr. DRYDEN. And turned over.

Mr. McCUMBER. There seems to be considerable divergencs
of opinion as to what are the duties of an architect, under the
general rules of the association, when he receives his 5 per cent.
As I understand the Senator from New Jersey, his duties would
simlply consist of showing a design of the outer structure of the
building, without specifications. I understand that it includes
not only the general design of the building and specifications, but
in addition. su ision of construction.

Mr. DRYDEN. And detailed drawings.

Mr. McCUMBER. And all detailed drawings. But I would
understand also that the 2§ per cent basis, or one-half of that,
would include the specifications as well as the general design,
But whatever that may be, in a case of this kind it would be sub-
ject to a special contract.

There are very few five or ten million dollar bunildings put up
in the United States, and therefore buildings of this character
can not be taken ordinarily as a basis for the value of the services
of an architect. In other words, the ordinary public building
that costs a million dollars would require almost as much of -
ifications and certainly as great skill on the part of an architect
as a $3,000,000 or a $10,000,000 or possibly a $20,000,000 building.
There are exceptions, of course, to this rule. I believe charges
should be graded somewhat according to the value of the building.
Certainly if an architect should receive 5 per cent npon a building
that cost only $100,000, he would not receive nearly as much ac-
cordingly for his services as if he were to receive 5 per cent upon
one which is to cost $10,000,000.

But seems to me we can justly leave this matter entirely with
the commission to determine what is reasonable and what is just.
It seems to me, further, that the amendment offered by the Sen-
ator from New Hampshire might be construed as requiring the
commission to pay a greater compensation than they ought to
merely for the work of the architect in furnishing the plans and
specifications. It might be worth 2} per cent and it might not be
worth 1 per cent, and it seems to me we should leave that en-
tirely in the hands of the commission.

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I appreciate fully the desires
and wishes of the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in
some effective way to add to the public buildings in the District,
and I also appreciate the difficulty they have in making selections
as to what particular building shall be first constructed.

We had a considerable debate here the other morning, and it
appeared from that discussion, or one side of it at leasf, that a
portion of the office of the Public Printer was in such a condition
that the building should be torn down, or that portion of it which
has been in occupation for a long time, and a new building con-
structed in its place.

We to-day have the suggestion from younger Senators in this
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body that they are not quite fairly treated in comparison with
these who have been here for some years. My friend the Senator
from Texas even went so far as to suggest that the Maltby Build-
ing shounld be occupied by the older Senators and that the new
Beuators, these wwho have come in more recently, shonld occapy
the space in this building. I sympathize with the Senator in this
regard, alfhongh I never had the opportunity of occupying any
portion of the Maltby Building.

Bat I want to say to the Senator from Texas and other Senators
that I believe one of the first things necessary for us to do as
respects appropriations for pmblic buildings is to provide for
what wa muy eall an arrex to the Senate, The Houss of Repre-
seutatives for a long time saw the necessity of such an annex for
the House, and they purchased what is known as the Butler
Building a good many years ago and used it, and they also rented
other buildings in and about the south side.

KNow I think we have reached a point where it will be necessary
for us at an early day to provide an annex building to this Capi-
tol. It is obyions that we can not——

Mr, BATLEY. Will the Senntor from Iowa permit me? Hoe

stops with the statement that they pnrchased the Butler Building |
_and rented others outside. The Senator, of course, is aware that

two yeurs ago Congress provided for a structure that was to cost
gemething move than $2,000,000 for an annex to the House.

Ar. ALLISON. I mentioned that fact just before the Senator
came in.

Mr, BATLEY. I did not hear if.

Mr. ALLISON. The House strugture will cost. I think, more |

than §2,000,000; possibly, including the condemnaiion of the land,
two and a half million dollars,

Now, we neell a strncture, of course not as extensive as the
structure proposed on the south side of the Capitol. We need a
structure for the use of the Senate, and that structure should be
ploeed as near the Capitol as practieable. It should not be where
the Maltby Building is now. We should purchase a correspond-
ing corner northeast of the Capitol, and erect there a suitable
building architecturally for the convenience and utility of the
Senate. I agree that that is a very important thing to do.

The Senator from Indiana suggested thatthe Committee on Ap-
propriafions had hardly made in the past such provision as they
anght to have made for these public buildings, Perhaps that crit-
jcism is o very proper one.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, No; I did not intend to be understood as
going to the extent which the Senator from Iowa says I did. I
wis led to observe, if my observation is drawn out, that the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Gronnds were endeavoring to re-
lieve the Government from this intolerable embarrassment and
continual expenee, and they were antagonized in that effort by
leading influences npon the Committee on Appropriations, Of
conrse the responsibility for enacting the law resis primarily npon
the cominilttes of the other House,

&Ir. ALLISON, It does asa rule, although I believe the Com-
mitiee on Appropriations of the Senate has a right to originate

appropriations for the necessifies of the Departments of the Gov- |

ernment and for the necessities of either or both branches of Con-
gress, I do not think that as respects these questions there isany
necessity for a law; but I believe the House have decided oth-
erwise, and therefore they will consider no appropriations unless
previous provision is made for the bLuildings by luw, except that
they inserted in the appropriation act in the House last year
a provision for the construction of the building south of the
Capitol.

r%i[r. FATRBANKS., And I may ask theSenator if the practice
of the Senate has not generally been in line with that?

Sfr, ALLISON. It has generally been in line with that, and I
think too strictly in line with it.

This bill provides for an appropriation to honse the Department
of Justice. There was an appropriation made some four or five
years ago, during the incumbency of Attorney-Gieneral Griggs,

appropriating, as I remember it, twelve hundred and fifty thou- |

gand dollars for a building for the tment of Justice, and I
think there was a commission provid I do not know whether
it was a commission similar to this one, The Senator from Indi-
ana will know.

Mr, FAIRBANKS., Does the Senator refer to the act of 18007

Mr, ALLISON. I refer to that act.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It appropriated $1,000,000. _.

Mr. ALLISON,. There was another act, was there not?

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Not as I recollect it. Ay understanding
is that there was §1,000,000 appropriated, but the Attorney-Gen-
eral nfterwards reported that he could not construct the building
within the limit. ¥

My, ALLISON. I wasabout to come to that. During the in-
cumbency of Attorney-General Griggs provision was made for
the Department of Justice by a separate statute, I beliove, and it

also contained a full and complete appropriation. The Attorney-
General was authorized to secnre plans and specifications for that
building. He did so, and the plans and specifications which heor
the commission, if it was a commission, decided ought to bo ac-
cepted wonld cost in the neighborhood of sixteen hundred thou-
sand dollars.

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars,

Myr, ALLISON. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars, I think
afterwards it was modified so that it could have been constructed
for sixteen hundred thousand dollars. That was in 1809, The
old building was torn down, and the Department of Justice was
compelled to lease buildings around the city until that construc-
tion was completed, I am not aware that from that time to this
there has been any suggestion of a statute looking to the enlarze-
ment of the cost of the building for the Department of Justice.
&a Senator from Indiana will correct me if 1 am mistaken in

t.
Mr, FAIRBANEKS. 1 did not mnderstand the Senator’s state-
ment, DMy attention was diverted at the moment.

Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that that building failed
because of an incomplets limit and becanse of an incomplete ap-
| propriation, and because of the rule which the House has estab-

Eshcd we could nof put npon an appropriation bill any increase
of that appropriation withont first removing the limit of cost and
fixing a new limit. T am not aware that any bill hag ever been
presented in this body or in the other suggesting an enlargement
of the limit of cost in order to provide for a building to hounse the
Department of Justice. If T am mistaken in that, the Senator
will correet me,

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senatorisnof absolutely correct abont
that, becanse immediately following that failure a bill similar to
the one now before the Senate was prepared. It had the entire

concurrence and approval of the Attorney-General. Hepreferred
‘ this arranzement to the one to which the Senator refers.

Mr. ALLISON. Then this 1dll, or an arrangement such as is
| proposed here, was substituted for that original plan?

' D.B' FAIRBANES. Yes; the idea being that it was cheaper

| for the Governmnent to erect a building that would accommodate
the State Department, the Department of Justice, and some third

! Department, than to spend smaller sums in different independent
structures.

| Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Whilst that may have been the
judgment of the Attorney-General, I have always believed, and I
sfill believe, that the Department of Justice building onght to be
Tailt upon the space we now have. It is large enough for the
Departinent of Justice.

Now, I believe another thing; that it is not wise to have three
or four Departments in one building. I believe that whatever
consfruction we make for the several Departments ought to be
msade, as far as practicable, for them independently.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. M;S I interrupt the Scnator?

13{1-‘.; ﬁLLISON. Certainly, Iam stating my own opinion now

about it.

Mr. FATRBANKS. I agree with the Senator as to that. This
| provieion is, in the nature of things, but temporary. Originally
| there were three Departments provided for in the State, War, and
Navy Department building. One of those Departments will retire
on the passage of this bill, and ultimately it will be cccupied by
one or the other remaining.

Mr. ALLISON. I certainly so understand.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 8o, with the building under consideration,
while there will be three Departments tially accommodated
| for the time being, there will be nltimately another building, and

this building will be eventually occupied by one Department.
| Mr, ALLISON. The Senator’s suggestion is in exact accord
| with what I was endeavoring to say, and would have said in a
| few moments,

In 1876 or in 1877, I have forgotten which—the date is not ma-
| terial; perhaps earlier than that; I believe. in fact, in 1871—we
commenced the construction of the State, War, and Navy Depart-
ment building, and everybody said at that time the building
| wonld be ample for thirty or fifty years for those Departments.
| Before that building was completed and after its completion there

was a struggle between those three Secretaries, and particularly

Tetween the two Secretaries of War and Navy, about the space
| to be occupied in that building, which had to be settled finally

Ly the arbitration, if T may say so, of a committee of Congress,

Mr. HALE. By Congress.

Mr, ALLISON. By Congress praclically alone. The strue-
ture, by the time it was completed, was claimed by the three Sec-
retaries then in service to be insufficient for the accommodation
of their several Departments. And now of the immense rent we
are paving a large portion of it is for the War Departmeent, I
think amounting to $30,000 or §40.000. The Senator probably Las
the details; I speak only from memory. We have entered into a
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lease for a building just completed, called the ‘* Mills Building,”
adjacent to the War Department, for which I believe we are pay-
ing §20,000 or $24.000 a year.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Iowa is mistaken about
the War Department expenditure for rent. It is among the least
amonunts paid for that purpose.

Mr. ALLISON. The Navy Department has the building.

Mr. FAIRBANEKS. I will state that the estimate for rent for
the War Department this year is $16,800, buf for the Navy De-
partment it is §24,500.

Mr. ALLISON. Ifisthe Navy Department; I said the War De-
partment. The Navy Departmentis paying $24,000 for a new fire-
proof builin%, which I believe has been rented for a long period
of years: at least it was understood when the building was con-
structed that it was constructed at great expense and according
to plans and suggestions made by the then Sccretary of the Navy.
Although the War Department pays only $16,000 for rent, it is
paying, I repeat, a large sum for rent. The State Department I
think is not paying anything, although it may be paying some
gmall sum for rent.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Practically nothing—8720 a year,

Mr, ALLISON. Now, Mr, President, the bill provides that this
new structure shall be occupied by the State Department, by the
Dexartment of Justice, and by the new Department of Commerce
and Labor. I say, with due respect to Senators, I believe there
are a great many people hounsed in this city in the public service
who need, more than the State Department, additional room.

tMr. FAIRBANKS, If the Senator will bear with me a min-
ute—

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I fear he has not taken that accurate and
careful survey of this subject which he usually takes of subjects.
The Senator has just stated that we are paying rent for accommmo-
dating the War and Navy Departments ountside.

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the State Department goes into the new
Department building there will be space there to be occupied by
either the War or the Navy Department, and to that extent it
will reduce the outside rent.

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that very well. That is a very
excellent statement. The State Department portion of the build-
ing will accomodate a few people from the War Department, but
it is so arranged that the great body of clerks will find very little
space there for their nse.

The Department of Justice is not a very large Department, but
it is growing as other Departments are growing.

Then comes the Department of Commerce and Labor. Mr.,
President, that is a new Department, but it has assigned to it cer-
tain bureaus and offices that require a Iarge number of clerks,
Six hundred, I believe, alone are in the Census Bureau. The
Census Bureau is now sitnated on the corner of Second and B
streets, in a building which was rented by the former Director of
the Census for three years, with the option of renting it for five
years more. The Committee on Appropriations, regarding that
rent as exorbitant, bronght in an item in the appropriation bill
some two years ago, or last year, providing for the purchase of
that ground. It received practicallyno support from the Senate,
for the reason that the location did not seem to be exactly suited
to the people who were to be housed there. The result is, that of
the $316,000 rent we are paying, §28,600 a year for three years
goes for a building for the Census Office.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will permit an interruption,
that very situation is strongly illustrative of the statement I made
as to the difficulfy of accomplishing anything here in a sensible
way for the public business. That building. as the Senator will
ggﬂoﬁ, was offered to the Government of the United States at

¥ y -

Mr, ALLISON. Two hundred and twenty-five thousand dol-

lars.

Mr. FATRBANKS, The Senator urged that we should have
imtth%l‘lty upon an appropriation bill to purchase it, as I recol-
ect it.

Mr. PERKINS. At 8225.000.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. At §225,000. But somebody opposed it,
and we are continuing to pay $26,000, or more than 10 per cent
upon the reasonable value of roperty.

Mr. ALLISON. The amount i)a 26,500, and we will be com-
pelled to pay that during the continuance of the lease, whereas,
1f we had purchased it, we would have had more than half the
rental involved in the purchase money,

Mr. GALLINGER. May I ask the Senator from Iowa who
made that lease, leasing a building for the Government at 10 per
cent of its value? i

Mr. ALLISON. It was made, I think, by the Census Office,
but they were under pressure at the time,

Mr, GALLINGER. Iasked the question for the reason that
what little investigation I have made leads me to the conclusion
that the Government is paying in rents about twice what it onght
to pay or what private individuals would pay; and there onght
to be some way of finding relief from that opﬂ;eﬁaion.

Mr. ALLISON, There ought tobe. Now, before this building
is constructed, I make the prediction that if we shonld pass this
bill to-day, the Department of Commerce and Labor will want
the whole of it.

Mr. HALE. Every part of it.

Mr. ALLISON. Every part of it. 'When we started on the
Post-Office building at the corner of Eleventh street and Pennsyl-
vania avenue, which has been solargely condemned to-day by Sen-
ators, it was supposed that we could pick out many bureans of the
Tre DeBartment am'tﬁut them in there in addition to pro-
viding for the whole postal service. Before the building was
completed, or about the time it was completed. the Post-Office De-
partment insisted upon using nearly the whole of it, and they did
use all of it except the space set aga.rt for the Sixth Auditor’'s
room, and that will be out in a very few months if it has not been
already removed. I think it is still in the building. The Post-
Office rtment requires every inch of the building for its pur-
poses, and on the 1st of July the Department will have the exclu-
sive use of if.

Mr. HALE. The Senator will bear in mind that the Post-Office
Department is not only occupying the whole of this building, but
is now paying large sums for rent of buildings outside.

Mr. ALLISON. I know it is.

Mr. HALE. There is only one Department there, ocoupying
that immense building, and they want more room than they have.
ﬁs_ﬁlllp Senator says, you can not get three Departments in ons

nilding.

Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I want to
make a slight eriticism upon the details of this bill in view of
what I have dlready said. The bill, as I understand i, provides
for two comimnissions, one commission composed of members of
the House and Senate, the presiding officers of each House, and
the chairmen of the Committees on Public Buildings and Grounds,
to which are added three Secretaries—the Secretary of State, the
Attorney-General, and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor.
There is no place fixed for the construction of this building, as I
understand it, but the commissioners are confined to three
squares. s

Mr, FATRBANKS. Mr, President, if the Senator will allow me.

Mr. ALLISON. Am I right aboné that?

Mr. FAIRBANEKS. No. I had the bill amended this morning
so as to give the commission the right to select a suitable loca-
tion south of Pennsylvania avenue and east of Fifteenth street,

Mr. GALLINGER. ¥Yes: in addition.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In addition to the three sites mentioned
by the Senator from Iowa.

Mr. ALLISON. Well, that is an improvement, of course. I
think myrelf that we onght to commence the construction of De-
partment buildings, as far as we can do it properly, on the south
side of Pennsylvania avenue. DBut the commission which selects
the site, as I understand it, is functus officio when that is done,

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The commission to select the site is com-
posed of the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker of
the House of Representatives, the chairmen of the Committees on
Public Buildings and Grounds of the two Houses, and three Cab-
inet officers. The three Cabinet officers are to continue and con-
struct the building after the site has been selected.

Mr. ALLISON. 8o I understand. Now, that is a very excel-
lent commission, of course; but the three Cabinet officers are the
commission who will report after the building is construeted, and
they will have the power of saying who shall go into it, and they
also have full direction in the construction as to the character of
the building in every respect.

Whilst I have every confidence in every gentleman who occun-
ies the position at this time, and probably will have such confi-
ence in those who will i the position when the building

shall be completed, which five or six years hence, it does
seem to me that if we want to economize in the spaceof buildings
and in the construction of buildings, so as not to have too great
space, there ought to be somebody somewhere who would have
some direction over the people who are to occupy this building,
I speak of that because we had precisely this difficulty when the
State, War, and Navy Degartment building was completed,

Mr. President, whilst I do not criticise this bill in any way, and
I do mot wish in any way to impede its re, it séems to me
that there are other things which are just as important as what
is pro here, and that as respects relief from the great rental
we will find at the end of five years that we will be paying as
mt:chﬁrent here as we are now paying, notwithstanding con-
struction, .
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Iowa
yield to the Senator from South Carolina?

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly.

Mr, TILLMAN. I wish to ask the Senator from Iowa if there
is not another objection, or at least another consideration, in re-
E:rd to these three Cabinet officers? For instance, if they are to

ve a say so and controlling power in apportioning the space,
naturally they will have a plan to suit their ideas of the needs
and necessities of their mi:gective Departments,

Mr. ALLISON. They should have, in a great measure,

Mr. TILLMAN. Bat if it were an independent building, where
each one of them would have his own house and plan it to suit
the necessities of the Department over which he presides, that
would be one thing; but the difficulty of getting these three to
agree upon any scheme of apportionment of this great structure
that will not prove abortive I think is a very strong a ent
against the idea to have this palace, you might say, and then try
to divide it up among three Departments, when by a reasonable
expenditure of a couple of million dollars, say, or three million dol-
lars for each Degartmeut, we can construct three buildings and
improve the sonth side of the avenue by taking away the unsightly,
miserable, measly houses that are along there now and substitute
others. The land is cheaper there, and I would much prefer to
see three buildings constructed, one for each of these Depart-
ments, than to see one building constructed and have the conflict
of interests which would naturally arise from the effort to divide
it in a reasonable way.

Mr. HALE. I wﬂ{ say that before the time comes to occupy
this building, as the Senator from Iowa has intimated, a single

one of these heads of Departments will claim that his Department
needs the whole of the building, and we will be called npon, after
having been led into a scheme which is to honse three Depart-
ments, to construct two other Department bunildings, when we
can begin and take up all the property south of the avenue and
erect for each Department a suitable, commodious building and
let it be independent by itself. The experiment of putting sev-
eral Departments info one building does not work. It never has
and it never will. It has been just the contrary.

This building will cost before we get throngh with it $12,000.000,
I have no doubt, and for that sum you can build three good hand-
some structures south of the avenue, one for each of the Depart-
ments, and house every one of those bepartments by itself.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, does the Senator from
Maine think a proposition to construct three Department build-
ings would get the sanction of Congress?

. HALE. Well, I think we would do very much better and
get on very much better, if the Senator would report from his
committee in favor of one Department building at a time, and
put one on each year.

Nobody raises issue with the Senator from Indiana about the
desirability—it is not the necessity, as he says, but the desirabil-
ity—of having these buildings for the Departments erected; but
the Senator must bear in mind that we shall have to pay rent
longer than he or Ior any of us will live. The Departments grow
all the time; andlong before we had got the three Departments of
the State, War, and Navy fairly housed in their present building,
they were renting buildings outside; so that somebody, in rather

. a waggish way, when some one asked: ‘“ Why are you appropri-
ating so much money for rents,” some Senatorial wag, I do not re-
member who, said: ** We arerenting buildings outside, because we
have just built one for these Departments. That is the reason.”

The Senator will never see the day, we all agree, when that
will not be the case, but we have got a chance now to develo
what is a great plan. We can provide that that prO}I)-{arty, wi
all those buildings south of Pennsylvania avenue, shall be taken
by the Government. Then we can from year to year erect every-
thing except the building for the Supreme Court of the United
States, which ought to be provided for early and ought to be in
a building near here corresponding to the Congressional Library
building; and all the courts, all tribunals, and all arbitration
boards, etc., onght to be putf into a building over there, corre-
sponding in external architecture with the Congressional Library,
so that we might get the Supreme Court out of the Capitol building
and yet leave it near by, so that Senators and lawyers who come
here can visit it, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has said.

‘We have now got a chance to do these things. This scheme
which has been proposed here does not in any way help either of
those schemes. I should have been very much better content if
the Senator had been willing to wait and report back a bill placing
all the counrts in a building near the Congressional Library build-
ing. I think that is more needed thanisthis. The Senator, how-
ever, did not do that; and it is not for me to say that he should.
He is a good legislator, and has done what he thinks is the right
thing. But the trouble with this scheme is that it commits us to

what puts off all these other things. I am sorry to have taken
up so much time.

Mr. FAIRBANKES. Mr. President—

Mr, BAILEY. Will the Senator yield to me for just a moment?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indi-
ana yield to the Senator from Texas?

Mr. FATRBANKS. With pleasure.

Mr. BAILEY. My attention was diverted for the moment, but
I am told that the Senator from Iowa [Mr., ArLsox] understood
me to say that Senators of longer service ought to be trans-
ferred down to the Senate Annex, and those of us of shorter serv-
ice ought to be brought up here. Probably I was unfortunate in

ressing myself. I did not say that ought to be the case.
What I did say was that if that were done, we should soon have
ample accommodations.

Mr, ALLISON, Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for
a moment?

Mr. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure,

Mr, ALLISON. Imay have been careless in my observations.
I did not suppose for a moment that the Senator from Texas
wished to reverse the custom of the Senate in that regard.

Mr, FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine
assumes continually that the site for this building will be upon
block 167 and not south of Pennsylvania avenue. He is unwar-
ranted in that assumption. The commission is left free to select
a gite along the south side of Pennsylvania avenue in accordance
with his wishes. It igd:ierfectly obvious that we can not legislate
upon this subject readily, and we have got to permit some discre-
tion to a commission.

If one building is erected, the Senator says, for the three De-
partments, those Departments would soon outgrow it. That is
true. Ultimately this building will be occupied entirely by one
Department: ultimately the War, State. and Navy Department
building will be occupied by either the War or the Navy Depart-

ment. There is no doubt about that.
Now, specifying the purposes to which this proposed building is
to be devoted is but a temporary expedient. We can not—I think

I am confirmed by the good judgment of Senators here—we can
not now enter upon the scheme of erecting a se te building for
each Department. This proposed building wﬁa{; larger than is
necessary for the present requirements of the State Department
and larger than will be necessary for accommodating the Depart-
ment of Justice—I refer to the Executive Department—four years
to come. There will be surplus of space after those two Depart-
ments are-accommodated. t will not be lost. That will be
turned over to the Department of Commerce and Labor. It will
not be sufficient to provide entirely for the wants of that Depart-
ment. Soonafter this building is authorized, if it shall be anthor-
ized, the work of constructing other buildings should be entered
upon.

Mr. President, if we were to provide for buildings in the Dis-
trict of Columbia, calling ultimately for the expenditure of
$15,000,000, it would be good business policy. Why? Because we
are paying out in the District of Columbia now, in the way of
rent, more than the interest upon $15,000,000. It is simply a busi-
ness proposition. Shall we divide over the question of whether
thereshall be one Department or two Departments? Shall we di-
vide over the mere question of location? Itseems tome we shounld
not be in any wise unaccommodating. The committee reported
in favor of three sites. There are Senators who say, *“ We wish
this option enlarged and the commission given authority to select
a gite below Pennsylvania avenue.”” The committes said in-
stantly, ** Very well; we are willing to clothe this commission
with that authority: we have no fixed immovable policy. What
we want first and foremost is a building, and we want to enter
upon the construction of it at the earliest possible day.”’

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-
tion there?

Mr. FATRBANKS. With pleasure.

Mr, BACON, The Senator says the paramount object is to se-
cure a building. Would the Senator be willing to concede to
those of us who are very much oﬁosed to a building being lo-
cated on block 167 that the building shall be located npon the
south side of Pennsylvania avenue, east of Fifteenth street? If
the Senator will do that, I myself will vote for the bill promptly,
?tntdh}' do II;Ot think there will be the slightest difficulty in getting
i ough.

Mr. FAIRBANKS, There areothers who have a different view.
I do not speak for them.

Mr. BACON. Isimply asked the Senator if he would be willing
to concede that much.

Mr. FATRBANKS. I would not at the present time. No; I
would not.

Mr. WARREN. Does the Senator not believe that the pur-
chase of a site or sites may be made to much better advantage
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and the Government secure a much lower price if the commis-
sion on selection was not tied to any particular block or locality?

Mr. FAIRBANEKS, The Senator is perfectly right about that.

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me?

Mr, FATRBANKS. Certainly.

Mr, GALLINGER. In case of going sonth of Pennsylvania
avenue you will have the entire stretch from Fifteenth street to
the Botanic Garden, not one site, but half a mile of territory.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I had not intended to advert to it, but
there is very serious opposition to that part of the scheme. I had
not intended to bring that into this debate, as it seemed irrelevant.

Mr. GALLINGER. I have no disposition to do that; but the
Senator will remember that the parking commission have -
gested the very site that he has in his bill, and likewise made
the suggestion concerning the sonth side of Pennsylvania avenue.

Mr, FAIRBANKS. The Senator is perfectly right about that.
I was not eriticising him in any degree. We go into that subject
in the report, and the situation we contemplate is within the plans
of the parking commission. We report that that is not to be
adopted to further those plans, but its adoption does not stand in
the way of their plans being adopted and carried out.

There is, I may suggest to the Senator in all frankmess and
candor, elsewhere, in very powerful guarters, a very strong op-

ition to carrying out the parking commission’s south of
Rst:nsylvania avenue, and when this bill goes elsewhere it will be
antagonized more sharply becaunse we vest in the commission the
discretion to go sonth of Pennsylvania avenue than for anything
else it contains, I am not opposed to the scheme of the parking
commission——

Mr, GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me just there—
I know there is a prejudice against the park system, so called,
but I have never seen in debate anywhere opposition manifested
to utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for l?:gbljc pur-
poses. Possibly the Senator has seen some debate that has escapex
my attention, but I have been ve:ﬁadlhgent in reference to
matter. While I agree with him that there is w;xgr 8 oppo-
sition to the adoption of the park system, so called, which, after
all, was a mere suggestion to Congress—it amounts to nothing
more than that—I have failed to see any opposition manifested to
utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur-

Mr. FATRBANKS. I donot know whether therehas been any
public manifestation of :Egtosition to this matter, but there is a
common understanding influential legislators in another
branch are very much opposed toit. When Senator McMillan
was here and occupied the chair at the head of the District of Co-
lumbia Committee, so well occupied now by my friend from New
Hampshire, he proposed that the hall of records should be lo-
cated in that guarter, and I was in entire sympathy with him;
but opposition developed so that we found it inadvisable to limit
the officers who were to select the site to that loca But I
do not know that opposition was manifested in public debate.

Mr, President, Iogo not care to prolong this matter.

Mr. GALLINGER. When I offered my amendment to the
pending bill, I used the words ** plans and specifications.” I pre-

to vote upon this bill to-night—I want to ask if it is not possible
to agree to vote upon the bill Wednesday, say before the close of
Wednesday’s session?

Mr. HALE. Wednesday has been assigned.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Wednesday has been assigned?

Mr. LODGE. It hashbeen assigned to the Senator from Nevada
[Mr. STEWART], with a bill about the regulation of milk,

Mr. GALLINGER. That measure will be discussed.

Mr. FATRBANKS. Then, if Wednesday is occupied, and if
Thursday is also occupied, I ask unanimous consent that we vote
on the bill on Friday.

Mr. TELLER. I do not know whether other Senators wish to
speak on this bill, but I think before we go any further we ought
to have a print of the bill, so that we may know what it is. No-
body knows what it is now.

I do not believe you can fix any time for voting on this bill. I
do not believe the bill is so important that it is necessary to fixa
time.

Mr. FATRBANKS. It is not any more important than hun-
dreds of other bills, but the Senate has already speut a great deal
of time in its consideration, and that should not be wasted.

Mr. TELLER, Idonot think the Senate has spent as much
time on this bill as it ought to spend on it before it commitsitself
to the system to which it is proposed to commit the Senate by
this bill. I think the bill cught to be discussed. I think the
beauty of this city defbands somewhat upon the passage or non-
passage of this bill. I confess that I am not a friend of the bill.
'tst:i FaAIRBANKS I did not charge the Senator with being
i end.

Mr, TELLER. If it means what I think it means, it onght not
to pass, not simply becanse of the cost, but becanse it will not do
for the city what we might do for it in ding this amount of
money. SoI do not think it is worth while to try to-night to get
an agreement to vote. That can be done when the bill has been
more thoroughly discussed.

: . Then I shall move to take up the bill on
next Friday after the routine morning business, if there is no
earlier ogﬁrtumty to do so.

Mr. C OM. Inow yield tothe Senator from Massachusetts.

Mr. LODGE. I wish to ask to have an amendment to the bill
printed, so that it may be before the Senate. I will send this
print to the desk in a moment. I will suggest it so that it may be
taken down correctly., In line 8, page 4, after the word * other-
wise,” T move to strike out all down to and including the word
“ Columbia,” in line 12, and to insert:

A snitable site on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue between the
Capitol and the Treasury.

I will send the bill up, so that the clerks can get it correctly
and have it prog]g printed.

The PRESID pro tempore, The amendment will be re-
ceived and printed.

HOUSE AMENDMENTS TO SENATE PENSION BILLS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend-
ments ofbmsthg House of Representatives to the following Senate

sumed ** specifications "’ covered all the detailed drawings. t | pensi

was understood by those of us who have not had the ience
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrYDEXN] has had. ; went to
the Standard Dictionary and found * specifications” defined to be
““a definite, i ized, and complete statement.” That was
my notion about the matter, but as a question has arisen 1 want
to modify td.hg m&gﬂt'by having if read, * for plans, specifi-
cations, and detai awings.”

1 will allow the amendment to remain in that shape to be voted
on. If the Senate wishes to adopt it, all right; if they wish to
reject it, all right. I shall make no further modification.

1 should like to have the Secretary state the amendment from
the desk, so that I may see that he has it correctly.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. On 6, line 5, after the word ** archi-
tects,” it is proposed to strike out the word ““fo*’ and insert the
following: RATRT

1 architeet shall receive compensation or speci-
m%ﬁ%mammmm exceed 2} per cent of thammsta!
said building, and shall also,

Mr. FATRBANKS, Asthe re
stitute for the original tt])jll, 1 tbh:ﬁ. the amendment may be
considered as if it were the original bill. X

" The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana asks

rt of the committee is a sub- | Pi

on : .
%]ﬂl (S.8274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long;

an
JAbﬂl (S. 1543) granting an increase of pension to William W.

ackson.
Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate disagree to the
amendments of the House of tatives to the respective
bills and ask for a conference with the House on the bills and
amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senats; and Mr.
McCuMBER, Mr, Scorr, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed.

SENATE AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE PENSION EILLS.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the action
of the House of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments
of the Senate to the following House pension bills, and asking for
a conference with the Senate thereon: -

A bill (H. R. 8032) granting an increase of pension to William

ttenger:
Arﬁéﬁ. R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to John G.
Fairchild:

A bill (H. R. 2920) granting an increase of pensio_n to Daniel

that, as the bill reported by the committee is a substitute, it may | W. H

be treated as the or]ijg'intll bill {iurtthe of amendment.
The Chair hears no objection, and it is so -
I&r. CULLOM. Mr? President. I desire to move that the Senate
eed to the consideration of executive business,
Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from Illinois wiIl allow
me-—his motion, of course, if it prevails, will render it impossible

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John
‘Watt: :
cAl:ﬂ] (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to Frank J.

ug: 1
Arﬁ%ﬂ(ﬂ.ﬁﬂw) granting an increase of pension to Caleb
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A bﬂl (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to Joseph
A tn]l (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William

J. She rd;
(H R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin

HA b:ll (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R.

an

I-Iargﬂ{ (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joehua
A bi]l (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John

Beédl El (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z.
idler;
A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin

. Forman;
5 .Aé biilh(H R.8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan
mi
A bill (H. R. 8058) granting an increase of on to Wﬂlmm
M Unde&-hﬁl and hes : b
bill (H. R. 9583) granting an increase of penalon to James H.

Mr PATTERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its
amendments to each of those bills disagreed to by the House of
%ﬁpmmntatives, and agree to the conferences ed for by the

ouse.

The motion was agreed to.

By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was anthor-
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr.
McCuMBER, Mr, ScorT, and Mr. PATTERSON were appointed.

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

Mr. CULLOM. I movethattheSenate proceed to the consider-
ation of executive business.

The motion was d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con-
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex-
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 39
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday,
March 1, 1904, at 12 o’clock meridian.

WITHDRAWALS.
Executive nominations withdrawn Monday, February 29, 1904.

John F. Jewell, of Illinois, and William Ross Davis, of Ohio,
to be consuls of the United States, respectively, at Alexandretta,
Turkey, and Martinique, West Indies.

NOMINATIONS.

Ezxecutive nominations received by the Senate February 29, 1904.

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY,
INFANTRY ARM,
To be captains.

First Lieut. George J. Holden, Tenth Infantry, December 10,
1903, vize Taggart, Sixth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster.

First Lient. Charles F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, December
17, 1908, vice Benjamin, Twenty-seventh Infantry, deceased.

First Llaut Arthur Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, December
26, 1903, vice Schoeffel, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge-
advocate.

First Lieut. John J. Toffey, jr., Fourth Infantry, January 2,
1904, vice Grisard, Seventh Infantry, appointed judge-advocate.

Ordnance Department.

Capt. William W. Gibson, Ordnance Department, to be major,
January 21, 1904, vice Lyle, promoted
First Lieut. Edwin D, Bricker, Ordnance Department, to be
captam January 21, 1904, vice Gibson, promoted.
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY.

Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Frederic Singer,
an additional number in grade.

Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander Alex-
ander Sharp, an additional number in gra.d

Ensign Charles H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in
the Navy from the 28th day of January, 1904, upon the comple-
tion of three years’ service in his present grade.

Lieut. Commander William G. Cutler to be a commander in
the Navy, from the 31st day of December, 1903, vice Commander
James D. Adams, promoted.

Capt. Caspar F. Goodrich to be a rear-admiral in the Navy,
fmm the 17th d. egr of February, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Charles
8. Cotton, retir

APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS.

Lauren S. Willis, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lienten-
ant in the Marine Corps, from the 22d day of February, 1904, to -
fill a vacancy existing in that grade on that date.

- CHAIERMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION,

Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal
Commission, to fill an original vacancy.

MEMBERS OF THE ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION.

Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal
Commission, to fill an original vacancy.

William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the
Isthmian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy.

William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isth-
mian Canal Conmnssmn, to fill an original vacancy

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth-
mian Canal Comlmaslon, to fill an ongmal vacancy.

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth-
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. -
Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian
Canal Commission, te fill an original vacancy.

INDIAN AGENT.

Rush J. Taylor, of Castlewood, S. Dak., to be agent for the In-
dians of the Yankton Agency, in South Dakota.

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians of

the Union Agency, in the Indian Territory, his term having ex-
Janunary 18, 1904. (Reappointment.)

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency,
Oklahoma, his term having expired February 2, 1804, (Reap-
pointment. )

MARSHAL,

Victor Loisel, of Lounisiana, to be United States marshal for the
eastern district of Louisiana, vice Charles Fontelien, deceased.

REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE.

Joseph T. Bridges, of Oregon, to be register of the land office at
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902, (Reap-
pointment. )

RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS.

James H. Booth, of Oregon, to be receiver of public moneys at
Roseburg, Oreg., his term having expired June 2, 1902. (Reap-
pointment.)

Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys
at Evanston, Wyo his term having expired December 19, 1903,
(Reappomtment.)

POSTMASTERS,

ARIZONA.

William M. Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the coun
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in place of William M.
ell. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904,

ARKANSBAS,

Omar N. Hawkins to be postmasterat Morrillton, in the county
of Conway and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas D. Haw-
kins, deceased.

Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the countyof
TUnion and State of Arkansas, in place of Edward S. Parnell, re-

signed.

Preston Holbrook to be ]{ostmaster a.t Blackhawk, in the county
of Gilpin and State of Colorado, in place of Preston Holbrook.
Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904,

ILLINOIS.

Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of
Marshall and State of Illinois, in place of Robert B. Thomas, In-
cumbent’s commission expired December 13, 1903,

IOWA.

William A, Grummon to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the
county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in place of William A,
Grummon. Incumbent’s commission expired February 26, 1904,

A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of
.IT 3{1)14&3 and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1,

of

EENTUCEY.
Thomas B. K:: trick to be tmaster at Hodgenville, late
Hodgensville, in rue and State of Kentucky.

Office became Premdentaal anuary 1,1904,
MASBACHU sma
John F, Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetta, in place of John
F, Mitchell, Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904,
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Lyman D. Thurston to be ﬁOshnAster at Leicester, in the county
of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Lyman D,

Thurston. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1804,
MICHIGARN.

Zebedee G. Culver fo be postmaster at Reading, in the county
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan., in place of Zebedee G. Culver.
Incumhent’s commission expired February 19, 1904.

Charles Quick to be ter at Lowell, in the county of Kent
and State of Michigan, in the place of Charles Quick, Incum-
bent's commission expired December 13, 1903.

MINNESOTA. .

William Cordiner to be postmaster at Princeton, in the county
of Millelacs and State of Minnesota,in place of William Cordiner.
Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904,

MISSOURI.

Milton J. Hudson to be postmaster at Hale, in the county of
Carroll and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential Jan-
uary 1, 1904,

William G. Kitchen fo be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the
county of Stoddard and State of Missouri, in place of William G.
* Kitchen. Incumbent’s commission expired February 2, 1904.

KREERASKA.

Theodore A, Gierens to be postmaster at Arlin
county of Washington and State of Nebraska, O
Presidential January 1, 1904,

NEW YORK.

Charles T. Jackson to be ter at Goshen, in the county
of Orange and State of New York, in place of Charles T. Jackson.
Incumbent’s commission expires March 6, 1904,

NORTH CAROLINA.

Richard M. Norment to be r at Luomberton, in the
county of Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of Rich-
ard M. Norment. Incumbent’s commission expired February 5,
1904,

OHIO

Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the
county of Madison and State of Ohio, in place of Edgar C. Horn-
beck., Incumbent’s commission expired January 24, 1903.

OKLAHOMA,

G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana-
dian and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Ellery A. Humphrey,

z PENKSYLVANIA.

John W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the
county of Bradford and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Lotta J.
Kintner. Incumbent’s commission expired February 19, 1904,

Cyrus E. Hipple to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of
Cyrns E. Hipple. Incumbent's commission expired February
24, 1904. ;

Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in county of
Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. Office became Presi-

dential July 1, 1903,
TEXAS.

William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of
Wilson and State of Texas, in place of Paul Neubauer. Incum-
bent’s commission expired December 14, 1903,

WASHINGTON.

James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit-
titas and State of Washington, in place of James Lane. Incum-
bent’s commission expired February 2, 1904

n, in the
became

CONFIRMATIONS.

Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 29, 190.
POSTMASTERS,
INDIAN TERRITORY.
William Noble o be postmaster at South McAlester, in the
Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory. ’
MISSOURI.
Benjamin C. Klusmeier to be postmaster at La Grange, in the
county of Lewis and State of Missouri,
Lauriston H. Condit to be postmaster at Canton, in the county
of Lewis and State of Missouri.
NEBRASKA.
David S. Beynon to be postmaster at Burwell, in the county of
Garfield and State of Nebraska.
NORTH UAROLINA,
J. Sanford Patterson to be r at Spray, in the county
_of Rockingham and State of North Carolina.

NORTH DAKOTA.
g?stmast,er at Anamoose, in the county
North Dakota.
OHIO.
Charles E. Frame to be postmaster at West Union, in the county
of V%dm aid State otfo Oblgo. bl
illiam M. Evans postmaster at Hu in the coun
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. : 54
PENNSYLVANIA.
James H. Morrison to be postmaster at Marienville, in the
county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania.
W. H. Longwell to be postmaster at Oil City, in the county o
Venango and State of Pennsylvania.
WASHINGTOR.
George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the couniy
of Pierce and State of Washington.,

Albert Albrecht to be
of McHenry and State of

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
Monpay, February 29, 1904.

The House met at 12 o'clock m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExrRY N. CoupEex, D. D.

The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 27, 1904,
was read and approved,

BWEARING IN OF A MEMBER,

By direction of the Speaker, the credentials of Hon. George A.
Castor, Member-elect from the Third Congressional district of
Pennsylvania, were read lg the Clerk.

Mr. Castor appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath
of office prescribed by law.

THOMAS JOYCE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8850) grant-
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Joyce, with a Senate amend-
ment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House
concur in the Senate amendment,

The motion was agreed to.

HARRY HALLER.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6582)
granting an increase of pension to Harry Haller, with a Senate
amendment.

The Senate amendment was read.

Mr, LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Fouse
nonconeur in the Senate amendment and request a confererce.

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to; ard the
Speaker appointed the following as conferees on the part of the
House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr, PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, and
Mr. RicHArDSON of Alabama.

EMPLOYMENT OF DOCEET CLERK.

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on
Acconnts I present the following privileged resolution and repors,
which I will send to the desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution No. 79.

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby anthorized and directed
to employ an additional clerk as calendar and docket clerk. to be paid out of
the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate
of $2,500 per year.

Amended so as to read as follows:

Resolred, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed
to employ a docket clerk for the purpose of tracing legislation, to be paid out
of the eontingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for,at the rate
of $2,000 per year, from and after January 4, 1004,

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

The question was taken: and the amendments were agreed to.

The gPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso-
lution as amended.

The question was taken; and the resolution as amended was
agreed fo.

RELIEF OF BATH IRON WORKS AND OTHERS,

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Claims has had
before it, among other bills, the bill (H. R. 10346) for the relief
of the Bath Iron Works and others. The partiés for whom this
bill is songht to be a relief are some dozen different contractors
and manufacturers who contracted to build a number of to: o
boats and torpedo-boat destroyers. The bill seeks to give to these
manufacturers the difference between the contract price and the
actual cost of these boats. The contention of the claimants is
that they lost money on the contracts.

The House committee has not reached any conclusion upon the
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merits of the bill, but has had a hearing occupying two full days.
The bill involves a large sum of money, something a little less
than $2,000,000. Under these circumstances I have come into the
House on behalf of the Commitfee on Claims for the purpose of
asking unanimous consent to have the report of this hearing
printed, -

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ilinois asks unanimous
consent to have the hearings before this committee on the bill
(H. B. 10346) for the relief of the Bath Iron Works and others
printed. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading
clerk, announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend-
ments to the bill (H. R. 9480) making appropriations for the legis-
lative, executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, dis-
agreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the con-
ference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr, Corrom, Mr. WARREN,
and Mr., TELLER as the conferees on the part of the Senate.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill of
the following title; in which the coneurrence of the House of Rep-
resentatives was requ :

S. 628, An act for the relief of Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry
Opeman Bassett, deceased.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole Honse on
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill
(H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the expenses
of ths government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes.

Mr. MUDD. I desire to reserve points of order on this bill,

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They have been reserved.

The SPEAKER. Points of order have already been reserved.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Pending my motion, I shonld
like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee . PiercE] whether
he has any suggestion to make as to the duration of the general
debate on this bill?

My, PIERCE. I suggest that the matter be permitted to run
along; and when the debate has proceeded somewhat, we can
then, if necessary, agree npon a time for closing if.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That suggestion issatisfactory
to me.

The motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota was agreed to.

The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union (Mr. LAWRENCE in the
chair),and proceeded to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12833,
the District of Columbia appropriation bill.

The Clerk was proceeding to read the bill, when

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesofa said: I ask unanimous consent
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with.

There was no objection; and it was ordered accordingly.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. . Chairman, this bill has
been constructed with two ideas in view: First, the recognition of
the fact that the District of Columbia contains the capital of the
United States, in which all of the people of the United States are
interested and in which they take a natural and proper pride; and,
second, the recognition of the necessity for reasonable care and
prudence in the expenditare of public money.

The appropriations carried in this bill, exclusive of the a Ti-
ations for the water department, which are payable out of the in-
come of that department, are based upon estimates of §12,884,825,
This bill carries appropriations amounting to $10,059,071, being
4,825,754 less than the estimates.

The amount appropriated for expenses of the District of Colum-
bia for the current year is $8,753.601. Hence this bill carries
$1,305,880 more than the appropriations for the currenf year. But
this sum is made up almost entirely by twoitems—namely, $968,155
of an increass for the completion of the filiration plant and $300,000
to carry on the work connected with the building of the new ter-
minal railway station.

Of the $10,059,071 appropriated in this bill, exclusive of the ap-
propriation for the water department, the amount payable from
the Treasury of the United States is $5,028,285.50; the amount
payable from the revenues of the District of Columbia is $5,030,-
785.50. This covers 82,500 which, under the highway act, is pay-
able wholly out of the revenues of the District.

In addition fo the amount just named, there is carried in the
legislative bill, chargeable to the District of Columbia, the sum
of $00,043. Provision is alsomade for the construction of a bridge
across the Potomac River, at an expense of $096,000, for which
about $250,000 will be required from the District funds the com-
ing year,

The total revenuses of the District of Columbia for the fiscal
year 1905 are estimated at 84,730,935.10.

It will thus be seen that the amount appropriated in this bill
payable out of the Distriet revenues exceeds those revenues by
about $330,000. To meet this excess of expenditure provision is
made in section 8 of the bill for advances from the Treasury cor-
responding with those heretofore made.

There have been a few additional offices provided, all of them
being deemed negessary. In the first place, the school system has
called for an addition of forty-five teachers. There has also been
an addition to the fire department. The aggregate of additional
employees numbers seventy-six.

There have been some increases of salaries, notably among those
enjoying the er salaries. The minimum salary of teachers
in the public schools of Washington has been §450 per year. That
minimum has been raised in this bill to $500 per year. There has
been in the police department a minimum salary of §720. That
is now raised to $900. There has also been an increase in the
salaries of those men connected with ths fire department who
are receiving the smallest pay. In brief, this statement accounts
for practically all the increased salaries and additional offices.

There are in this bill several provisions which might be con-
strued as being lagislation and therefore perhaps subject to a point
of order. But every one of them has a purpose relevant to this
bill; and I trust that if a point of order is raised by anyone, it will
be reserved in order that explanation may be made, because I think
with explanation the point of order will be withheld.

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle-
man a question. Ishould like to ask if any provision is made for
sewers in that region of the city about Woodley Inn?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman,in general an-
swer to the gentleman from New York, I would say that our plan
in connection with the extension of sewers has been to extend now
the trunk lines for the general sewage-disposal system. As per-
haps most of the members of the committee know, the sewage of
Washington now finds itsontletin front of thecity. That hasnot
been regarded as healthful. The purpose is to collect it all into a
great trunk sewer, carry if under the Eastern Branch, and then by
a siphon fo dispose of it 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern
Branch, so that none of this foulness shall enter the Potomae in
front of thecity. The carrying on of the enterprise referred to—
that is, the general sewage-disposal system and the trunk sewers
connected withit—is taking so much money that thers is no sewer
construction being done in the section of the city referred to by the
gentleman, Later on, when this general sewer system has been
w?rked out, we hope to reach that part of the city to which he
Telers.

Mz, PAYNE. When will that hope probably be realized?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not a prophet, nor the
son of a prophet, but I should say it will be when we are thoroughly
convinced that it is a wise expenditure of public money to take up
that particular part of the sewerage system.

Mr. PAYNE. And in the meantime those people up there will
have to get along without sewers?

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. In the meantime they will
have to do as other people have to do who go out to the suburbs.
They get the benefit of cheap land on which to build their homes
and have low taxation, and must be satisfied to do without some
of the things enjoyed by those who live on higher priced land and
pay higher taxes.

Mr, SCOTT. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly, !Er Chairman,

Mr, SCOTT. Ishould like to inguire what has been done and
what is now being done upon the filtration plant and how soon
that is expected to be completed?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in answer to
the question of the gentleman from Kansas, I would say that the
amount appropriated for the filtration plant for the current year
was $600,000. Colonel Miller, the officer of the War Department
in charge of this water system, assured us that if we would give
him for the coming year the full amount estimated to be necessary
to complete. the filtration plant—in round numbers, $1,600,000—
he would have that filtration plant completed on the 1st day of
December of this year, so that when we return next fall we can
both drink and wash in clean water.

Mr, PAYNE. Did you make the appropriation asked for?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. e havemade the approprias
tion, and that acconnts, in large parf, for the size of this bill.
There is an additional million dollars in that one item, and that
accounts for a large of the increase that the bill carries.

Mr, SCOTT. Is the filtration plant to be located up near the
source of the su 1{1‘

Mr. McCLEﬁ of Minnesota. It is located out near the
Catholic University and the Soldiers’ Home.

Mr, Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr,
BURKETT] such time as he desires.
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Mr. BURKETT. Mr, Chairman, I desire at this time, when we
are considering the annual District of Columbia appropriation bill,
to submit a few remarks, generally, upon our national capital, her
government and development. I believe that in connection with
the many plans for the beautifying of Washington that have been
urged upon the attention of Congress and the press and the peo-
ple within the past few years, some of which are provided for in
this bill, it may be interesting and profitable to know something
more than the facts and figures which this bill carries.

For a very few moments that I shall occupy your attention I de-
sire to give something of the original plan for the completed
‘Washington, together with some of the difficulties that have stood
in the way of its consummation. I want,incidentally, to submit
something in a very general way of the government of the Dis-
trict and how and whence it comes about. It is an unique gov-
ernment, nothing like it anywhere, and yet every citizen of the
Republic is prond to believe that his capital is the best-governed
city in the world.

It was a risky statement by some one that *‘ more people have
ears to be tickled than understandings to judge.’”” But to this he
might have added that there were more eyes to be feasted than

ispositions to know.

he thought suggests itself that of the many Americans who
tour Europe and the world how few do know how their own cap-
ital is governed. Then, too, of the many thousands of people
who annually visit Washington and feast upon the scenes of art
and industry, from the great galleries to the magnificent 0-
rama of her streets and avenues, and the great gtl:;ﬂic and private
institutions, how few ever inquire into the machinery that makes
Wushington the beautiful city it is. How few ever stop to think
that in all the world besides there is not another city governed
just like Washington. Here is food for much reflection; here is
reason for much speculation npon the power fo abandon *‘ inher-
ent rights '’ with the * consent of the governed.”

Admiring multitudes have stood in awe before the statues of
marble and bronze to the heroes of the Republic; they climb the
shaft towering over them all, erected to the memory of the Father
of his Country: they explore the city to its farthest corners, for
every step is filled with historic recollections; they are whirled
through miles of streets paved with asphaltum and admire their
width, and their length, and their ingenious figure; they applaud
the parks and the pleasure resorts; yet, with it all, few ever stop to
ask, How is this all brought about—what is it that makes it pos-
gible? Whence comes the treasure to care for this enormous ex-
pense? And, if some one were to tell them that they had helped
to elect a member of the common council of this beautiful capital
city there would be an air of incredulity approaching disbelief.
Nevertheless, such is the case. Their vote may have been cast in
Maine or in California, in Texas or in Florida, yet every vote for
a Member of Congress was a vote for a member of the common
council of Washington, Congress is the lawmaking power of the
national capital in exactly the same capacity as the board of alder-
men is for New York City, but with unlimited prerogatives and
unlimited power. That is, there is no law of superior importance
above Congress that wonld compare with the State statutes that
control the conncil of an ordinary city.

Perhaps this mag seem new to somebody, but it is only the re-
freshing of a treacherous memory, for everybody has read in that
article of the United States Constitution in which is enumerated
the powers of
T ITAe s Ghosiing 2 T saveres 4. Toay by
the cession of particular States, and the acceptance of Congress, become the
seat of government of the United States.

Everybody who has ever read the Constitution has once known
this fact, and it only needs to be suggest.ed for him to call it
vividly to mind. Perhaps, however, he has never thought, and
probably has never asked himself how that clause in the Consti-
tution is executed. Or perhaps he may think it has fallen by the
wayside in its literality, supplanted by some substituted form
under our ‘“.elastic Constitution,’”” by man’s ingenuity in making
the *‘ old document ' adjustable to modern ideas.

1t is safe to say that comparatively few people know how this
clanse is carried out, or whether it is even pretended to be car-
ried out, and if so, to what extent. Thus, I say, few people un-
derstand that within onr own confines, at the very heart of the
nation, at our own capital, there is a district of 70 sqﬂara miles,
inhabited by over 800,000 of God’s creatures, intelligent, edu-
cated, civilized, Christianized, who not only have no voice in the
affairs of the nation, but indeed exercise no control whatsoever
over their own local government. This is the condition in
Washington. Congress does the legislating for the District of
Columbia. It not only provides the form of government for the
District, but directs the execution of that form of government.
It also makes its laws, both civil and criminal, it es the rules

of evidence for the courts, names the punishment for criminals,
and provides laws regulating juries.

In short, Congress, without let or hindrance, with no other re-
straint than the one clause in the Constitution just quoted, is the
source of all government in the District of Columbia. Congress

s upon and allows every dollar of money expended in the
istrict, directs and limits improvements, scrutinizes and fixes
the salary of every clerk in the city offices. It provides a water
system, a police force, and a fire department. It orders the streets
paved and repaired, cares for the ks, and carries away the
garbage. In short,the Congress of the United States, constituted
af present of 386 members in the House of Representatives and
90 in the Senate, representing forty-five States, is the common
council of Washington, with supreme power and authority to leg-
iglate for it. Thus it may be said that this particular cﬂmse in
the Constitution is interpreted literally and is executed as it is
interpreted.

It shonld also be said that under the control of Congress Wash-
ington has developed from a neighborhood of suburban fringes of
near-by villages, surrounded by the most inanspicious conditions,
to that of a beautiful city. Swamps have been drained, forests
have been ren§,ved, rivers have been bridged, canyons have been
filled, and rocks have been blasted out in making way for the
bean:.i:ifullge ved and parked capital city that Washington has
grown to be. And let me say that during all of that time the
symmetrical plan which the Father of his Country prided himself
g0 much in and spent somuch time in perfecting has been carried
out. To many its consummation has seemed slow. There have
always been those who chafed under the apparent lethargy in the
building up of Washington, and at times the enormous cost has
almost persnaded those in control of affairs that the plan was too
big and that the design of the draftsman was too expensive of
execution. But, tothe credit of all of them, better judgment has
always prevailed, charity and patience on the one hangn;ma met
apprehension and conservatism on the other, and the symmetry
of the plans of Washington have never been interfered with.

To George Washington belongs the credit of most of the beauties
of plan of the capital city, for it was his farseeing eye that looked
clear in advance of anything then dreamed of by most people and
to where we have scarcely yet reached.

To George Washington, the Father of his Country, the designer
of her machinery of government, the savior of her liberties, it
was appropriate likewise that the plan for her capital should be
intrusted when she was ready to have one. In him then was re-

sed the trust of selecting t{a exact location of the capital city.

or several years the headquarters of the nation had been migra-
tory. It had been going from one city to another, according to
the patriotic manipulations of the *‘logrollers” in Congress, or
other more or less worthy motives, until most men came to be-
lieve that if the nation was o endure and perpetuate its blessings
and beauties, it must have a permanent, fixed seat of government;
that if it was to convince the skeptical of its future stability, it
must at least be settled and determined within itself.

Some time was taken up in controversy as to just where the
capital was to be located. The South very naturally wanted it
in the Southern States, and the North wanted it in the Northern
States, and every State wanted it in that particular State. The
com&romise, so well known to all men, was finally made that the
Sonthern States were to be permitted to have the capital located
on the Potomac River, and the Northern States, in consideration
of permitting them to have it without further trouble, were to
have assumed certain of their State obligations incurred in Revo-
lutionary war times. Thus the location of the capital, which
threatened at times the disruption of the Union, was finally ad-
justed as the resunlt of a barter of the ** location*’ for the *‘ assump-
tion of State debts.” This onlyshows that those old philosophers
were no less alive to home interests than men of more modern
times, and that ** Pro bono publico "’ is sometimes a local question.

Washington was then given authority to select the site for the
Federal city. In this he was limited to 100 miles along the Poto-
mac River, running from somewhere about Cumberland, Md., to
Jones Point, down just below Alexandria. His experience as a
surveyor preeminently qualified him for the undertaking, while
his proverbial justness to all men and to all things and under all
conditions made him the unanimous choice for this important yet
laborious undertaking,

How fitting that George Washington should select the site of
the permanent abiding place of the nation’s capital, and that the
city should bear his name, to stand throughout the life of the
nation a growing monument to the grandeur of the achievements
of his life. He selected, in accordance with the law, a place 10
miles square, located on the Potomac River, about two-thirds of
it north of the river, in Maryland, and the rest of it south of the
river, in Virginia. The lateral lines of the square do not extend
due east, west, north, and south, but in a northeasterly, north-
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westerly, ete., direction, giving it such a shape that one corner is
at the farthermost northern point and its opposite diagonal corner
is the farthermost southern point. is makes it somewhat of a
diamond shape as it appears on the map with its corners toward
the four points of the compass.

In 1846 that part selected west of the Potomac River and in the
Starte of Virginia was receded to that State, and the District of
Columbia now constitutes about 70 square miles east of the west
bank of the Potomac River.

Washington, then, with the assistance of L’Enfant, proceeded to
lay ont the city of Washington. He made the streets to run north,
south, east, and west, but across them, diagonally northeast and
southwest, and northwest and southeast, he ran avenues. All
of these thoroughfares he made of extraordinary width. All the
city was to be reckoned from the Capitol. The streets are num-
bered from the Capitol east and west and lettered from north
to soath. From the Capitol these streets and avenues radiate as
the spokes from the hub of a great wheel. Between the Capitol
on one hill and the White House on another hill, about a mile and
a half away, he ran Pennsylvania avenue, familiar, of course, to
everyone who has ever visited Washington. It was down this
thoroughfare, then little more than a cow path through a jungle
of smartweeds, that the British went when they destroyed the
Capitol in 1812, It was down this historic old street that the
“Boys of 61" rushed to the defense of the nation, and where
they again marched through the mud at the close of four years of
fighting in their last ** Grand Review.” Down this thoroughfare
went Thomas Jefferson on horseback unattended to take the oath

gi:f}‘i;ée, and down it also the inaugural parade of every President.

led.

The plan which George Washington laid cut was, until the
close of the civil war, looked upon by many as visionary. Itcon-
templated an enormous expense and a great city to sustain it or
need it, The city was unpromising, although perhaps for this
she was not to blame. The uncertainty of the permanency of the
capital until after the civil war gave little heart fo the residents
to improve Washington, But after Appomattox all uncertainty
was removed. Washington was to continue forever the seat of
* government of the American Republic. To be sure, thers wasno
public edict to this effect, as indeed there could be none, but the
verdict was rendered in two millions of hearts and minds in the
last ' Grand Review.'’ Fouryears of warfarehad more intimately
acquainted the people with the historic significance oi Washing-
ton. Its defense and preservation by the heroes in blue had en-
deared it to every Northern soldiér, and the verdict was sealed,

silently but effectually, and from that time all effort to removeit !

has ceased.

In 1871 Congress established a government for the District,
giving it a governor and Delegates in Congress and providing

r popular elections, Atthis timeand under the impetus of this
first real attention that Congress had given to the development of
the District the first move of any consequence for the improve-
ment of the city was made. Several millions of dollars (probably
about thirty millions) were expended by the administration of af-
fairs in opening up the streets and in extending the city. But

ular government soon demonstrated itself to be a failure, at
ﬁt the people of the District evidently thought so, for they
united in a request to Congress in 1874 to establish a government
other than one dependent upon elective franchise of the people of
the District.

This may be the first time that people have asked that their
consent bé taken away from them in governmental affairs. Ac-
cordingly the commissioner system was established in 1874, sim-
ilar in many respects to what pertains now, and in 1878 the
present government of the District was given by Congress. Under
this government, known as ** the commissioner system,’” exempli-
fied and perfected from that of 1874 by the act of 1878, the beautiful
‘Washington of to-day has grown. By this arrangement the peo-
ple of the District gave up their right of representation in Con-
gress and their right of franchise. Congress, on the other hand,
agreed to assume one-half of the expense of operating the city in
the future. By the provisions of that government the President
appoints two Commissioners, residents of the District, who, to-
gether with a member of the Engineer Corps of the United States
Army, detailed by the President, constitute the Board of Com-
missioners, with executive powers in administering the affairs of
the District in accordance with the laws that Gon&resa provides,

This government has existed since 1878 and is the most satis-
factory to the people of the District of Columbia and to Congress
of any that has been tried. The Commissioners, through offices
created and provided for by Congress in their general laws, le
and collect taxes of the peopleof the District. The taxes are pai
into the Treasury of the United States and are there keptin a
separate fund for the District of Columbia. They are then all
paid out under the appropriation bills passed by By
the terms of the act of 1878 of every public expense Congress ap-

propriates 50 per cent from the District fund and the other half
from the United States fund. In short, it may be stated as prac-
tically correct that the United States pays one-half of the cost of
the maintenance and running of the Distriet of Colmmmbia, Wash-
ington, and Georgetown, and the people of the District pay the
other half.

There are two reasons perhaps most potent for this arrange-
ment. First, the United States is a very large property owner in
the District and city, and of course Government property is not
taxable. The amount of this property is constantly increasing.
Every year additional land is being purchased and new buildings
are being erected. When property is changed from private to
public ownership, and consequently withdrawn from the available
taxable property, the share of the burden as borne by this prop-
erty is then shifted to the remaining property of the District
under private ownership. But a second reason for the United
States bearing one-half of the whole burden which might not ap-
pear to the casual observer, and which perhaps is the most po-
tent, is that unusnal demands are made for the improvement and
beautifying and control of Washington. Itis the capital city of
80,000,000 people and of the most prosperous nation on earth.
Every individual feelsa proprietary pride in his capital and wants
it in keeping with the mighty, progressive nation that we are.
The Constitution placed control where it is so that the whole peo-
ple, through Congress, could have their capital just asthey wanted
it. It is not thonght proper that the taxpayers of a single city
shounld be called npon to pay for the ideals of the people in this
particular. They counld not doit. It would confiscate property
;10 a}enforlc: it; hence the amicable arrangement and the ** half-and-

£ plan.

Congress exercises the full power reposed in it by the Constitu-
tion in the legislation for ang the control of the District of Co-
lumbia. In both the Senate and House of Representatives there
are committees on the District of Columbia, to which all matters
of legislationare referred. Theappropriations of funds, of course,
go to the Committee on Appropriations.

This appm%i:tinn bill that we now present is the annual
budget of the District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, It
is mace in accordance with the laws that I have heretofore men-
tioned. The committee have given it very careful consideration,
31111;1]1 wge be]igve !x:t iis) a.qtneargdperfect as l;ml?]d be made. As it
8 read item by ifein paragraph by paragraph -
tunity will be given for every Member of the House to nndegs?tg?:ld

every detail and to criticise it and to amend it if they so choose,
| [Loud a}_lglause.]

Mr. PIERCE. I yield one hour, or so much thereof as he may
desire, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT].

Mr. G T. Mr. Chairman, four or five days ago the dis-
tingunished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] consumed
about an hour of the time of this House in undertaking to tell
us what the Democratic party stands for. I should be glad to
have the gentleman from Connecticut present.

Mr. BENTON. He is here.

Mr. GILBERT. I propose to take so much of the hour now
following as may be necessary to point ont what the Republican
purty is and what it stands for, and, like the gentleman from Con-
necticut [Mr. HiLL], I shall decline to be interrupted until I shall
have concluded what I have prepared to say, and then I shall be
gzry glad to d:(tltempt to answer any reasonable questions that may

pro X

_The Republican party wasat the ontset not a political organiza-
tion at all. It was a party of wild-eyed religious fanatics, who
despised the Constitution and evaded the laws. They emphasized
certain glittering generalities in the Declaration of Independence
and denounced the express agl;é;via'zxit:m of the Constitution of the
United States. They were almost as frenzied and unreasoning in
their determination to free the negroea and give them political
and social equality as were the Crusaders in their determination
to rescue the Holy Sepulcher from the hands of the Moslem.

The first Republican platform, adopted in 1836, upon which Fré-
mont was nominated for the Presidency, demanded the immedi-
ate admission of Kansas as a State of the Union. Kansas then
had a sparse population of only a few thousand, spreading over a
vast wilderness. Now, when three great Territories with a half
million of people each demand admission as States, this party con-
tinues in its platforms to promise admission and continues to
violate the promise. For example, the platform you adopted in
1892 lcontamed, among other things, this promise to the American
people:

'We favor the admission of the remaining Territories at the earliest prace
;:lntat:)lta t%lﬂyb_hégg% ?W totheinterestof the people of the Territories

You repeated this promise in 1898, and then again in the }
form of 1900 you proglaimed: o plst:

‘We favor home rule for and the early admission to stateh: erris
tories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Ok{ahomn. = 9pEe T




2560

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 29,

How many more times are you going to write these falsehoods
in your platforms and how many more years will these people in
the Territories be denied the right of local self-government? Has
your fondness for holding crown colonies in the Orient tempted
you to hold thesz neighbors and kindred of our own country in
subjection also? Do the people who inhabit theé poor hillsides of
New England dread to see the seat of political empire drift away
to the South and West? g

You wanted Kansas to come in immediately because she would

have strengthened your political power. You oppose the admis-
sion of these three great Territories because you fear six more
Democratic Senators and quite an additional number of Demo-
cratic Congressmen. This is the state of the Union upon that
matter. And king of promises in the Republican national
platforms which have never been redeemed, it would afford
amusement, if the matter were not so serious and important, to
review this highway leading to your political perdition next No-
vember, paved with good resolutions, and see how it is strewn
with wrecks and betrayals of the people’sconfidence. [Applause
on the Democratic side.ga
. In the platform of 1868 this Republican party annonnced that
suffrage in all the loyal States properly belonged to the people of
those States, but that in the disloyal States it was a matter under
the control of Congress. This absurd doctrine was carried out
with all its hideous enormity in the reconstruction of the Sonth.
No civilized people in modern times, though subjugated by war,
were ever sug‘j’gcted to more outrage and cruelty by a conquering
enemy than were the people of the Southern States at the close
of the war, Not content with disfranchising the white people,
they placed the ballot into the hands of the ignorant and illiter-
ate negroes, who were fresh from the cornfields and cotton
plantations, and these negroes were guided and controlled by un-
scrupulous carpetbaggers from the North. _

These illiterate me, mounted the bench as judges of the
courts. They filled the halls of the State legislatures and inau-
gurated such a carnival of crime and corruption as were hideous
to contemplate. Such pollution of society ensued, such mise
followed, as no other people endured. Yes, these issnes are dead;
but these historical facts are not, and should not be forgotten.
If, when England conquered the Republic of South Africa, she
had disfranchised the white population of those countries and had
placed the right to vote exclusively in the hands of the negro
slaves, the case would still not have been as great an outrage as
was heaped upon the sonthern people of our own land. The out-
rage would not have been so great, becanse negro slaves of South
Africa were as intelligent as the negro slaves of the Sounthern
States, whereas the Boers of South Africa were a different race of
people from the English conquerors. They were strangers. sepa-
rated by wide oceans, speaking a different tongue, with different
manners and customs; while the southern white ple were of
the same blood, descended from the same sires, speaking the same
langunage, and inheriting the same laws, literature, and traditions
as the people of the North. -

The day is long in the life of a people, but time will hardly ef-
face from our memories the needless cruelties and frightful devas-
tations that were visited even npon the smoking ruins of the fairest
of all the lands of the world. ,

Coming now to the platform of 1872—I want to try and hasten
on to get down to some of these modern issues [applause], so that
I can entertain the young gentleman from Minnesota, who hopes
to laugh and giggle the doctrines of Jefferson and Jackson out of
the country, and I want to get down to the days that are in the
recollection of my distinguished friend from Connecticut.

In the platform of 1872 this party declared this astounding state-
ment:
cron B ceans SASsenab of Al s cotailshed whivorsa) SuPrage,exhlb:
z}tjrlfng unparalleled magnanimity; it criminally punished no man for political

There is not a single truthful statement in that whole par-
agraph. The Republican ggrthi did not suppress a.nf rebellion.
The ocrats North and South who voted for Douglas and the
Whigs and Union men North and South who voted for John Bell
were as much opposed to secession as were the Republicans who
voted for Lincoln. More votes were cast for Douglas and Bell
than were cast for Lincoln. They were as patriotic, as devoted
to the Union, and made as good soldiers and did as much in every
way tosuppress the rebellion as did those Republicans who claimed
O e od the Union at all and_

e ican party never sav =) on af and never
freed a ;?a;ro slave.rtiﬁeaonri voted for Douglas, and she put
more than 100,000 soldiers in the Union Army. Tennessee voted
for Bell, and that State furnished 31,092 Union soldiers. Kentucky
voted for John Bell, and yet she furnished 85,860 soldiers to the
Union Army. Maryland furnished 46,638 soldiers to the Union

Army, West Virginia furnished 82,088 Union soldiers. I have
heard no less an authority than Judge Harlan, of the Supreme
Court, say that the Union was saved in a t measure by the
southern men who refused to join the secession, but who, with
equal heroism and greater love for.the Union, stood out against
their brethren of the South and fought to maintain and perpetu-
ate the Government of their fathers. Think of this declaration in
the platform, * exhibiting unparalleled magnanimity; it crimi-
nally punished no man for political offenses.”” When the German
army conquered the Turksat Poltawa, the Turks were permitted to
return home and to maintain their local laws and institutions.

‘When the French army was destroyed at Sedan, the Frenchmen
were allowed to return to their own country and exercise all the
rights of citizenship. So when the army of the Sultan conguered
the Grreeks. these people retained their local laws and institutions
and wereallowed to rule their own country as if no war had been
waged. Even when Russia, Germany, and Austria despoiled Po-
land, her citizens were still left permission to control their local
affairs, forced only to acknowledge the paramount allegiance to
the conqueror. In this Sonth land of ours, alone of all the con-
quered countries of modern times, the white citizens, the property
owners, the intelligent part of the population, were disfranchised
and the local government placed in the hands of former slaves.

Coming now to the platform of 1876, let us read this paragraph:
aﬂWe rejoice in the quickening conscience of the poople concerning political

ALrs,

Think of this! When Tilden received 4,284,757 votes. while
Hayes received only 4,033,950 votes; and yet by the utter lack of
any political conscience whatever the returning boards and the
Electoral Commission found a devious way by fraud to either go
behind the returns or to refuse to go behind them or do whatever
else was necessary to vote into the high office of President a man
who had been defeated at the polls, and to count ont a manwhom
all honest men now admit was duly elected. So, having perpe-
trated the test election fraud in onr history, and having for-
cibly canceled the certificate of the people at the polls, this party
in the next platform of 1880 with great impundence declared, *‘ The
}mnegt voter must be protected against terrorism, viclence, and

raund.”’

But let us hasten on to 1884, when that party began its series of
promises to reduce the tariff —promises which it never intended
to fulfill. Instead of redeeming this gledge that party has con-
stantly pursued the opposite plan, and the surplus has grown to
such proportions that certain favorite national banks are made
depositories of this surplus and are collecting millions of dollars
annually in the way of interest by lending this surplus back to
the people. The net profits made every year by these national
banks in this way would furnish many millions for campai
funds, to be expended to perpetuate the outrage and still leave the
bankers time and leisure to praise the glories of the Republican
party in ne pers and magazines of the country. [Applause
and laughter.i Then look at this siren song which was sung in
that same platform:

i
patins 6 Fhe Gegmasnda o3 e Hoopie for the Tremabm o squalify of all men,

The freedom and equality of the ten millions in the Philippines,
in Porto Rico, in Alaska, and in the Sandwich Islands are meant,
of course. The only freedom and equality furnished since this
platform was written was such as was shown to a colored woman,
Mrs. Cox, at Indianola, when the Administration undertook to
force her services as postmaster upon the white people of that
city. Another instance of freedom and equality is to be found
when the President disregarded the recommendations of both
white Republicans and Democrats in South Carolina and foreced
upon the people a black, odoriferous geraninm by the name of Doc-
tor Crum as collector of the port of Charleston. Still another
instance of freedom and equality to all men was perhaps shown
when a certain other darky by the name of Booker Washington
came to lunch at the White House and the President expressed
his regrets that his family were away and insisted that Mr.
Washington return to dinmer. So this negro did come back to
dinner, with the President of the United States at one end of the
table, Mrs. Roosevelt at the other, Miss Alice and Theodore, jr.,
on either side, and Booker Washington seated at the seaf of honor
at the right hand of the President, eating out of the same dish
and ‘‘ sopping '’ out of the same bowl.

‘“‘ Freedom and equality to all men!"” 'What rot and nonsense
in the light of recent history. Have you read the address deliy-
ered the other day by ex-Secre of War Root at the law school
banguet? Here is what he says, in part:

It has been my province during the last four and a half years to deal with
arbitrary government. It has been n for me to not only make laws
and pronounce judgment without any occasion for discussion, except in go
{:rale[s' 3 § Wt&%d ;: ooael to weéigh t:‘.he ]qu::tio‘n kinﬁolvad i&: my own m']._nd aﬂect

: of people; and not only to make laws and pronounce judgmen
htﬁ‘. tag)'mte Jjudgment with overwhelming force great Bwifina-.
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Think of this for one moment and think how rapidly we have
degenserated from the institutions founded by the fathers of this
ubljc. Think of one arbitrary despot holding the destinies of
10,000,000 of human beings in the hollow of his hand without any
restraint of constitution or law, * Execute judgment with over-
whelming force and great swiftness!”” The time was when such
an utterance would have demanded and received universal con-
demnation. Butnow it is the strenuosity of a popular administra-
tion. A military satrap burning cities, devastating provinces,
torturing prisoners and noncombatants has become the hero and
idol of a Republican party that has the unspeakable impudence to
talk about ** liberty and equality.”
But hastening on fo the platform of 1888, we find this ebullition
of patriotism from the swelling bosom of the Republican party:

The Republican ty would accept all needed reductions in the national
?u\;%:;ua?o repea Igg the tax upon tobacco, which is an annoyance and a
n

Then, why don’t you repeal the tax on tobacco and relieve the
farmers of this annoyance and burden to agriculture? Youelected
your candidate to ti’te Presidency in 1888. You have controlled
Congress ever since. Time and again the Democrats have nrged
you to redeem this promise to repeal this tobacco tax. Thereare
four or five bills now pending in this House, one introduced by
my distinguished friend who sits in front of me, Mr. STANLEY,
one by my colleague from Kentucky, Mr. TRIMBLE, still another
by my distingunished friend from Tennessee, Mr. GAINES, and an-
other by, I think, Mr. HopkiNs—all of them Democrats.

They have all been referred to that magnificent Committee on
‘Ways and Means, and there they will be permitted to sleep. I
hate to discourage you, gentlemen, but those tobacco bills are as
dead to-day as the seven sleepers of Ephesus, and no resurrecting
angel will ever roll away the stone from their gsepulcher as long
as the Republican party remains in power. :

Mr. STANLEY, Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an
interruption?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, GILBERT, Yes.

Mr, STANLEY. I am listening with great delight to the gen-
tleman’s able and magnificent address, but I have too much faith
in that thing we call the human heart and its sympathies with
the pain and suffering with fellow-men, as it is found on both
sides of this Chamber, to believe that those just bills can die.

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, it is easily to be seen that nﬁy
colleague is serving his first term in Congress. [Langhterr.Li o
will learn more after he stays here. If tobacco was grown chiefly
up yonder on the barren hillsides of New England, this war tax
wonld have been abolished years and {grs ago. If isabout the
only relic that is left upon the statute books of that régime under
which the Government taxed anything and everything in order
to carry on the war. 4 »

Here is another sweet exhalation from the swelling bosoms and
perfumed breath of the Republican party:

5 tal. !
s o ohor s, 15 Contl ARbrasLy Lhsconciion of trade Emang our
citizens,

Opposed to trusts, are you? In every Congress your leading
Members put out three standard arguments, and standing arﬁ-
ments, too. The firstisthatthere are notrusts. The second,that
there are trusts and that there have been trusts time out of
mind, and that they are goods things to have. The third is that
the Republican party is pledged and is using every reasonable
effort to destroy the frusts.

The Sherman antitrust law was enacted in July, 1800, more than
thirteen yearsago. Itprovidesthat‘‘ everycontract, combination
in the form of trusts or otherwise, or conspiracies in restraint of
trade or commerce amon% the several States or with foreign na-
tions are declared to be illegal,” etc., and persons found guilty are
to be punished by fines of not exceeding $5,000 or by imprison-
ment not exceeding oné year, or by both fine and imprisonment.
Hundreds of thousands of poor people in this country have suf-
fered with cold on account of the soulless rapacity of the coal
barons, Hundreds of thousands of ragged children have cried
themselves to sleep with hunger on account of the soulless rapacity
of the beef trusts and the milling trusts, while these scoundrels
were increasing their dividends upon watered stock; and yet no
man has ever been made to wear a felon's strigm for violating
this law—no man has ever been convicted of violating this law.

Indeed, a distinguished Senator has introduced a bill at the
other end of the Capitol to virtually repeal the Sherman antitrust
law. Lawyers who have been for years making their fortunes
out of t.hewg—um with the trusts for their clients, are brought
here from New Jersey and Pittsburg to fill the office of Attorney-
General of the United States, and of course they are not able
fine any of the trusts. In the last Congress we appropriated a
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special fund to track the trust and hunt down these modern brig-
ands. Five hundred thousand dollars still remains nnexpended
in the Treasury, and no prosecutions are inangurated.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? i

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield?

Mr, GILBERT. Yes,

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman. I wanted to
su%gest to the gentleman’s memory the fact that on last Saturday
only the Republican side of this Chamber voted unanimously, or

T with three exceptions, against a proposition to prevent the

ecretary of the Navy from ing Government contracts with
combinations convicted of being trusts and of living in violation
of the Sherman law.

Mr. GILBERT. Certainly, I remember that, and it is a very
apt illustration and a forcible addition to the argument I was at-
tempting to make, and I am obliged to the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi for that contribution. The money, as I said, remains un-
expended in the Treasury, and these freebooters, instead of being
put upon trial, are landed as philanthropists when they donate to
some church, or to some school, or some other charitable or elee-
mosynary institution a very small part of their booty. They are
the idols of fashionable drawing-rooms. They are the chief
drawing card of the swellest clubs in the country. When they
come to the city of Washington they are wined and dined with
unusual eclat.

Why, theaverage Republican smiles and fawns and seems to be
flattered by the society and the association of these great modern
nabobs. There was a triumvirate—I turn aside from the regular
course of my remarks to make a historical allusion. There was
a trinmvirate in the old days—Crassus representing the newly
rich, Pompey representing the old democracy, and Julius Cmsar
representing the ‘‘ rag-tag”’ and the rabble of the day. The next
step was a combination between Crassus and Ceesar—a combina-
tion, in other words, between the newly rich and the rabble.
This combination soon disposed of Pompey, and they also soon dis-
posed of the liberties of their country. The next step was an im-
perial despotism. It is this combination of the wealth of a coun-
try with the rabble that is to be dreaded now in this country, and
it is to be dreaded always and everywhere.

But we must return to our mutton, as the gentleman from Mis-
souri [Mr. CLARK] would say.

‘* We favor the extension of our foreign commerce, etc,,’’ taken
from the platform of 1896. Everybody knows that in order for
ships to engage in foreign commerce they must be permitted to

ing a return cargo. d yet this party has built a tariff wall
around the country so high as to almost entirely exclude foreign
manufactured goods. They have not been totally excluded thus
far, but the high tariff wall has forced the commercial nations of
Europe to retaliate by ﬂutﬁng up tariff walls themselves, and it is
inevitable that this policy will in a very few years naturally de-
stroy our international trade. You put the Dingley tariff rate at
20 per cent higher than was thought to be proper even by the
avowed friends of protection, and yon did so under the promise
that this extra per cent should be traded off in consideration of
concessions to be obtained from foreign countries in the way of
reducing the duties upon farm products and manufactured arti-
cles exported from this conntry and imported into those countries.
Under this Dingley law provisions were made for the negotiation
of reciprocity treaties, and quite a number of them were negotiated
by Mr. Kasson.

Indeed, treaties were made calculated to build up our foreign
trade with all of the leading countries of Europe. Not a singls
one of these treaties has ever been ratified by the Senate. The
two years provided by that law in which these treaties could be
made have waxed and waned and the treaties have been aban-
doned. Although you procured this nnprecedented protective
rate under the promise of reducing it by reciprocity agreements,
the doctrine is now ‘‘stand pat™ and *‘keep on letting well
enough alone.” There was a barefooted Nazarene who came
preaching a new doctrine to the world, but the money changers
and magnates of that day cried ouf, *“ Stand pat,” and * Keep on
letting well enough alone.” Sowhen Washingtonand theragged,
hungry soldiers at Trenton and Valley Forge were fighting for
our liberty the plutocrat of that day and the money changers
wereasa ‘* stand patters,’” and their watchword was, *“ Keep
on letting well enough alone.”’

That is always the war cry and the cam '%cry of the privi-
leged classes in all the of the world. e revolutions in
the world's history that have come for the betterment and the
upbuilding and the promotion of the welfare of mankind have

ways come from the undercrust, who were oppressed and who
were opposed to the doctrine of ‘“stand pat” and “keeping
o%élettmg well enough alone.” [Applause on the Democratic
m L]
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Bat take this fine declaration from the platform of 1896:
S
Rt i i Bl iy B g b i

I suppose this was written exclusively for the benefit of the
negro. because, strange as it may seem, while the Caucasian race
and the African race stand at opposite ends of the line with re-
ﬂm‘d to the different races that make nup the human family, the

epublican party has all along manifested a strange solicitude for
the negro race alone. They have never shown any especial anx-
iety for the welfare of the Chinese, or the Indians, or the Boers,
or the Armenians, or for the Circassian slaves, or for any other
race except the beautiful and sweet-smelling sons of Ham.

But I am glad to be able to say that distance lent enchantment
to the objects of their devotion and that with closer proximity
and better knowledge their original enthusiasm is softening down
in some degree to a condition of reason and common sense,

In the platform of 1900 the party made this declaration:

We renew onr allegiance to thstgztnd le of the gold standard and declare
%';rxg ﬂﬁ%ﬁmﬁil?ﬁdw:ﬁg {gonay and mﬁ?ﬁm ff%tny:l'ﬁgn}?&y upon
& gold basis has been secured.

At last, after a century of support given to wildcat banks, free-
silver coinage, and fiat money, this Republican party, by strange
political fortune, has come to pose as the champion of sound
money. Inthe old daysof Jefferson and Jackson Democratic
party was the advocate of sound money, contending that gold
and gilver were the only legal-tender m;ixe? authorized by the
Constitution, whereas the Federalists, he by Nicholas Biddle,
were clamoring that the issues of the national bank should be
made a legal tender, and they were also the advocates and de-
fenders of a general system of wildcat banks,

The Democratic party, on down to the days of Tilden and Hen-
dricks, of Justices Field and Lamar, were still the friends and de-
fenders of sound money and were still mntenrﬁ that gold and
silver were the only legal-tender money anthorized by the Consti-
tution. In those days the Republican party was the creator and
defender of fiat money. That party created the greenback money
and made it a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and

rivate, except duties nupon imports and interest upon the national
Rebt. The Supreme Court, in an opinion written by a Democrat,
Mr. Justice Field, decided that gold and silver alone could be
made a legal tender and that the legal-tender feature of the green-
back legislation was unconstitutional and void. The Republican
party, to avoid this decision, proceeded to reorganize that counrt,
created new judges, and these places were filled by a Republican
President with judges known to support the contention of that

.
pﬂ%i.t’hat a howl they made down in my State in 1896 about the
claim that the long-haired 16 to 1 Populists and anarchists were
going to reorganize the Supreme Court, that it was going to be a
revolution.

Thus a new decision of that court was obtained, upholding the
constitutionality of the legal-tender function of the greenbacks.
This was the beginning of that long series of Republican legisla-
tion in the interest of the money classes which has proved a very
Pandora’s box of evils. The Republican party opened the silver
agitation in 1873 and continued it in their platforms down to the
meeting of their convention of 1884, They inserted in their plat-
form of 1384 a demand for an infernational agreement to fix the
standard of value between gold and silver. Then, in their plat-
form of 1858, they denounced the Democratic party for its efforts
to demonetize silver. Continuing their soft-money crusade and
love for nnsound money, this party, in its platform of 1892, an-
nounced this doctrine:

ries k nterest, favor bimetallism, and
theT%\!(:-';:u:Eﬁt;; w%jzlee&%ﬁgimn o?ugoih gold and silver as sigl:ifdnrd
money.

Still on down to 1896, and in the platform of that year, the Re-
publican party pledged itself to promote bimetallism by inter-
national agreement, so that never until the platform of 1900 did
the Republican party become the open advocate of the gold stand-

- ard or become the friend or supporter of what it pleases to call
“ gormd mon y,”" and this attitude it assumed by a strange rever-
sal of the pogitions of both of the two gredt political ies, On
the other hand, the Democratic party, readEg the Constitution
finds this language: ** No State shall make anyt but ﬁ:dsmi
silver a legal tender in the payment of debts,” and by this con-
stitntional provision the Democratic party has consistently stood
during all the years of our national life,

Note, let ns come to 1000 again and notice the last effusions of
the ** Grand Old Party.” This was the convention in which the
chairman insisted that ex-Governor Taylor, of Kentucky, should
come upon the platform so that all could see and honor him.
This was th> platform written at the cottage of E. A. Griscom,
the president of the International Transportation Company and
the head and front of the ship-subsidy steal. This platform an-

nounces: ““ We have conducted, and in victory concluded, a war
for liberty and human rights. No thought of national aggran-
dizement tarnished the high purpose with which American stand-
ards were unfurled.” That sounds fine, doesn’t it? What are
the facts? Democratic votes forced your party into the war, and
Democrats took the leading part in its prosecution until Cuba
was liberated; and then the Republican party came in for the
spoils and for the mbju?tion of the Philippines.

The commander in chief of the Army was Gen. Nelson A,
Miles, a Democrat; the man who had charge of the navy at Cavite
and Manila and who destroyed the Spanish fleet was Admiral
Dewey, a Democrat; the man who command of the fleet at
Santiago and who kmocked the Spanish fleet into ** smithereens
was Admiral Schley, a Democrat; the man who was put in charge
of the civil government of Cuba was Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, a Demo-
crat; the man who had charge of the land forces in Cuba and who
sent no grumbling complaints home, was Gen. Joe Wheeler, a
Democrat; the man who had command of the land forces in the
field in the Philippines, did the main fighting, and was never
guilty of torturing anybody, was Gen. J. Franklin Bell, of my
own city,and a Democrat. The Republicanswere notidle. They
were busy, too. A distingmished Republican was accused of fur-
nishing the soldiers embalmed beef, and how many of the soldier
boys were made sick and how many died from this cause will per-
haps never be known. Then there was a Republican horse doctor
sent to Cuba who was accused of befriending the gamblers and
other lawbreakers,

There were two Republicans, Rathbone and Neely, that had
charge of the ce irs in Cuba, and who were found
guilty by a jury of peculations and fraud. There was little Gen-
eral Funston, a good Republican, who violated the rules of civ-
ilized warfare, dressed in the uniform of the enemy, forged let-
ters, scouted all the laws of hospitality, and captured Agninaldo,
Then there was General Davis, a good Republican, who had charge
of the commissary, and who sold rice and other provisions to the
starving natives at enormous profits, and last of all, the Republican
Congress refused to limit the fiiar lands for the benefit of home
seekers, but placed in the bill provision permitting corporations
and syndicates to hase and exploit these landsin large tracts.

What does the Republican party now stand for? It stands for
the open door in China, while busily pursuing a policy that would
close the doors of Europe and Canada. It stands for ship sub-
sidies to build up our foreign trade, while it drafts bills giving
most of the subsidy to fast passenger steamers, the floating pal-
aces of the seas, that carry those trust tes and millionaires
back and forth across the ocean, instead of giving it to the vessels
that carry the freight. It stands for the Monroe doctrine and
foments an insurrection in Panama. It standsand preaches that
to put articles on the free list increases the price to the consumer,
while it is forced to take off a tariff from quinine and eoal in order
to felieve the distresses of the people. If stands for high protee-
tion in order to build up the farming interests of this country and
helps Cuba toremove her protection in order to benefit the farmers
of Cuba. This party standsfor extraditing criminals from across
the sea and refuses to bring crimi from across the Ohio River,

It promises in platforms to destroy the trusts, but gathers its
chief campaign funds from them; regnses to prosecute them, and
now has a bill in the Senate making lawful all reasonable trust
criminals and repealing the imprisonment clause of the Sherman
law as to these criminals who are unreasonable. It stands in
favor of the Nicaragua Canal in all its platforms, and gives fo a
defunct French corporation $10,000,000 in order to get a chance
to build a canal at another place. It stands posing as the friend
of the laboring man, and votes down the Clark amendment by
which the Chinese wonld be effectually excluded and refuses to
to pass the eight-hour law. It stands as the pretended friend of
reciprocity, and refuses to ratify every reciprocity treaty that is
presented to the Senate. There is no heresy no delusion in
finance, economics, international law, or politics which this party
has not at some time or other embraced or practiced and at other
times denounced. A medley of contradictionsand inconsistencies,
it stands for anything and for everything and {or nothing at all.

The CII.IeéIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky
has expired.

M?'.I%ILBERT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five

minutes granted me by somebody who has charge of the time.
Mr. PIERCE, Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes to the
gentleman.

Mr. GILBERT. Can such a medley of contradictions and in-
consistencies continue to win the ions? I am sure I do not
know. This combination has usually won in the world’s history.
Only few exceptions can be found here and there as oases in the
great desert of human wretchedness. Partial and vicious laws
enacted and enforced in the interest of certain occupations or lo-
calities in course of time always result in building up a large,
wealthy, aristocratic class, and this class, by power and prestige,
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temii' the timid, corral the poor and ignorant, purchase and con-
ol the venal and purchasable vote, and thus have usually suc-
ceeded in outvoting the great intelligent middle class that con-
stitntes the Democratic party of this country and the liberal
parties of the Old World.

This combination of wealth and aristocracy and the baser ele-

" ments has succeeded in all the dark blood-stained centuries of

history. Tribunes of the people and & overnors of provinces have
returned loaded down with the wealth collected from the people
by fraud and extortion. Thus prggared he becomes ready to give
entertainments to please the ragged and hungry populace and to
buy their votes. Crowds thronged the Colosseum and the Circus

imus to enjoy and applaud. Young damsels of the patrician
class gat with smelling bottles, themselvea beauntifully gowned,
and clapped their white bejeweled hands at the sight of wild
beasts tearing peasants to pieces, limb by limb, by the thousands,
‘When the hero of the entertainment appeared in sight, ** the rab-
blement hooted and clapped their chapped hands and threw up
their sweaty nightcaps, and uttered such a deal of stinking
breath that he swooned and refused the crown that was offered
him by the foolish populace.”

Are we travelin awa from our moorings and %aing in the
same direction? ay, perhaps when it is too late, we will
learn that no free government can long endure unless builded
upon the doctrines of Jefferson and Jackson. The gentleman
from Minnesota [Mr. BEDE] can not langh nor giggle this party
out of existence. Iam notf a prophet, but when the old doctrine
of the Democratic party of
all and exclusive privileges to none’’ shall have perished, then
the liberty of the &mwﬂl have perished also.

Mr, SCOTT. irman—

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Eentucky yield
to the gentleman from Kansas?

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman,I would like to ask the gentleman
a questmn The gentlema.n when he began his address, stated
that he desired not to be intermpbed, and I therefore deferred
until this time a question which I wish to propound.

Mr. GILBERT. Come this way a little.

Mr. SCOTT. In the beginning of the gentleman's remarks he
alluded to what will probably 50 down into history as the Booker
Washington incident. I should like to inquire whether he would
criticise as neve%l_ﬁla Democratic President who wonld receive at
his table at the White House a negro as he has criticised a Repub-
lican President?

5 Mr. GILBERT. Mr, Chairman, that is an impossible assump-
on.

Mr. SCOTT. By no means impossible, Mr. Chairman, for the

reason that it has already happened,

°  Mr. GILBERT. Thereisavastdifference between the equality
which a Democrat and a Republican regards the colorsg
Will you let me give you an illustration?

Mr, SCOTT. t me ask yon this question—

Mr, GILBERT. Wait a minute; 1 want to answer the first
question. A few daysagoacolored man from my own country was
in Boston hunting for employment; he knocked at the front door
of a house and asked for something to eat, I believe it was, instead
of work, The master of the house came out and said, “ My dear
sir, I am very sorry, but we have nothing to eat.” He went to
the second house and knocked and asked for something to eat, and
the white master of the mansion came out and said, **I am very
sorry, sir, but I have nothing to eat for you in the house.” He
went to the third house and he knocked at the door, and the white
man came out to the front door and said, * You black scoundrel,
what do you mean by coming to my front dcor for something to
eat? Walk around to the kitchen and get your breakfast.”” That
third man was a Democrat; the other two were Republicans,
[Langhter and applause. ]

The CHAIR . The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. SCOTT. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman be
given two minutes more to answer one more question.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-

mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be glven two | Emery

minutes more. Is there objection? [After a pause.]
hears none.

Mr. GILBERT. Go ahead; I would be delighted to try to an-
swer the question.

Mr. SCOTT. Iwould like to askif the gentlemanknows during
President Cleveland’s first Administration he entertained at his
table at the White House a negro?

Mr GILBERT. No; but, mind you, we are not particularly

Cleveland. [Laughter.]

laiming Mr.
VgILLIAMS of MlSSlSSlppl. As matter of fact, that never | Drake

happened

equal rights and opportunities for-

Mr. COCHRAN. That is cumulative proof that thers is no
bt:}ttjerRepnbhcan in this country than Grover Cleveland. [Laugh-

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES.

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, a message from the President of the United
States was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr.
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who informed the House of
resentatives that the President had approved and gigned bills of
the following titles:

On February 20, 1904:

H. R. 2427, An act grantmg a pension to Cynthia Thomas.

On February 26, 1904

H. R. 8584 An act to authorize the resubdivision of lots or
blocks in the District of Columbia;

H. R. 9640. An act to amend an act granting to the Keokuk and
Hamilton Power Com eg:my right to construcl: and maintain a dam,
and so forth, approv February 8, 1901;

184, granting a penmon to Wilhelmina Miller;
195. A.n act granting a pension to Michael Landy;
219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton;
529, An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley;
754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton;
1855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley;
2040. An act granting a pension to James Anderson;
2032. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil-

3208. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock;
8299, An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders;
4365. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins;
4578. An act granting a pension to Catharine M. McClan-

4625. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash;
4946. An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler;
5372. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler;
5528. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst;
5538. An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul-

6085. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier;
6547. An act granting a pension to John Holzer;

7072, An act granting a pension to Mary McCall;

7515. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias;
8123. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith;

8728. An act granting a pension to Matilda Laﬁerty
8920. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker;
9029. An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour;
188. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
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165. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
TZer
198 An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett

b
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249 An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J,
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581 An act granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy;
. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
Alexa der,
% H. R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John 8,

1nes:

H. R. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P.
Kersteter; Sty =

H. R. 689. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar
Chapman;

H. R 703. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert P.

Baker

BlH R 727. An act granting an increase of pension to James K.,
ye;
H. R. 734, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S,

C 3
H. R 812. An act granting anincrease of pension to CharlesF.

afa
B

ShHIthal 937, An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A.
elton;
thR '1156. An act granting an increase of pension to John Pan-
gra
H. R. 1204, An act granting an increase of pension to William
McBrien;
BlEckR 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James W,
H. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T.

H. R. 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana

Mr. GILBERT. I never heard of it before, and if it did hap- | Cook

pen it may be barely possible that Mr, Cleveland was not a first-
class Democrat. [Laughter.]

H. R. 1859, An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick
on;
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. Anact granting an increase of pension to George W.
. An act granting an increase of pension to George
. Anact granting an increase of pension to Henry D.
. An act granting an increase of pension to George
. An act granting an increase of pension to George
822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza
2012. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth
. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert
R, 8272,

An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth

Hardﬁ‘
8337, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A.

H. R. 5209,
Wheeler;

H. R. 5471,

Gamble;

H. R, 5531.
Nash;

H. R. 5584,

. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. An act granting an increase of pension to George
. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank
. An act granting an increase of pension to William
. An act granting an increase of pension to John M.
. An act granting an increase of pension to John
. An act granting an increase of pension to James
. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C.
Annctgranhng an increase of pension to Hester

An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel R.

. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilfon
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary
. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.
., An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
. An act granting an increase of pension fo David P.
. An act granting an increase of pension to George
.. An act granting an increase of pension to James
:. An act granting an increase of pemsion to Emily |
. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma M.

An act granting an increase of pension o Sarah E.
An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion
An act granting an increase of pension to Marvin
An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline

Shaw Lovejoy;
. R. 5609, An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

F. Grigshy;
H. R. 5517,
P, Hereford;

An act granting an increase of pension to William

H. R. 5634 Anact granting an increass of pension to Robert L.

ME‘,\‘.S:

H. R. 5699.

Jouanson:

An act granting an increase of pension to James P.

H. R. 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph

Heiser;

H. R. 5720.

T, Filler;
H. R. 5818.
Snow;

An act granting an increase of pension to William
An act granting an increase of pension to Philip

WH.B&BBB&Anactg:rmﬁnganincmmofpen&ionto David
arentz;

H. R. 5972. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
A. Wilbur; e

H. R. 6005, Anact granting an increase of pension to George B.

Davis;

PH.B. 6020. An act granting an increase of pension to William

“;H.R.GO’S& An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
E.R.'MB& An act granting an increase of pension to Anson

Heffron;
H. R. 6032, An act granfing an increase of pension to Charles
S. Bellows;

H. R.GO&G.Anactgranﬁnganincreaaeof pension to John

Shafer:
DHBI%. 6061, An act granting an increase of pension to Alpheus

H. R. scm An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham

. Null;
Br]g- R. 6081. An act granting an increase of pension to John W,
W13
SpH'- R. 6342, An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
TInger;
H. R. 6442, An act granting an increase of pension to James P,

allace;

H. R. 6562. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis
A. Thompson;

H. R. 6588, An act granting an increase of pension to James H,
Cummings;

H. R 6701. An act granting an increase of pension to John A.

1.1 R. 6947, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph

H. Cooper;

N%ﬂ}:ﬁﬁm An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa
e >

HHI_EII;:' 7095. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison
. Akes;
H. R. 7355, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

Barrett;
PH R. 7374.An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez
erkins

H. E "439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M,

Bates
Ba.gl R. 7447, An act granting an increase of pension to William
L1 ,
HM R. 7594, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
iller;
H. R. 7682, An act granting an increase of pension to William
H. Howard;

H. R. 7782,
Chenawith;
H. R. 7756.
Scllir.ﬁﬁr: 7. An act ting £ to C
. R. 7757, granting an increase of pension yrus
Davidheiser;
H. R. 7788,
Black;
R_H. R. 7799, An act granting an increase of pension to John O,
108,
JeI;fI. R. B187. An act granting an increase of pension to George
reys;
H. R. 8207, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
Johnson;

EHljaR: 8342. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace
. V1s;

H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry
Edwards; and

An act granting an increase of pension to Mary
An act granting an increase of pension to Charles

An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew

H. E 8720, Anact granting an increase of pension to Gustus S,
Re‘llllf <.

On February 27, 1904:

H. R. 7287. An act 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,
Alﬂ. in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen’s me-

DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA APPROPRIATION BILL.

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. SCOTT. If the gentleman from Minnesota will kindly yield
me five minutes, I shall be very much obliged.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from
Kansas five minutes.

Mr. SCOTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the
last question which I asked him wasa goodxllustrat.lon of what I
think the lawyers call *‘ confession by avoidance.”

e |
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Mr, GILBERT. That is a good plea in any court.

Mr. SCOTT. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however,
and I have asked this time in order to give some information to
gentlemen on the other side of the House who will no doubt be
interested in it. During the first Administration of Mr. Cleve-
land a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to
the White House, introduced to the President, and by him in-
vited to remain and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation
which I need not say was promptly accepted.

Mr. COCHRAN. Will the gentleman state who it was thatin-
troduced the negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is
making this statement?

Mr. SCOTT. I make the statement on my own aunthority.

Mr. COCHRAN. Were you present?

Mr. SCOTT. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will
corroborate me as to the fact.

Mr. COCHRAN. Who was this negro?

Mr. SCOTT. ItwasC. H. J. Taylor, afterwards appointed reg-
ister of deeds for this District by President Cleveland. [Laughter
on the Republican side. ]

I wish to call the attention of the Hounse one moment to the
difference in the character of these two men. Concerning Booker
Washington. the least that can be said of him is that he isa good
man. But I think it might also be said that if he had a white

skin it wonld be considered an honor by any gentleman to know | p

him; that he is a gentleman and a scholar. Somuch of a scholar
that he has been given an honorary degree of master of arts by
Harvard University; so much of a gentleman that he was invited
by the president of Harvard University to sit at his table tolunch
with Gen. Nelson A. Miles, who received the same honorary de-
gree from the same university at the same time; so much of a
gentleman that he has been entertained by Queen Victoria at
‘Windsor Castle; so much of a scholar that a member of a college
faculty of one of the southern colleges recently denominated him
the foremost living American, for which utterance he was
promptly called to tab by his associates; buf, I am glad to say,
that it was declared by the authorities of the college that they
held free speech——

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. SCOTT. I have only five minutes, and I decline to yield.
I have alluded to the character of Booker Washington not be-
cause he needs any praise from me, but because I want to call at-
tention—

Mr. MADDOZX. I want tosay tothe gentleman from Kansas
that the declaration was that he was second to Robert E. Lee.

Mr. SCOTT. I cannot quote the language exactly for I donot
remember it. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his
standpoint I shounld suppose it would be considered guite a com-
pliment to be named as second to Robert E. Lee.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Kansas
has expired.

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr, Chairman, I ask nnanimons consent
that the gentleman be given five minutes more.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Louisiana asks that
the time of the gentleman from Kansas be extended five min-
utes, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears

none.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Iwillyield the gentleman five
minutes’ time. _

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say
to the gentleman, in justice to that college, that the faculty did
rebuke this professor for making that utterance, but did say that
he had a right to it as enjoying the liberty of free speech.

Mr, SCOTT. They rebuked him for making the utterance, but
they did notattempt to say that the ntterance wasnot true. They
rebnked him because they were forced to do so by the public
sentiment of their community.

Mr., CLAUDE KITCHIN. The gentleman who uttered it
afterwards explained and said he did not mean it. [Laughter on
the Republican side. ]

My, SCOTT. That is a question for the gentleman and his
friends on that side to decide between themselves.

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. He said he did not mean to say
that he was the greatest man the South ever produced except
Lee, but the greatest negro. _

Mr, SCOTT. All that aside, it will be admitted by every Mem-
ber on the.floor of this Honse that if Booker Washington had a
white skin, any one of us would receive him on terms of equality.

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Why does not the gentleman re-
ceive him, having a black skin?

Mr. SCOTT. We do receive him in every proper way.

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman mean to say
that he receives him as his equal?

Mr. SCOTT. Not as my social equal—

& Mx;?CLAUDE KIT . The black skin is the cause of it, is
not?

Mr, SCOTT, The black skin, and the prejudice, and all that.

I recognize that as fully as the gentleman does. I am not stand-
ing here, if the gentleman will allow me——

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Wearealike,then. Thegentleman
has ths same prejudice that we have—on account of the skin,
There is no difference between us on that.

Mr. SCOTT. 1 am not standing here to make a plea for social
equality. We all know that is impossible. I do not stand for
that any more than Theodore Roosevelt did when he invited

.| Booker T. Washington to his luncheon, any more than President

Eliot did when he invited Booker T. Washington to his luncheon,
any more than Grover Cleveland did when he invited C. H. J.
Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of Mr.
Washington, which everybody in the country recognizes, becanse
I wanted to point a contrast between the man whom the Republi-
can President of the United States received at his table and the
man whom the Democratic President of the United States re-
ceived at his table. Who was C. H. J. Taylor? He was a black
negro, as black as you eversaw. He had been a ward heeler, and
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He had nogreat
accomplishment to his credit; he had no education to speak of; he
had nothing to commend him to any man’s consideration, par-
ticularly nothing to commend him to the consideration of any
Democrat, except the presumption that he carried some negro
votes in his vest pocket and counld deliver them to the Democratic
arty.

For that reason, and for that reason only—for the reason that
he had promised that if he were given this position here in Wash-
ington he could turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Repub-
lican party to the Democratic party—he was brought here to
Washington by some Democratic leaders of Kansas, taken to the
White House, introduced to the President, seated at his table,
and afterwards paid the price by receiving the appointment of
register of deeds of this District.

Mr. CLAUDE EITCHIN. Does the gentleman approve of
Grover Cleveland asking that negro to dine with him and dining
with him? Does the gentleman approve of that?

Mr, SCOTT. I do notapprove of if, because I know the char-
acter of the man. I wonld notinvite him to my house if he were
a white man.

Ifr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Because heisa Democratic negro—
is not that it?

Mr. SCOTT. That is not the reason. It is because the man is
utterly without character, without edncation, without culture, or
anything to commend him to the consideration of a gentleman.

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Who introduced that negro to the
President? The gentleman said his colleagne was present when
it wasdone.

Mr. SCOTT. Idid not say that. I simply said my colleague
was cognizant of the fact.

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Did not a Republican from Kansas
introduce him to the President?

Mr. SCOTT. Oh,no; by nomeans. Ihavealready said he was
introduced by a Democrat.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to this matter, not to apol-
ogize for President Roosevelt, who needs no apologist, but merely
to call attention to the glaring inconsistency which goes into
hysterics over & courtesy paid to a man of admitted high charac-
ter and who has done and is doing a splendid and noble work,
while utterly ignoring a similar attention paid to a man without
standing or character or accomplishment, and whoss only claim
to consideration was the presumption that he could swing a cer-
tain nmmber of votes. [Applaunse on the Republican side. ]

The CHAIRMAN, gentleman’s time has expired.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzerr] such time as he
may desire.

Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Chairman, much has been said of late,
both in this Chamber and elsewhere, upon the hustings and in
the E&ﬂic press, upon the subject of reciprocity. The question
has been discussed as to whether, as an economic policy, it is
Democratic or Republican. The gentleman from Minnesota [ Mr.
Livp], who addressed the committee some days ago, assured us
that it found its first egression- from the lips of Thomas Jeffer-
son, and yet I find in the last Democratic campaign text-book
this assertion:

Reciproeity looks like free trade, but tastes like protection. In practice
reciprocity is worse than protection. Free trade wonld open our markets to
beneflt our own country. Reciprocity cares nothing for the consumer and
hunts the foreign market with a club. Reciprocity is bassd on the same falss
theories as protection, and, like protection, is a sham and a humbug, and to
most people has been and will ever continue to be a delusion and a snare.

And thengrggain.l find in a magazine article written l‘:{tha
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WiLLiaMs], the leader of the
minority, this declaration:

There is also a tariff revision by piece Amaid
B othan avetam. T 1 Gl %‘}-s“;ﬂ%‘”&%:‘zgm%ﬁ
o Ty tarift

with other nations. Much can be done along this eal line
vigion under a Democratic or approximately a Democratic law.
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In other words, there is a reciprocity approved of by the Demo-
cratic party for the purposes of tariff revision, and as leading to
free trade. In view of that fact, and in view of the further fact
that at least two Republican national conventions have declared
in favor of reciprocity, I am forced to the conclusion that there
are two kinds o? reciprocity—one Democratic and the other Re-
publican, and that they differ in toto coelo.

The reciprocity in trade relations advocated by the Democratic

rty embraces reciprocity in competing articles, and is therefore
gea trade in whole or in part, dependent upon the terms of the
particular agreement. Itisof value to the Democratic party only
to the extent that it is an effective force toward the overthrow,
partial or complete, of the protective system, with which it is
absolutely inconsistent.

Now, it is too manifest to be the subject of argnment that to
impose a duty upon a foreign article for the purpose of preserving
the home market for a like home article and then to lower or
remove that duty so as to admit the foreign article into compe-
tition in the home market is to abandon in that case the principle
of protection and to adopt that of free trade. -

publican reciprocity is reciprocity in noncompeting articles
and in nothing else. [Applause on the Republican side.] Iknow
of no better definition oip it than that given by ex-Postmaster-
General Charles Emory Smith. He says:
but makgg x?oﬂy o ery. %g %ﬁ'ﬁ%ﬁimﬁymﬁﬁ grow uﬁoﬁe‘?’%ﬁ
needs the fabrics of our factories and forges, and we need the fruits of her
tropical soil. We agree to concessions for her coffee; she agrees to conces-
sions for our machinery, That is reciprocity.

And I know of no better definition of its purpose than that
given by President McKinley in his inangural address:

The end in view—

He says—

1 s to be the opening up of new markets for the ucts of our country
%ngx?;ntmg cmcessionsgto%he products of other mmt we need and can
not produce ourselves and which do not involve any loss of labor to our own
people, but tend to increase their employment.

In other words, Republican reciprocity, like protection, keeps
always in view the preservation of the home market, the primacy
of our manufacturers, and the well-being of the wage-earner.

My purpose at this time in undertaking to make some observa-
tions on this subject is to enforce and emphasize the difference
between Democratic and Republican reciprocity and to demon-
strate that Republican reciprocity admits of reciprocity only in
noncompeting articles. - !

And I aver that there is nothing in the history of the Repub-
lican party, in its traditions, or in any of its platforms that justi-
fies the claim that reciprocity in competing products is consistent
with blican principles. On the contrary, everything in its
history, its traditions, and its platforms proclaims such reciprocity
to be inconsistent with the protective system, and therefore incon-
sistent with Republicanism. )

If the committee will bear with me, I propose very hastily and
as briefly as possible to review some of our national experiences
with respect to this subject. They may be dealt withunder three
heads: Fﬁ:’c. reciprocity with Canada; second, reciprocity with
Hawaii, and third, tropical reciprocity, as illustrated under the
Dingley and McKinley tariff laws. And I deal with reciprocity
with Canada, because arguments have been made upon the Demo-
cratic side of this Chamber looking toward a renewal of recipro-
cal trade arrangements with Canada, and because arguments
have been made elsewhere with like purpose of a sensational
character by men whom we can not regard otherwise than as cov-
ert enemies of protection, although they appeal to Republican
hearers.

Our reciprocity treaty with Canada was made in 1854 and ab-
rogated in 1866.  Various causes have been assigned for the mak-
ing of that treaty, amongst others that Great Britain was fearful
that in the absence of new trade arrangements Canada might be-
come annexed to the United States. There is nothing in connec-
tion with the negotiation of that treaty or with its operation of
which we have any reason to be proud. The truth is that we
were compelled to its discussion by the unjust and indefensible
attitude of Great Britain with respect to our rights in the fisher-
ies, and that it was consummated by the shrewdness of the Cana-
dian Governor-General, Lord Elgin, and his staff, who, according
to a British writer, ‘‘ approached the representatives of the Ameri-
can nation with all thegegiﬁmabe wiles of astute and accomplished
diplomats.” “They threw themselves,” said he,  into the society
of Washington with the abandon and enjoyment of a group of vis-
itors solely intent on pleasure.”” The American opponents of the
treaty did not hesitate to say that *‘it was floated through on
champagne.’ : : n

In view of the present agitation of the subject, the history of
this treaty and its results become matters of present practical im-
portance. I think it will be more interesting, Md using my

own words, to let Mr. Blaine tell the story, as he does, in his
Twenty Years in Congress. He says:

When the independence of the colonies was recognized in the
treaty of 1782, the provisionsagreed upon in rd to two subjects were hel;
by both Governments to be final and perpetual. One was the territory em-
braced within the boundaries conceded to the United States; the other was
the right to the fisheries. The people of the colonies, especially the ple
of the New England colonies, had as British subjects usedall the British fish-
eries in what is now known as the Dominion of Canada and the island of New-
foundland, and in the preliminary treaty to which George III gave his
assent in 1782, as well as in the final and more definite treaty of 1783, it was
pmﬁﬁg tﬁﬁg the privilege should continue to be enjoyed by citizens of the
new ublic.

No doubt of the intent and proper construction of this clause in both
treatieshad even been su until the English and American negotiators
Were enga in framing the treaty of ce at Ghent in 1814, at the close of
the second war with Great Britain. e British negotiators claimed that
the war of 1812 had put anend to all e treaties, and that the fishe
clause in the treaty of 1782 being no longer in force our fishery rights h:ﬁ
expired, and if revived at all must be revived under new treaty stipulations.

® = - * * * L]

The position thus h.'kernbithe British Government was plainly untenable,
The treaty of 1782 was only the formal declaration of certain facts consequent
upon termina of the Revolutionary war. That treaty recogniz
three conclusions as fully established: First, the independence of the thir-
teen colonies; second, the territorial limits of the United States; third, the
rights and methods of the common fisheries in colonial waters the citizens
had exercised as British subjects, The history of the negotiation and the ex-
plicit language of the treaty prove that the clause touching the fisheries was
the tion of an existing 'ri%ht and not the grant of a new right. The
British Government in 1814 migh
that m_:ger th]sf thi of E-he a
recognition of our independence an
had also bacome void.

I quote from Mr. Blaine only so much as is necessary to make
clear the circumstances under which this reciprocity treaty of
1854 was brought about. He goes on to say:

On the 20th of October, 1818, a treaty was concluded at London contai
as its first and most important provision an absolute surrender of some of
our most valuable rights in the fisheries.

From the execution of treaty—as might have been seen—the misunder-
standing betw&iel:‘l' tix‘e two countries in relation to the fisheries became more

complicated.
‘Tge right in the fisheries conceded by the treaty of Iaﬁl—orlgimll&onrs
under the treaty of 1782, and unnecessarily and unwisely renounced in the
treaty of 1818—was not given freely, but in consideration of ?&great price.
That price was reciprocity of trade {socalled) between the Uni States and
the British North American provinces in certain commodities named in the
treaty. The selection, as shown by the schedule, was made almost wholly to
favor Canadian interests. Thers was scarcely a uet in the list which
could be exported from the United States to without loss, while the
great market of the United States was thrown open to Canada without tax
or charge for nearly avariything_;hich shecould produce and export. Allher
raw materials were admitted , While all our manufactures were char,
with heavy duty, the market being reserved for English merchants, The
fishery question ;m.d been adroitly used to secure from the United States an
agreement which was one-gsided, vexatious, and g.:goﬂmhle. It had served
its purpose admirably as a makeweight for Ca in acquiring the most
generous and profitable market she ever enjoyed for her products,

That Mr. Blaine’s declaration that the treaty was one-sided,
vexations, and unprofitable was correct appears from the fact
that in the last year and three-quarters of its life we remitted to
Canada duties amounting to $70,152,163, and the balance of trade
was against us in the sum of $28,134,749,

Now, this is a general statement, but to go into detail a little
more as to the effect of the treaty, let me quote Senator Morrill,
of Vermont, who was thoroughly familiar with the subject. He
says:

Our exports to Canada in 1855 were 320,828.67& but under the operation of
reciprocity, then commenced, they dwindled in twelve years down to

&34, while the exports of Canada to the United States increased from
12,000,000 and odd to $45,000,000 and odd. When the treaty began the balance
of trade had been $3,000,000 annually in our favor and thn.{ d in specie, but
at the end the balance against us to be paid in specie in a le year was
£30,000,000, Here was a tive yearly loss of over $5,000,000 of our export
ga:;md & loss of §38,000,000 specie, all going to enrich the at our

Now, I want to show you the difference in the conditions that
existed under this reciﬁrocity treaty and as they exist to-day, and
I propose to show yon those conditions not by any mere nncorrob-
orated statement of my own, but out of the mouth of a Canadian
witness. If you will turn to the North American Review for the
present month of February, you will find an article on Canadian
reciprocity, written by the Hon. John Charlton, a member of the
Canadian Parliament. He says:

The nonprogressive character of the Canadian export trade to the United
States is shown b{ the fact that, while the export in 1866 amounted to §44,000,-

000, the export in 1803, less precious metals and articles not the produce of
Canada, was no more than $48,059,000, On the other hand, a comparison of
Canadian import returns from the United States will show remarkable in-
crease, as the subjoined table will demonstrate:

Canadian imports from the United States for consumption.

limi

with equal force and justice have claimed
tion of the treaty of 1782 by war the
the establishment of our boundaries

1866.. e $28,704,000 | 1901... -2 §110,485,000
1890.. 52,201,000 | 1802___ -ee 120,814,000
1896.. e O, BT4000 | 1008 e e einen 187, 600, 000
| AT R TS 109, 844, 000

These are imports from the United States into Canada for con-
sumption, the goods which we sold her, and for which we got pay.
Here is another branch of the same subject. I am still quoting
from Mr. Charlton’s magazine article:

The subjhd.nsd table, sho the
from Great Britain and from

Canadian importation of manufactures
United Btates since 1808, will be of interest,
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especially i ection with the fact that Canada has given a
tariff preference to Great Britain, first of 12} per cent, 1897 to 1598, then of 28
per cent to 1900, and of 33} per cent since that time.

Canadian imports of manufactures.

From Great United
X, Britain. States.
1808. e e $28, 243,000 $41,510,000
s 7. T PR S A S 81,187,000 49,562, 000
I e e e e e SR Eai 2 87,828,000 60,473,000
R N e 36, 460, 000 62,843,000
M= S = it 41,675,000 £9, 586, 000
1903 s 50,478,000 6,261, 000

This great increase in the sale of manunfactures ‘IéI“Ebe United States to
Canada between 1898 and 1808, in the face of the Cana preference in favor
of British imports, gives evidence of the strong hold that the American man-
ufacturer has upon the Canadian market, and of his ability to meet all com-
petitors in the market upon equal terms.

These two tables, with their authors’ comments, are eloquent
witnesses as to existing conditions. 7

Let me add that the balance of trade in onr favor last year was
§78.554,000.

1 have here a copy of a speech delivered by this same gentle-
man, Hon. John Charlton, member of the Canadian Parliament,
at Ottawa, on the 24th of February, 1903. The subject of this
discussion is reciprocity with the United States. And after go-
ing on to show how favorable the conditions are under existing
circnmstances to the United States, and unfavorable to Canada,
he pays us this tribute:

The American %ﬂcy has been applied not only to us but to all the world.

The object of the ted States has been to sell all that it possibly could of

the products of its soil and its mills and its workshops, and to bu ti;]:t as
and thus having as much o

e result has been that the bal-

Stl.tes lm ear amounted to $600,
agninst Oanada. That 18 a t%\gd
the whole

llttlo as it conld from other conn
ance of trade in its own favor as
n.noe of t&nde itrl:. {gv‘gg 3! ih;i'] U{ﬁi),
for the Un?t:d %tatm. and will be her policy as long as the rest
world will permit her to do it, lmtﬂ:is not a good uEmg

Now, what does this gentleman wheo speaks for lns people offer
us by way of temptation to change this condition of things which
is 80 highly advantageous to the United States and which is not
8o advantageous to Canada?

He says:

Something must be done to change the trade conditions that exist between

tates and Cannda. Free trade in natural products would afford
a reasonable adjustment. Nothing ahovrt of tbiswﬂl do it, and this condition
of free trade of natoral prodncts must be fm'g:: bytha United States with-
out a solitary concession fro: has already made. We
can not afferd any more.

What is the proposition? Why, that while everything is going
our way, we are to make a trade arrangement upon the same
basis as the arrangement in 1854, which proved so disastrous to us.
An astounding %Vropomtnon indeed! Now, I want to show you—

Mr, LIND. ill the gentleman permit a question?

Mr. DALZELL. Certainl

Mr, LIND. Isit notafactthatwith the exception of the last
year of that treaty, after notice of abrogation had been served,
the excess of our exports over Canadian imports was substan-
ti_aﬂy?na great as has been the relation of exports and imports
BInce.

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I do not have the figures here. I did
not go into detail any furt.her than Senator Morrill. ButI shounld
answer the question, generally, by saying * No,” be-
canse the figures that are given by Mr. Charlton in the North
American Review article show such a tremendous variance.

Mr. LIND. I will state, however, for the benefit of the gentle-
man, that with exception of the last year, after notice of the ab-
rogat\on of the treaty had been given, our excess of exports to
Canada was relatively as much as it has been in any years since
or any period of years.

Mr. DALZELL. I bave been unable to find anywhere, and I
have given considerable attention to the subject, a single solitary
reason from the United States standpoint that would justify a
treaty with Canada in natural ucts.

Mr, LACEY. If my friend will allow an mﬁerruphon here—

Mr, DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. LACEY. The four years’ time to which the
from Minnesota alludes was during our civil war, wi
very difficult to get at what wonld be a fair basis to figure upon.

Mr. LIND. Yes; but the facts are as I state, are they not,
Mr, LacEy?

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, is the gentflsman from Minne-
sota aware that during the life of that treaty we gained 11 gar
-cent in our export trade and Canada gained 500 per cent in
trade with ns? That is the fact.

Mr. LIND. No; I think thatisa mista]m.

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I propose to show that every
distinguished statesman in our lnstorywhohas dealt with this
subject at all occupies the same position with respect to this
Canadian question t.hat I am now endeavoring to sustain.

tleman
it was

-| regulation

The first of the Republican leaders who is recorded as having
expressed an opinion on the subject of rec:proc:t{lseems to hnve
been Senator Charles Sumner, of Massachusetts, who, as chairman
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, on the 11th of January,
1865, reported favorably the joint resolution for denouncing the
Canadian treaty.

On this occasion Senator Summer argued that the event had
shown that the treaty was much more advantageouns to Canada
than to the United States—that, in short, it was ** unilateral, and
hence nof reciprocal.” The Senator went on fo say:

{reaty hasa beautiful It t
mﬁ:&?‘é’é‘ﬂ?’;ﬂa e e e e
nibel&még this treaty was originally accepted by the people of the
ner eded to show by figures that the revenue

gamed to (hnsg?:cneder the treaty had been very great and the

revenue lost fo the United States still greater, and that therefore
the advantages of the treaty ** are not shared eqnally by the two
countries,” so that ““it loses title to its name.”” The opinion ex-
pressed by Senator Sumner was exléhressed also by the following
promment Republican Senators: Sherman, of Ohio; Collamer
and Foot, of Vermont; Morrill, of Maine; Chandler, of Michi-
g?ﬁl; Doolittle, of Wmaonmn, Wilson, of Massachusetts, and

ers.

In his first annual message to Congress, nnder date of Decem-
ber 6, 1869, President Grant alluded to the Canada treaty in terms
of disapproval on account of its lack of true reciprocity. Iquote
this extract from his message:

The question of renewing a treaty for reciprocal trade between the United
Btatea ami the British provinces on this continent has not been rsvumbﬁ
considered bgathe Administration. The advantages of such a treaty
he wlmﬂy in vm- of the British ucer. Exce t possibly a faw engnsad

the two ons no citizen o t:he United B
hemﬂ.t-ed by reciprocity. Our mbeml taxation wonld an pmtacﬂon
to the British producer almost equal to the protection wEﬁm manufac-
turers now receive from the tariff. Some arra however, for the
of commercial fateroourse between the Dntted Btates aad the Do-
minion of Canada may be desirable.

President Grant, in his second Administration, assisted by his
Secretary of State, Hamilton Fish, made an effort to perfect a
new reciprocity treaty with Cans.da embracing among other
items the admission into Canada of a la.rge number of our manu-
factured articles free of duty. The treaty miscarried, as did all
other subsequent tentative treaties with Canada, the prevai]mg
idea in opposition thereto apparently having a.lwnys been that
the productions of Canada were practically identical with our
own productions, and hence any general ion of Canadian
products into this country free of duty or at reduced rates of
duty would necessarily compete injuriously with our own indus-

I ha.ve already quoted Senator Morrill, but I will quote him

Itis smd we must do something to build up and extend our foreign com-
merce—to which I agree—and to do this it is stran at once to
wrendwmmhmmo&ourmarmathmthm to usabroad—
to which I do not uksd,satosny,to throw into the sea a
greater amount of t.hm will be returned in the catch of fish. Elaven
geﬂnrs of this over-buzad traffic, g{vmg up su'permr mnrn’m in exchange for
crior markets, did net win the commereial or political friendship of the

I quote now from a.nother ished Premdent—Presuiank
Harrison—from his message of June 20, 1892:

Ancggmity treaty imited to the exchange of natural products (refer-
ring to the case of Canada) would bave been such only in form. The hfan.eﬂts
of such a treaty would have inured almostwholly to Canada. Previous ex-
rimentson this line been unsatisfactory to this Government. A treaty
t should be reciprocal in fact and of mutual advantages must necessa
have embraced an important list of manufactured articles and havesecu
:?h the United Srf_:tas a?'d.ea or favored introduction of these articles into Can-
as € Wor

And again, in his fourth annunal message, Mr. Harrison said:

a suggestion was received through the British min-
istsr %thaﬂmmgmmmtwwlﬂﬂke confer as & tothepoasl‘b:uty
of an]arg'h? u’gg: ferms of mutanal advantage, the ecommercial exchanges of

of United States; and a confg-mm was held at Washjngwn.
with Mr. Blaine acting for this Government and the British minister at this
capital and three members of the Dominion cabinet a8 commissioners

on the part of Great Britain. The conference devel the fact that the
government was only pi ed to offer to the United States, in ex-

change torr the concessions admission of natural ucts. The
statement was made that favored rates comid net given to the
United States as the mother country. This admission, which was
¥ terminated the conference mpon this . The

foreseen, nestion
banefits of an e‘:chnageof natural products would be almost wholly with the
people of Canada.

The ob;eci:lons to the Canadian treaty have never been better
stated than th mgy were by Mr. Roberts, Treasurer of the United
States, who

The comm:;ae of Onmﬂﬁ and of- thaotgnritgd StaEes covers substantially g
umacm articles. egquestion prm*i OF COmnu
tween Canada and the UnitadqstntaQna.vary diﬂe{ant one from th‘;’.].: ?l:ihsch
would arise over the n_for reciprocity with Mexico or with the
South American repn for the reasom that Canada j almost
idanﬂnally sohrasmtmucﬁmmthomarudasu Unihedftates
produces. Therefore ean be very little of exchange in the senss of our
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Sith
Canada, as against our own producers.

Now, I submit that every utterance of this long line of distin-
guished statesmen on this subject is just as applicable to-day,
just as pertinent, asit was when uttered first. Isubmit that there
would not only be no reason in it, but that it would be folly
to throw open the splendid markets of 80,000,000 ple in
exchange for the markets of less than 6,000,000 people and to
bring into competition the products of high-priced farm lands in
the West, cultivated with a high wage rate, with those of Canada,
with its low-priced lands and low wage rates. Every dictate of
reason, every impulse of patriotism, every sense of loyalty to our
own people and their interests demands that we should let well
enough alone. [Applause.%alk

Now, I will not stup to about Hawaii, because it has no
special bearing upon the proposition now in hand. We all re-
call that the treaty was made in 1875, and that it was made not
for economical reasons, but for reasons purely political, because of
the anticipated annexation of Hawaii to the United States. It
cost us in the end the loss of nearly $13,000,000 of revenue.

Now, you will observe that in the declaration of the statesmen
from whom I have read the principal point made is that natural
products are not the proper subjects of reciprocity. During the
Arthur Administration the idea of tropical reciprocity seems to
have originated.

The fact that we admitted the products of tropical countries
into our ports without the payment of any duty and that a duty
was imposed upon nearly all of our products in their ports gave
rise to the idea that we might very well make some arrangement
whereby we could, for the concession of our free list, obtain like
concessions from our neighbors. In1883a treaty with Mexico was
attempted and failed. In 1884 a treaty with Cuba, Porto Rico,
and Santo Domingo was attempted and failed. Both Mr. Arthur
and his Secretary of State are upon record as to what they believed
to be the true principles of reciprocity. A letter of Secretary
Frelinghuysen, sent to the Senate and subsequently embodied in
a report dated March 20, 1884, contains the following important
announcement as to the true principles of reciprocity between
nations:

The true plan, it seems to me, is to make a series of reciprocity treaties
with the states of Central and South America, taking care that those manu-
factures and, as far as is practicable, those dprcodut:tl!t which would come into
competition with our own manufactures and products should not be admitted
to the free list.

Mr, Arthur, in his messages, announced the same principle:

The need has 1 been recognized of some arrangement by which tha
natural market ofot..i:ge communities lying at our doors should be secured
under beneficent terms for the principal productions of the United States.
In return for this we grant certain reserved favors, whereby the articles,
mainly raw materials or food products, which this country does not produce
reach their natural market of con-

back for onr products what we do not ourselves produce. The trade

or produces in inadequate Emmtity
sumption in this country. LR
And again, on another occasion, he recommended:
A series of reciprocal commercial treaties with the countries of America,

which shall foster between us and them an unham; movement of trade.

The conditions of these treaties should be the free admission of such mer-
chandise as this

country does not produce in return for the admission free,
or under a favored scheme of duties, of our own products,

You will recollect that in 1889 the Pan-American Congress con-
cluded its sittings and recommended a series of reciprocity
treaties between the several states constituting that conference
and the United States. Mr. Blaine, who was then Secretary of
State, made his report, the conference having been called at his
suggestion in the first instance, and Mr. Harrison sent that report
to Congress with a message. ! I ;

And that was the beginning of practical Republican reciproc-
ity. The Blaine plan was that instead of glscing our noncom-
petitive articles on the free list they should receive duties and
that those duties should be remitted by the President in exchange
for concessions to be made by the nations who sent to us non-
competitive products. It would be tedious to go through the
legislative history of the McKinley law, that finally embodied the
Blaine reciprocity. It is sufficient to say that certain articles,
noncompetitive, were placed upon the free list—sugar, molasses,
tea, coffee, hides—and the President was aunthorized to remove
them from the free list and impose on them certain duties in
cases where unreasonable duties were imposed on our products.

There is considerable of history connected with the making of
th's reciprocity provision, because, you recollect, it was not in the
McKinley bill as it went from the House, but was put in it in
the Senate. But I shall not stop to go over that, use it is
familiar to a great many gentlemen who are here, and I am more
anxious abgut results t I am as to_how they were brought
about. It will be observed that the reciprocity provided for by
the McKinley law was reciprocity in purely noncompetitive ar-
ticles. Thatwasa time when our sugari y had not as yet as-
sumed such proportions asto be called a * home industry," requir-
ing protection, and it was put upon the free list, and constituted

woulz be inviting competition, so far as there is a production in_

one of the articles on the free list to be used in making these
negotiations,

e domestic consumer was protected by way of bounty. It
will be observed that the reciprocity of the McKinley law was in
aid of our foreign trade, withont the possibility of harm to any
domestic industry or any domestic producer. Under the McKin-
ley law, as you recollect, a great many treaties were made, quite
a number. They were all of them swept by the board when the
Democratic Administration cameinto power, without either rhyme
O Treason.

But I must hasten on. I want to call attention particularly to
the provisions of the Dingley law, because there never was a law
put upon the statute books that is solittle understood and so much
misrepresented. The reciprocity provisions of the Dingley law
are to be found in sections 3 and 4.

Section 3 deals with two classes of articles. The firstclass con-
tains argols or crude tartar or wine lees, brandy, champagne,
still wines, vermuth, paintings, and statuary. These articles are
substantially noncompetitive articles. Under the preceding para-
graphs of the law they have each been char with a duty.
For this duty the President is anthorized to substitute a certain
lower duty for the purposes of barter. In other words, if he can
obtain an agreement with a foreign country whereby our prod-
ucts can obtain favorable entrance into foreign markets by low-
ering the duties on these articles, he is authorized to do so. The
second class contains tea, coffee, tonka, tonka beans, and vanilla
beans, which were on the free list. On these the President is
authorized toimpose a certain duty, unless the conntries exporting
them should grant us fair entry into their markets.

So far as this section is concerned, it will be observed that the
principles of Republican reciprocity are preserved.

The articles to be the subject of barter do not come into com-
petition with any home industry.

The discussion of this section gives me the opportunity to say
that no law that ever went upon our statute book has been so
grossly misrepresented as has the Dingley law. It has been her-
alded all over this country—it is heralded all over the country to-
day—that the schedules of the law are intentionally placed above
the protective point, and that therefore the people are suffering
from excessive taxation.

It is not said that some schedules were so treated, but the
schedules, meaning all of them. That is not true. The only du-
ties that were raised were those upon argols, or crude tartar, or
wine lees, brandy, champagne, still wines, vermuth, ete., and this
for trading purposes. It has been asserted that Mr. Dingley ad-
mitted the raising of duties. On the other hand, men have
Tushed to deny that he did. There was no reason for any contro-
versy on the subject, for either assertion or denial. The bill
itself shows the articles that bore the extra rates of duty. There
was no concealment of the matter. The articles were those that
I have mentioned, and no others. I have no doubt that Mr.
Dingley admitted the claim as to them, but more than that he
never did admit, never could have admitted.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi?

Mr. DALZELL, Letme say tomy friend from Mississippi that
I think I know what he is going tosay. I have read his magazine
article, and I propose to address myself to it in the courseof a few
minutes.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted fo ask the gentleman
this question, and then perhaps what I ask the gentleman will be
what he knows I am going to say and perhaps it will not be.
Upon what articles is the sident given authority under the
gngley bill to negotiate reciprocity treaties with a reduction of

per cent?

Mr. DALZELL. Iknew thatwaswhatthegentleman wasgoing
to ask me. I will answer it in a moment.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That is what I would like to
know in that connection.

Mr. DALZELL. I repeat—

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield;

Mr. DALZELL. Yes.

Mr. CLARK. The Hon. John A. Kasson—

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman from Mis-
souri will permit, I would like to have my question answered first.

Mr.CLARK. Thatis all right. I thought the gentleman was
going to answer it directly.

Mr. W of Mississippi. No. In this connection, as I
understand the gentleman, when he has said that articles were
}mt 20 per cent too high in only certain cases which he mentioned,

ask this question: %hat articles are put within the power of
the President as a basis to negotiate reciprocity treaties mpon
where he is granted the power to negotiate upon the basis of a
reduction of 20 per cent? ;
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Mr. DALZELL. I will answer the gentleman in a moment or
fwo. Iam coming to that. :

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Right now?

Mr. DALZELL. In the course of perhaps thirty seconds.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Are not those all the articles?

Mr. DALZELL. Not at There is a limitation that the
gentleman has not paid any attention to. I will satisfy the gen-
tleman, if he will only wait & moment.

I repeat that there is no undue duty placed upon any article in
the Dingley bill, whether for the purposes of barter or otherwise,
except upon those to which I have referred—argols or crude tartar,
wine lees, etc.—and I would like some gentleman now to stand
up and tell me who they are that are tax ridden and suffering,
because of the duty on argols or crude tartar and wine lees, or
any other article named in that section. And yet ont of *‘such
stuff as dreams are made of '’ a hostile press and the enemies of
protection are continuing to vex the souls of a credulous publie.

Mr. LIND. You have reduced the duty on argols and such,
have you not, since the passaﬁof the Dingley bill?

Mr. DALZELL. I donot know whether that is true or not.

Mr. LIND. Well, they have been reduced.

Mr. DALZELL. Now, then, section 4 is the section that wor-
ries my friend from Mississippi and which he seems to think jus-
tifies him in the assertion that we are providing for 20 per cent
overtaxation all along the line,

Section 4 provided, first, that the President might, within a pe-
riod of two years, enter into treaties with foreign nations to secure
favorable entry of our goods into their ports in consideration of a
reduction npon their duties of not more than 20 per cent, such
agreement not to last over five years; and, second, he might agree
to place on our free list such of their Froclncts as we did not pro-
duce, or retain such if already on the free list. But his authority
to act could only be by treaty to be ratified by the Senate and ap-
proved by Congress.

This section was not in the bill when it went from the House.
It was a Senate provision. It is not now in effect more than two
years since the passage of the bill having expired. When the bill
went from the House to the Senate, the House had a reciprocity
section, viz, section 3, and the Senate had a reciprocity provision,
viz, section 4. A compromise was made by adopting both House
provision and Senate provision with certain amendments.

I see that the gentleman from Mississippi in his magazine ar-
ticle contends that the 20 per cent rebate allowed by the fourth
section measures the extra duties of the Dingley bill. But his
lB{)&;if:ion is not tenable for the reason that the schedules of the

ill had been fixed before this section was suggested by the Sen-
ate, and without any reference thereto, and without any knowl-
edge by the House tzat fixed the schednles that any such sugges-
tion wounld be made on the part of the Senate.

But the section was nota to without a material limitation
by way of amendment, which retained power in the Republican
House. That was contained in the provision that no agreement
could be consummated save by the consent of Congress.

The men who insisted on that modification did so in order that
they might retain in their own hands such power as would pro-
tect home interests against possible reciprocity in competitive

roducts. They did so for the further reason that they did not
gelieve it to be within the constitutional power of the Execu-
tive and Senate, in the first instance, to deal with the revenues of
the country, either by treaty or otherwise, but that the power to
originate legislation taxing the people belongs to the representa-
tives of the people.

An analysis of section 4 thus discloses that it contained a pro-
vision for reciprocity in noncompetitive articles similar to the
House provision—yviz, that of section 3—and alsoa provision which
might result in reciprocity in competitive articles,but thelatter was
so gnarded and restricted as to keep the veto power in Congress.

Certain treaties have been negotiated under the provisions of
section 4, but they have never been ratified by the Senate and I
trust they never will be, because they propose to sacrifice certain
American industries in the interest of certain other American in-
dustries on the assumption that in the long run the net gain will
be greater than the loss. The Republican party, however, does
not believe in bookkeeping reciprocity, and I trust it never will,
It believes that every Americanindustry, whether large or small, is
equally entitled with every other American industry to protection
forits labor and its capital. [Applause on the Republican side.]
Protection for all is its motto and its practice.

It has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity treaty was a re-
versal of the Republican policy. £

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like fo ask the gentle-
man my question now.

Mr. DALZELL. All right.

Mr. CLAREK. I want to ask the gentleman three questions.

Mr, DALZELL. Does the gentleman expect me to answer all
of them at once?

Mr, CLARK. No; you may answer them all at once or may

answer them seriatim. Is noft Hon. John A. Kasson, of Iowa, a
-Republican in good standing and an officer in a Republican Ad-
ministration?

Mr. DALZELL. Well, he is known as a Republican. I donot
know anything about his standing. [Laughter.]

Mr. CLARK. All Iowa Republicans are in good standing.

Mr. DALZELL. I would not like to certify to that.

Mr. CLARE. In the second place, did not Mr. Kasson, as the
appointee of President McKinley, negotiate quite a number of
reciprocity treaties which have been pigeonholed with great
unanimity by the Senate? .

Mr. DALZELL. I have already said so. -

Mr. CLARK. Now, my third question is this: If the gentle-
man'’s statement here to-day properly expounds the present Re-
publican position on the subject of reciprocity, then does not the
transaction touching the Kasson treaties show that the Republi-
can party has changed its base on reciprocity in the last seven
years?

Mr. DALZELL. Notatall. The Republican party has been
consistent from the beginning; it never agrzed to any reciprocity
treaty that involved anything except noncompeting articles, Lzéep-
plause on the Republican side.] And it is because it has been
consistent to its principles that those treaties have never been
ratgfli‘ed, and, in my judgment, they never will be ratified by Re-
publicans. :

Mr. CLARK. The real reason those treaties have never been
ratified is because McKinley died, is it not?

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, not at all. They were—

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They were negotiated a year
before McKinley's death.

Mr. LIND. ill the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. DALZELL. Yes.

Mr. LIND. Can the gentleman think of any noncompetitive
product in the world now on the dutiable list that could be made
the subject of reciprocity under his definition?

Mr. DALZELL., Why, they all conld. Yes, by putting them
on the free list.

Mr, LIND. Bat is there anything now not on the free list that
counld be made the subject of reciprocity under your definition?

Mr. DALZELL. I don't know; the tariff schedule is a long
document. I do not recall any just now.

Mr. PAYNE. Statuary, for instance. -

Mr. DALZELL. Oh,Imentioned that—statuary and painting.

Mr. PAYNE. Heis as‘kini you again; he has forgotten.

Mr. DALZELL. I gave the gentleman a list a while ago—
argols, crude tartar, the wine list, champagne——

Mr. LIND. We make all those things in the United States,

Mr. DALZELL. And brandy—oh, no; we do not make any
champagne that comes into compstition with French champagne.
We do not have any competition in argols; we do not have any
competition in any of these articles—paintings——

Mr. LIND. Onemore question. Under the gentleman’s defini-
 tion of reciprocity we could not possibly have reciprocity with
Canada in any one product that either nation produces, could we?

Mr. DALZELL. I do not think we could have any reziprocity
with Canada that would be of any advantage to the United States
in any shape or form. [Applause on the Republican side.]

Now let me go on; my time is almost exhausted, I was about
to say that it has been claimed that the Cuban reciprocity agree-
ment was a reversal of Republican policy. On the other d, it
was an exception. If was justifiable only on the ground of the
exceptional circumstances under which it was made. It neces-
sarily resulted from the peculiar relations that the United States
bore to Cuba, a Republic made free by the expenditure of our
treasure and the blood of our sons. It isnot definitive of Repub-
lican policy. It is not a precedent for anything, and no one has
any right to so consider it.

So that the reciprocity of Arthur and Harrison and Blaine and
Dintgley and McKinley is still the reciprocity of the Republican
party.

I know that certain gentlemen, enemies of protection, have con-
tended that President McKinley in his last speech at Buffalo,on
the eve of his tragic end, abandoned the doctrine whose advo-
cacy throughout his long life had made him famous. I think
they do him an injustice. There are detached sentences in that

h that, taken by themselves, may be construed to mean
afmost anything; but taken asa whole the speech wasa McKinley
speech. It was a h, I grant you, in advocacy of foreign
trade, but at the same time its keynote sounded the supreme and
commanding importance of the home market and was a protest
against any curtailment thereof or of any industry therein or of
any harm to its wage-earners. Note what he says:

By sensible tradearrangements which will not interrupt home production
we shall extend the outlets of our increasing surplus.

And then again:

We shonld take from our customers such of their products as we can use

without harm to our industries and labor,
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Andall through that speech, in which he glorifies our prosperity.

he atiributes its existence to the policy of protection. Whether
that be so or not, the faith of the Republican party to-day on this
‘subject remains as declared in 1900 at Philadelphia:

o ndoei ol g g il R o
change for free foreign markets.

Now, why change this policy at all? 'Why not cling to the pol-
icy of reciprocal relafions with respect simply fo noncompeting
articles, and so preserve our home inferests? Oh, they say,
becanse we want to get foreign trade. Well, what is the matter
with onr foreign trade? There certainly is nothing of criticism
te be said about its present status, I do not indulge in the
fears that some gentlemen express as to its future. I apprehend
that in the adjustment of world conditions it will take care of
itself in the future, as it has in the past. Why, during the last
thirty years our foreign trade has
Britain; it has grown more than that of Germany; it has grown
more than that of France; it has grown more than that of Russia;
it has grown more than that of any nation in the world.

I have here some figures that I will not stop to read at length,
but I will give yon the resultsof them. Ihave first atable show-
ing the exports of domestic products from the United States, Great
Britain, Germany, and France, and I find that between 1872 and
1901 the increase of the United States foreign trade was 168.89 per
cent. I find that the increase of trade of Great Britain in the
same period was 8.40 per cent. I find that the increase of trade
of Germany was 91.19 per cent and of France 6.68 per cent—that
is to say, while Germany, which next o the United States grew
the most, increased 91 per cent, the United States increased 168.39

r cent.
peI have here a table showing the imports entered for consump-
tion in the United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France
which I will not stop to read, and I have a table showing the total
imports for consumption and exports of domestic produncts of the
United States, Great Britain, Germany, and France, and I will
read you the result as to that. The United States between 1872
and 1901 increased 73.08 per cent, Great Britain increased 28.10
per cent, Germany increased 76.74 per cenf, France increased
14.32 per cent.

The tables are as follows:

Exports of domestic products ﬁomd!?nitad States, Greal Britain, Germany,
an -

France

) Per cent

Country. 1872, 1801, of in-

crease,
United States A §505, 033, 430 | 81,355, 481, 851 168.39
et Britain. oo T 1,241, 760,000 | 1,847,182 617 8.49
T e L8 AN S SN T 551,618,000 | 1,054,885, 000 91.19
o VA S B e S e R 726, 000, 000 T74, 497 600 6.63
Imports entered for consumption into United States, Great Britain, Germany,
: and France. .
Percent

Country. 1872, 1901, of in-

crease.
Untted Binbes. .o ol e e $063,1468,657 | $390,708, 754 85.68
Great Britain 25 1,585,123,000 [ 2,210,111,000 43,907
GErRANY -t T 775,128,000 200, 254, 000 86. 45
e L e L f B43, 254, 2.8
Total imporis entered for comsumplion and exporis of domestic products,

— United States, Great Britain, Germany, undf France.

Percent

Country. 1872, 1901, of in-

crease.
03.06
28.10
6. 74
14.82

I am justified, I think, in the claim that I have made that in the
last thirty years our foreign trade has increased more than that
of any other nation. And that magnificent showing, let me sug-
gest, was not due to our agricultural trade alone. 1892 our ex-

of mannfactures amonnted to only $158,500,917, or 15.7 per
cent of our . In 1902 our exports of manufactures
amounted to $403,641,401, or 29.77 of our ts, an increase since
1892 of 154.7 per cent. Why, the our foreign trade has
been the wonder of the world. We haveheard time and again on
the floor of this House threats made that on account of its in-
crease foreign countries would seek to bar us out of their mar-
kets, and we have heard the plea made for tariff revision and
reciprocity on that ground.

It is furthermore said that “ we must buy or we can not sell.”

wn more than that of Great | 1594

Why, we are among the greatest buyers in the world. Great
Britain buys more than we do; Germany buys more than we do;
France buys only a little more, and Russia not near so much., I
have here figures covering two periods of time—a period of de-
pression and a period of prosperity—showing what sort of buyers
we are in the world’s market. Without stopping to give the fig-
ures at length, in 1802 we bought at the rate of $12.73 per capita;
in 1894, $9.41; 1895, $10.61; in 1896, $12.20. Then coming to a
later period, 1600, 1901, and 1902. In 1800 we bonght at the rate
of %1'171.98; in 1901, $10.58; in 1902, $11.48. The tables in full are
as follows:

Per
Year. Amount capita.
$886, 400,922 §12.73
54, 904, 622 9.41
731, 969, 965 10.61
70,724,674 12.20
840,941,184 17.98
823,172,165 10.58
903, 320, 48 11.43

There are reasons why we should not be as great buyers as
some other nations. Those reasons are to be found in ounr native
wealth of wheat and corn and cotton, tobacco, petroleum, coal,
and ores—indeed. all the necessities of life in a great superabund-
ance. Taking these into consideration we are, relatively speak-
ing, amongst the world’s greatest buyers, and will ever continue
to be so long as our industries flonrish and our wage-earners are
in receipt of such wages as enable them to be large consamers.

Yes; but gentlemen say, ‘‘Oh, well, we will be shut out of
the markets of the world. They will raise their tariffs on us.”
My friend from Alabama [Mr. UxpERWO0OD] indulged in a sad
foreboeding here not very long ago, entertaining that fear. For
how long a time, for how many years have you heard on the floor
of this House that foreign tariffs were going to bar usout of the
markets of Europe. Why, Mr. Chairman, men in the aggregate
are just like individuals. They buy where they can buy
and cheapest, and buy from the party who has what they want

to sell.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. May Iinterrupt the gentleman?

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimousconsent that
the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be extended
until he completes his remarks.

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania may be permitted to conclude his re-
marks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears

none.

Mr. UNDERWOOD., Will the gentleman permit me to inter-
rupt him?

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield?

Mr. DALZELL. Certainly.

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would ask the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania if it is not a fact that there has been a large reduction in
the exports of manufactures of iron and steel of the United States
into the markets of the world?

Mr. DALZELL. Undoubtedly there are periods of depression
and periods of prosperity, changes in the market extending from
time to time over long periods; and there always have been. I
will remind the gentleman that * two swallows do not make a

BUImmer.

Mr., UNDERWOOD. Ever since the enactment of the Dingley
tariff bill have not the European countries that furnished us max-
kets for our goods heretofore almost all of them discriminated

inst our iron and steel manufactures?

Mr. DALZELL. They do nof seem to have affected our pros-
perity in that direction.

My, UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Pennayl-
vania if it is not a fact that our exports last year were less than
they were ﬁ%ﬁ‘am o?

Mr. DALZELL. Idonot have before me the figures, but I will
say that there are periods of ion, and sometimes there are
long times of depression; but there is always a reason for it, and
generally temporary. - 1

Now, with respect to this claim that we are going to be shut
out of the world’s markets. The United States produces one-fifth
of the world's wheat.

Mr. STANLEY, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him just

one question?
Mr, DALZELL, I will,

Mr. STANLEY. Does the %entlamm not concede that ahigh

rotective rate on the part of Great Britain would be a great ca-
ﬂ.m\'ty to this coun
Mr, DALZELL, No, I will not concede it; I prefer to say that
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that is a very large question, with which I am not now familiar.
It is cne that I do not feel myself now prepared or able to answer.
I have not given it any study. But I will say for the benefit of
the gentleman—

Mr. ‘Ei‘,TANLEY. Iam speaking of a tariff on all kinds of Ameri-
can industry.

Mr. DALZELL, I will prefer to say that I am not competent

~ to answer the gentleman’s question. If the gentleman wants
something to read on the subject, I will refer him to the last Book
Lovers’ Magazine, to anarticle written by Mr. Talcott Williams,
of Philadelphia, one of our best writers. He can give him more
light than anyone who has written on the subject, so far asI have
seen up to this time.

Now, as to being driven out of the world’s markets, the United
States, I say, produces one-fifth of the world’s wheat, one-half of
the world’s meat, four-fifths of the world’s corn, and three-
fourths of the world’s cotton. Europe's importations from the
United States last year were three-fifths of its wheat, almost all of
its corn, half of its meat, and three-fourths of its cotton. In 1901
Europe took over 50 per cent of our exports of manufactures, 90
per cent of our exports of agricultural products, and 60 per cent of
all other exports. Suppose it possible that Europe could be fur-
nished with these necessities from other places outside the United
States, what effect do youn suppose it would have upon their mar-
kets as to price to shut out the American products?. To do so, I
venture to say, would be an economic impossibility.

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I have proven anything at all I have
proven, first, that Republican reciprocity means only reciprocity
in noncompeting products, and I have proven,secondly, that no
reason exists, growing out of our relation with the world’s trade,
for changing or abandoning that policy.

So then, I say, let us abide by the ancient landmarks, the party
faith, and I repeat, ‘‘ we favor the associated policy of recig;ocity
sodirected as to open our markets on favorable terms for what we
can not ourselves produce in exchange for free foreign markets.’’
That is all we are willing to give for free foreign markets. We
will not agree that a single home industry shall be crippled; we
will not agree that a single American wage-earner lose his
job or part with a penny of his wages, The game is not worth
the candle.

In the long run we ghall have our full share of the world’s
markets. Weshall have it because we shall deserveit. We shall
have it because, in the great international contest for the world’s
trade, we shall have behind us the inexhaustible wealth of a con-
tinent, the energy and enterprise and inventive genius of the most
intelligent and energetic peo;;}e on the face of the earth, and all
of it backed by such wise policies as shall most advantageously
develop their great resonrces. [Prolonged applause.]

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. LovERING having taken
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate by
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate had
passed without amendment bills of the following titles:

Ing' %\‘. 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta,
WIi. R. 11021, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
eems;

H. R. 8227, An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; and

H. R. 10145. An act to provide for appeals, writs of error, and
other appellate proceedings from the circuit and district courts
of Beanmont, in the eastern district of Texas.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol-
lowing resolution:

Resolved, That the action of the President pro tempore in s!ﬁing the hill
(8. 167) “ nt_m%;m increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe® be rescinded,
and that the bill be returned to the House of Representatives with the re-
quest that similar action be taken by the House with respect to the signature
of the Speaker,and that the passage of the bill be reconsidered, and that it be
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr, Chairman, it is an old
adage that the application of principles can always be confused
by a prolixity of figures. It is true, for the same reason, that the
sea has no fixed level and that the running waters have no regular
level. People lose sight of the general principle that there isa
mean level of the sea, because the sea is never at rest; and people
lose sight of the general principle that waters flow downward,
because sometimes downstream the waters are higher than above,
backed by some inflow of other waters.

Thus, when you come to the consideration of the application of
the general principle, you may run over a lot of figures dealing
with the great complexities of the trade of a great country and
take out some >ial figures here and there, seemingly contra-
dicting any principle, no matter how well grounded and fixed that
principla may be.

So gentlemen every now and then attempt to show that protec-
tion, a policy which is inaugurated for the purpose of raising
rices for the benefit of the man or industry protected, does really
ower prices and thereby destroys its own purpose, and so gentle-
men now and then, as in this debate,attempt to show that people
ow rich by the * balance of trade * in their favor, or grow poor

y the ** balance of trade ’ the other way.

Facts staring all men in the face yet prove that neither asser-
tion is true. Adam Smith long years ago, Ricardo afterwards,
John Stunart Mill after him, and Henry George after him have so
reasoned and absolutely ridiculed the old mercantile theory of the
‘‘balance of trade' out of existence that no man in his sound
senses, if he stops to think, would believe for one moment that
the relative prosperity or depression of two countries, consider-
ing each by itself com with the other, could be accounted
for by the fact that there was in one case a balance of trade
in favor of exports or in the other in favor of imports. There
is indeed no such thing as a balance of trade, except when you
come to consider simply two traders and no more, and even then
not for a great time, as history counts time.

It is very true that there was a very large balance of trade in
favor of a Kentucky mule dealer, for examgle, as against myself
when I was planting, because every year I bought from six to
twelve mules from Kentucky mule dealers, and the mule dealer
never bought anyﬁhin“gl from me, and therefore these old mercan-
tile-theory people would tell you the Kentucky mule dealer grew
immensely rich and I was being necessarily impoverished by the
trade between myself and the Kentucky mule raiser.

True, if somebody did not come along and buy my cotton it
would not be long before the Kentucky mule raiser wounld have
to sell his mules to somebody else. Again, the man who paid me
money for my cotton sold me nothing. Thus, according to this
balance of trade theory, I impoverished him. Now, there is no
sense in all that. The sense in it, if there ever was any logic in
it at all, grew out of the old mercantile theory that a country had
to get the gold and silver of the world in order to prosper, and
that it grew rich only by getting gold and silver.

The truth is the mule raiser, the cotton buyer and I, and the cot-
ton s&inner, who bought from the cotton buyer, all made money,
and there was, as between all of us and everybody else of whom
we bought and to whom we sold, no ““balance of trade’ atall. We
each parted with what we wanted to part with and got what we
wanted to get. Neither grew rich by buying; neither by selling,

‘We each and all grew rich, if we grew rich at all, by both buy-
ing and selling.

either of any two of us had sold always and never honght,
and between the two of us had controlled all the trade of the
world, the one who exclusively sold would have wound up with
all the gold and silver of the world and nothing else, and must
have starved for his pains, or begun to buy; the other would have
had everything in the world except its gold and silver,

John Stuart Mill says (Princig es of Political Economy, vol.2,
p. 117, Little & Brown edition of 1848):

From this exposition we perceive in what consists the benefit of interna-
tional exchange, or, in other words, foreign commerce. Setting aside its en-
abling countries to obtain commodities which they could not themselves
produce at all, its advantage consists in a more efficient employment of the
productive forces of the world.

If two countries which trade together attempted, as far as was physically

ble, to produce for themselves what they now imgmrt. from one another,

labor and capital of the two countries would not be so productive, the
two together would not obtain from their industry so great a quantity of
commodities, as when each employs itself in producing, both for itself and
for the other, the things in which its labor is relatively most efficient. The
addition thus made to the produce of the two combined constitutes the ad-
vantage of the trade.

It is possible that one of the two countries may be altogether inferior to
the other in productive capacities, and thatits labor and capital could be em-
B!lo}'ed to greatest advantage by being removed bodily to the other. The

bor and capital which have been sunk in rendering Holland habitable
would have produced a much greater return if transported to America or
Ireland. The produce of the whole world would be ter than it is if
everytl&ng were produced where there is the greatest absolute facility for its
production.

Butnations do not, at least in modern times, emigrate en masse; and while
the labor and capital of & country remain in the country, they are most bene-
ficially em; loye‘_g inproduclnﬁéor foreign markets as well as for its own the
things in which it lies inder least vantage, if there be none in which
it possesses an advantage.

3efore p further let us contrast this view of the benefits of inter-
national commerce with other theories which have prevailed and which toa
certain extent still prevail on the same subject.

According to the doctrine now stated, the onl{du‘ect advantage of foreign
commerce consists in the imports. A country obtains ﬂ:_ngs which it either
could not have produced at all, or which it must have produced at a greater
expense of capital and labor than the cost of the things which it exports to
pay for them. It thus obtains a more ample supply of the commodities it
wm}sﬁr the m&e Iabml- smiﬁ]ﬂ or thedsame tiupptlhy_ for less labor and
eaving the us @ to produce other things.

PI‘he vulgar theo% ds this begeﬁt. and deems tﬁ: advantage of
commerce to reside in the exports; as if not what a country obtains, but
what it parts with by its foreign trade, was supposed to constitute the gain
toit. Anextended market for its uce; an abundant consumption for its
gods: a vent forits lus; are the phrases by which it has been customary
mg&asigmte the uses and recommendations of dommerce with foreign coun-
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intelligible when we consider that the authors and lea.ders
ofo‘pmononmarcnnﬁg Enmﬁnmhnwhﬁhsrtobmthnsaﬂingchm. tis
in truth a surviving relic of the mercantile theory, mordmgmwhich
money being the only wealth, selling or, in other words, clmﬁng
for money was, tg countr!u witflmut. 85 clfs guir own, th with way of
growing rich; and importation o eay, parting money—
was so much subiracted from the

Adam Smith says, in his oelabrated first chapter of book four,
‘sapping and annihilating the mercantile theory, a chapter which,
by the way, every young and old student of this subject ought to
read carefully, amongst other things these:

‘We say of a rich man that he 13wm‘th v&mtdealandorapoormnnthst
heis worth a. vcry lm.le m de ealthand money, in are, in
common asinevery mspect SyDONyInons.

A richcnnntry m ‘Lho same manner, * * ¥ pgmd to be a country
abounding in money; and to heap up gold ami sﬂm is sup-

to be the readiest way to enrich it

of America the ‘&rst uiry of the Spanhrds. wlum thuy arrived upon any
unknown coast, used to 1! there was any gold or silver to be found in the
neighborhood. By the information which they received they judged whether
ltwasworthwh.llatom;ke a settlement there orif the country was worth

g,

ino, a monk sent ambassador from the King of France to oneof
the sons of the famous Ghen s Kha-n, suys that the Tartars used frequently
to ask him if there was plenty of sheep and oxen in the Kingdom of France,
Theiringuiry bad the same oh ect with that of the Spaniards. They wanted
to know if the conntry was ri Dufh to be worth conquering. Among the
Tariars, as among all other nations o she'phards, who are generally ignorant
of the use of money, cattle are the instruments of commerce and the measures

of valoe.

Wealth, therefore, according to them etmsisted in eattle, as accordin
theSpa:nmrds it consisted in Id and O‘Ithetwotha’!‘amrnoton,
perhaps, was t.he nearest to

*® o P .

In meq‘u.ence of these popular notions all the different mﬁonso! Europe
have studied, though to ﬂtm urpose, every possible means of accnmulating
gold and silverin their respectavn countries. Spain and Portugal, the pro-
prietors of the principal mines which supply Europe with those metals, have
ftitthar pmt:lbitagl axporh jon under the severest penalties or subjected

o0 a considerable duty

The like prohibition seems anciently to have madea ﬁurt of the pollcy of
most cthe:rgo pean nations. Itiseven to be found, a least
of all expect to ﬁnd it, in some old Scomh acts of Pnrhnmenl:, whmh fuﬂnd

under penalties, the or silver forth of the kingdom
The like po cyanmently took pm in France and

‘When those conntries became the found this pro-
hibition extremely inconvenient. 'I' vr{ could frequently buy more advan-
tageously with gc{d and silver than z)othar commodity the foreign
goods which they wanted, either to importin 0wn or to carry tosome

other foreign emmtry They remonstrated, therefore, against this prohibi-
tion aa hurtful to

L
tion {of. money) coulﬂon:lybe prevmtallbyapmrper at-
wnr.ion tuwha they ealled the ceof trade. That when the country
exported o0 a grentervsluamnnltmmdalmhnmbmmeduetow
trom fnraign nations, which was necessarily to it in gold and silver and
g t’{c,ha quanﬁtzatif thtgaa nﬁe in the gdom But th}.;g
wheni impcrted a greater value than it exported a contrary balance
ea.meduatnro mﬁnﬂ,w chmneceuﬂlypaidtothaminthame
manner and there the quantity.
™ & - - L]
Thosenrgumantswemparﬂy solid and partl w histical. were solid
so far as they asserted that the exportation o and silver in trade might
frequently be advantageons to the country. were solid, too, inassert-
ing that no prohibition conld prevent their when private people
found any advantage in exporting them. But they were sophistical in st‘ﬁs
posing that mther to preserve or to augment the quantity of those me
more the attention of ﬁuvarnmant. than to preserve or to augment
the o:faant.ity of any other usefu which the freedom of trade,
withnnt any snch attention, uavartmh tosu] y inthe pmper qmmtity
L]
Sud: as t!my were, howaver. thm nrgumenis vlneed t.ha
whom addressed. T'Ilay aﬂd:aased by merchan
an?totheoonnci]sot ces, to nobles and to coun gan
‘by thoaa who were su d to understand trade to those w
scious to t.hemsc;}:gsm thfy knew about !.‘gl:ad m:;.t:g T‘l;f;.tor(i
enric conn experience demons enoblesan
ejgn n-z‘ﬂ:lman. aewellssrt% the merchants; but howorin what manner

The merchants knew perfecﬁg in what manner it enriched themselves. It
business to

le to

lin-
men;
Were con-

was their know it. But to know in what manner it enriched the
country was no part of their lmbject navar came into their
mnsidemtwn, but when they heir country for some

relating to forei < a.p'gl became to
in the Jaws em nNecessary
g;nag;nthinsa about the basr.m.ﬂoial eggcts of foreign trade and the manner

in which those effects were obstructed by the lswsastha:r then

To the judges who weremdeeidathabusinemi E most satisfac-
tory £ the matter when they were told tha fnmign trade brought
iy £1 hindered it from hﬁig-

into the coun but that the mtn
E;n;ymmh asito = would do. ts therefore produced

the wished-for effect. The efgmlng gold and mlver was in
B‘r‘:mne and oanﬂm%’n?the coin of those mspecuw countries. "The

exportation of oreig_'n coin and bullion was made In Holland and in
some other mnmdndaventoﬂmcoinoithecmtry
Thea on of gnvmment was turned away from against th
exportation of gold and silver to watchmr the balance of e as the only
cause which conld occasion wm tion or diminution of those metals
awan

Fro fruitlesscareitwas toanothercaremuchmore intncate
mucrﬁﬁm am  and just y fruitless. The title of Mun" s‘hook.
England’s Treasure in a fun ental maxim in the

political economy, notof Eng only butof nllot.haroommemial countries,
The inland or home trade, the most important atall.thamde in which
an equal eapital affords the greatest revenus and creates test em-
nent to the le of the cmmtry. was dered as only to
E:e:n trade. It neither brought money into the emmh-y. it was said.mr
earried any out of it. The co could never become either
m‘:il:er orp&o;ﬁr mct:t itie t so far aaitnproapentyordauymight
e nence 20!
hAmﬂg tha&hum:lineeofiuownmusbmdmbbad]ydmw gold
and silver foreign countries, in the same manner as one that has no
vineyards of its own must draw its wines. It does not seem necessary, h.ow-

ever, that the attention of government should be more turned toward the

than toward the other object. A country that has wherewithal to buy
wine will always get the wine which it hasoccasion for; and a country that
lm.swhemwiﬂml bo buy gold and a.ilvor will never be in want of those metals.

‘We trust with perfect security that the freedom of trade, withont any at-
tention of government, will always supply us with the wine which we ve
occasion for; and we may trust with equal secu a thatit w:llalwayam
us with all the gold and silver which we can affo purchase or y,
either in circulating our commodities or in other nses.

The quanhty of commodity w'hjc‘h human industry ean either pur-
chase or produ hngl regulates itself in every country according to the
effectnal demand or woordmg to the demand of those who are willing to pa;
the whole rent, Inbm- and profits which must be paid inorder to prapmang
bring it to market. Butno commodit:les regulate themselves more easily or
more exactlym% ectual demand than gold and silver; becansa
on account of the bulk and great value of those metals no commodities
can be more easily transported from one place to another, from the places
where they are cheu.p to those where they are dear, from the places where
thcﬁ‘ exceed to those where they fall short of this effectual demand.

thers was in Engkmd fur g}le an effectoal demand for an additionl
qlt;.:;nuty of gold, & packet from Lisbon, or from whersver
it was to be. tons 0! gold, whitsl cou!d be coined into more than
5,000,000 gmneas. but i:l.‘ there was an effectual demand for to the same
vgna, to import it (;rggl\d rva\vtfum'n,tj1 atd g('lnit%m & ctg'n, g’lt:u n of t.oma ghip-
ping, or a UEAD ips of & thousand tons ea ¢ navy of England
e e
en the quantity o gn an ver importe to any country exceeds
the effectual :{ of government can prevent their expor-
tation. Allthe mngu.mar ws of Spain and Portugal are not able to kee
their l;uld and silver at home, The continual importations from Peru an
ceed the effectual demand of those countries and sink the price of
those metals there below that in the neighboring countries.

If, on tha con ,in any particular country their quantity fell short of
tha effectual demand, so far as to raise the price above rtlhzau: of the neighbor-
ing countries; the %nvemmentwrmld have no oceasion to take pains to

port them. If it was even to take pains to revanht.hmrim mn.m
the barriers w ch e

wou]ﬂ not beable to effectnate it. Those me when the Spar
wherewithal to purc them, broke through all
laws o£ Lycurg'us oppoaedmthmr Bntram into Lnoedmon.

It wo'uld be too ric'lie‘nhns to go abcm!‘; aarionsly to prove that waalih does

not consist in money, orin gold and silver, but in what money purc and
is valuable only for purchasing. Money, no doubt, makes alwaysa partof
thenational capital, butit has ¥ been. thatit qeuerally magga but
asmall and slwa.ys the mmtnnmoﬂtable partof it # * and though
not always draw money so readily as money draws in the
run tliey draw it more necessarily than even it draws t‘hem
oods can serve many other besides
money can serve no other purchasing goods, onay t:hara-
fore, necessarily runs after but goods do not always or necessm:ﬂ
after money. o man who buys does not always mean to sell aﬂain. hut.
ﬂ'et:pmntlzhB usa or to consume, whereas he who sells always means to buy
may frequently have done the whole, but the other can
never have done more than the one-half of his business.

It isnot for its own mlm that men desire money, but for the sake of what
they can pure withit. * # * Thatto attempt to increase the wealth
of any cmmtr% eif.har by introducing or l? detaining in it an unnecessary
ghua.nuti d and silver, i5 as absurdas it would be toattempt to increase

cbeer of private families by obliging them to kee
l:ﬂ.l.:\niﬂ hnol kitchen gtena:ls.
t. axpema [ purchna{n
‘increasing

on

P AN UNNECcessary
those unnecessary utensils would diminish
instead of either thnqmt.lty orgoodnessof the famllﬁproﬂsiom.
s0 the expense of purchasing an unnacmrmantity of tiol and ml'mr
must, in eye munt.ry as necessarily dimi the weal
clothes,and maintains and employs the poopla

* t * s *

The importation of gold and silver is not the prin
bennﬂ.t which a nation derives from its foreign 6. Between whatever
fore‘lgn trada is carried on they all of them derive two distinct benefits

From it. It carriesout that surplus part of the produce of their land and Ia-
bor for which there is no demand among them and brings back in return for

it sogethmg else, which may satisfy their wants and increase their enjoy-
men!
narrowness of the home market does not hinder the

1, mnch less thn

By means of it the
division of laborin m:ly parl..cu]ar hmnch of art or manufacture from being
carried to the highest theﬁ.opan,ng 8 more extensive market for
whatever part of the pmdn.ce of labor may exceed the home consump-
tion, it encourages them to improve its

uctive powers and to eugment

its annual produce to ths utmost, m:u:l eraby to increase the rem revenue
and wealth of the society.
ese great and important ssrnees foreign trade is continually occupied

in performing to all the different countries between which it is carried on.
They all darive gﬂt benefit from it, though that in which the merchantre-

gides generally ves the greatest, as he is generally more emplo ed in
supplying the wants and cau-mng out th snperﬂmnas of his o of
any other particular coun impm the gold and silver ‘Wh.i.t.h may ba

wanted inro the countries w. have no mines is, no doubt, a part of the
business of foreign commerce. 1t i3, however, a most cant part of
it. A country which carried on foreign trade merely on this account could
gcarce have occasion to traight aship. m a oentury

- * *

By opening a new and i.uexhuustihla mm'kﬁt to all the commodmes of
Euro it ve ocearion to new divisions of labor and improvements of art,
which, e narrow cirele of the ancient commerce, conld never bave taken
place for wantof amarket to takeoff the greater of their produce. The
mﬁw powers uelt h\;ﬂr were im;&rf{ved mdwith me ré:fmd in a:{

o different countries of Europe, and, together revenue an
wealth of the mhahét:m

The com: of Europe were almost all new to Ameriea, and many of

of America were new to Europe. A new set of exchanges, therefore,
ha n to take placo which had never been thought of before, and which
should nstura-l]y have proved asadvantageousto the new as it certainly did
tothe old continent. vv.%“hljusnce of the Europeans rendered an
event which ought to have been beneilcial to all ruincus and destructive to
several of those uniorhmnte cuuntries
L] -

I thought it n . though at !.ha hazard ot being tadicms‘ to examjna
at full nationt.hatwaﬂthwndm mnmmyor in gold and
e e S e o s e, Mmoo Unis Dol

3 renders
e i e Tty W e SR Rice OE 1 mieraity
to forget their own principles and in the course of their rea~

mvar?oa
sonings to take it for granted as a certain and undeniable truth.
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Some of the best English writers upon commerce set out with observing
that the wealth of & country consists, not in its gold and silver only, but in
fts lands, houses, and consumable of all different kinds. In the course
of their reasonings, however, the lands, houses, and consumable goods seem
to slip ont of their m .and the strain of their argument tre&net:rﬂy sup-
poses that all wealth co: in gold and silver, and that to multiply those
metals is the great object of national industry and commerce. 1

The two les being established, however, that wealth consisted in

1d and silver, and that those metals could be brought into a country which

no mines ouly by the balance of trade, or by rtin%' to a greater value

W it necesmrilf;bmmo the great object of political economy
to diminish as much as possible the importation of foreign goods for home
mnsu.n%ptian and to increase as much as possible the exportation of the prod-
uce of domestic industry. )

The restraints upon importation were of two kinds:

First. Restraints upon the importation of such foreign goods for home con-
sumption as could be produced at home, from whatever country they were

imported.

goond.. Restraints upon the imy tion of of almost all kinds
from those ular countries with which the of trade was sup-
posed to be disadvantageous.

Those different restraints consisted sometimes in high duties and some-
times in absolute prohibitions.
. * s *

* * *
The two sorts of restraints importation above mentioned, together
with these four encouragements to exportation, constitute the six prineipal
means by which the commercial aggn proposes to increase the quantity of
gold and silver in any country ng ing the balance of trade in its favor.
1 shall consider each of them in a chapter, and without
any further notice of their ency to money into the conn-
1l examine chiefly t are likely to be the effects of each of them
upon the annual produce of its industry. “.:lccording as they tend either to
or diminish

increase or value of this amm ce, they must evidently
tend either to increase or dimi thereal wealth and revenue of the country

to the natural traffic which wonld take place if no such metals exis
the trade between countries were purely a trade or barter.

I quote also on the balance-of-trade subject from Mr. Baker of
N. % in the Johnstown Daily Democrat of February 14. It is
not bad reading,

THAT BALANCE-OF-TRADE FALLACY.

‘WasHINGTOR, D. C., February 13.
‘When we consider how widespread is the belief (orkmther. acceptance of
the statement) that not only does ection “enable™ the tected manu-
facturers to pay high wages, but tin somaowu}.twayzw h even its ad-
vocates donot explaln,“ compels™ their pa t by protected manufacturers,
it ouﬁht.noh I assume, to be an oceasion for W to find how prevalent is
thé idea that that country whose exports ex: its imports is thereby made

Prosperons, .
Certainly no fallacy is so widely accepted, has so many devotees, is so in-
frequently chall . And yet, even the most cursory thought, the mostsim-
ple examinetion of the subject, should be sufficient toextpge onsness,
The icies ‘of nations, the fates of emplrnulnam veg existence of
civilization itself, seem to most people to be involved in the contest for
commercial supremacy which the great nations of the world are en ﬂgad in.
So common and so prevalent is the idea of *war ™ associated com-
merce that it has come to be the usual term of expression that this or that
tion must *fight™ for commercial supremacy, and_the reason advanced
%; people to-day why nations must fight is not, as in the ostensibly for
territorial i ent, for the extension of the gEORTRD eal daries
of nations, but that they must *fight for markets,” fight for the right to
push the sale of their products nmun%:l;n ple of other nations.
Is it not singular that these devotees of war and warlike methods, these
le who advocate the necessity of a blﬁl:vyin order tosecure the “open
oor,” who would force our upon the heathen Chinese, should not as
et have advocated the creation and establishment of fglgantlc State militia
n order that the goods produced in New York may be upon the people
of Ohio and Pemusfavnnm: that the manufacturers in Illinois require a large
i."lfnndj.ng‘;i‘,{n in that State to force the sale of their goods upon Wisconsin,
Wa, &I
And yet to those who are not inoculated with this virus for immense armies
or hiF navies it should apmno more fantastic and unreasonable for the
ple of these and other 5 to insist that the goods created within their
m—ltories shall be forced upon the paomuf adjolnmﬁf;nm than that we
nhotgldi;j; ?i;::tion, force our goods upon the Chinaman, the Jap, the Russian,
or the ]
As I have said, the prevalence of this idea that markets must be fought for
is largely r ble indirectly,if not directly, for the thought that those
pations which export the most and import the least are thereby made the

most Tous.
if one will but think on this mbi::t in a simple way, will appl
the same ers of logical analysis which gives to his own affairs, wlﬁ
ask himself the question why the doing of something by a large number of
le in their collective capacity hasa different effect npon them as a whole
n what would follow the same act of an individoal, he must at once see the
utter absurdity and falsity of the contention that an excess of exports proves
that the nation is thereby becoming rich. Nations are ta tions of
individuals. It is justastrue that a hundred tho can not
send out & million dollars’ worth of wealth, receiving back $900,000 worth,
and thereby become rich, as if it were the transaction of one individual.

Perhaps the moat xugrising thing in connection with this delusion is the
fact admitted even hé e most ardent advocates of the * profitableness™ of
excess exports, that (Great Britain, admittedly next to the United States the
most prosperous nation in the world, has for a long period of years been im-
mrtintg hundreds of millions of do * worth ]::S wealth in excess of her
exports,

or the year ending June 80, 1908, her excess of imports over exports
amounted o the enormous sum of §000,000,000. During the same year the
excess exports over imports of the United States amounted to $400,000,000. If
the contention that that nation is most p: which has an excess of
exports is sound, then it follows that England by this time mnst have been
almost entirely denuded of all wealth, for her excess of imports has been
going on for decades and must now aggmgta many of dollars,

It this contention is the correct ons, then the year ending June 30, 1903,
made En(filnnd relatively thirtcen hundred millions of dollars poorer than
the Unit Stamfour undred millions of this belns the United States ex-
cass of exports nine hundred millions Great Britain's excess of imports,

'ven this so-called “favorable" balance of trads
is to quote President McKinley, we get it back in “gu.ro gold.” Thisin
face of the fact that our total excess a_gﬁgrts of gold and silver during the
last hundred years amounts to over a on dulﬁ-a. It would be interest
ing to know how these “balance-of-trade™ theorists account for England
having an enormous stock of gold and silver. She has, however, aecunmula-
tions running into the hundreds of millions of these precious metals, while
the United States is one of the largest producers of gold and silver.
So that we have the anomaly, if this ce-of-trade theory is correct, of
the nation whose imports (income) habitually exceed her exporis (outgo)
several hundred millions annunﬁf and produces none of the mnt.n.go—
erefore must i:‘nasort them—accumulating large amounts, while the United
States, a large producer of gold and silver, exports several hundred millions
in excess of her imports, and yet does not accumulate gold and silver to the
extent that Great Britain does.

The old mercantile th being put into execntion, Spain fell
from being the richest to about the poorest and least jowerful
country upon the surface of the earth.

Money must be kept in and products must go out, you say.
‘Why, if you will consider the history of trade between the United
States and Great Britain for a few years, nobody with ordinary
reasoth:in powers would talk about the balance of trade one way
or the other,

The ‘* balance of trade ** has been “against’® Great Britain for
I don’t know how many decades; I believe it has been more than
three-quarters of a century, although I am not sure, but anyhow
for a long time. Great Britain produces no gold and silver. We
produce a great deal of gold and silver. Great Britain buysfrom
us very much more than she sells to us.

Thenatural result you would think wonld be that we gother gold
and silver. Ncta bitof it, for itha 8 that she imported more
gold and silver from us npon the whole than we from her. There
18 no such thing asa *““ balance of trade,” around the world,

a true balance, and a true balance is nothing on either side. Any
country that goes along trading with the world any length of time
and buys more than it sells, or sells more than it buys, leaves its
peoplein a very bad fix, and for no great length of time can it do it.

If 1 buy a thing and pay for it, why do I buyit? Becauss I had
rather have the thing than the money. Why had I rather have
the thing than the money? Because I have more use for the thing
than I have for the money, Why have I more use forit? Because
it will enrich me more to have the thing, either for consumption
or resale, than it will to have the money.

Now, if I sell anything for money, why do I sell it? Simply
because I would rather have the than to have the thing;
because I see that the money will enrich me more than the thing
that I am parting with. How? buying something of greater
value tome. And so, your gold silver, which is money every-
where, is, in international relations, a commodity like other things.

Now, then, the balance-of-trade theory of prosperity reminds
me of a quarrel that my old stepgrandmother had with me about
swapping knives when I was a boy. She wasanaold Scotch woman
and answered a good deal to Samuel Johnson’s definition of a
Scotchman in onerespect, thatthe skull of a Scotchman had to be
split open and a joke put in bodily before he could see it. She
was one of the best women that ever lived, and a woman of mag-
nificent sense and character, but she had never done any trading,
and her family had never done any, either.

I came home one day with a Barlow knife. *“Where did you
get that knife, John?’ *I swapped it for my knife with such and
such a boy.” She said: “ Well, now, you have to be taught to
stop that right now. Iam goingto give you a whipping. Iam
not going to have that sort of a thing goon. Gran”—one of the
other grandchildren—* started out that way and finally got to

swAagmng horses.”
ter the old lady had slapped me, she said: “‘John, I want yon
tounderstand why Islapped you. When yon swapped knives with
that other boy you did one of two things—you acted either a fool
because Eon let him cheat you, or a knave because you cheated
him.” [Laughter.] That is the laughabletheory, that when peo-
i:les trade together one must necessarily be chiseled and swindled.
heard a gentleman from Pennsylvania a moment ago say that
“our trade with Canada’ was so much, and that * their trade
with us '’ was so much.

How can there be any of “our” trade with Canada nnless it
is equally Canada’s trade with us, and how can there be any
““their trade” with us unless it is eqnally our trade with Canada?
And unless we make upon both sides of the transaction then our
mutnal trading must soon stop, unless we are simply foolish or al-
truistic traders. That is all. Now, when we trade with Great
Britain during the years 1903 and 1904 it does not follow that we
have gotten any advantage of Great Britain or she of us.

This follows, that we have each gotten advantage of each, or
think we have gotten advantage. Paradoxical in sound, but
true in fact. The very phrase ** ca of trade” is deceptive.
And why? When you come to count up your exports from ths
United States, you value them at the prices of the article in the
United States, and when foreigners come to count them whers
they are delivered as imports of theirs they value them at their

The explanation usuall




2574

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 29,

increased price in the market to which they are shipped, and vice
versa with what they sell us, so that two nations can not come to
any agreed statement about it at all.

ow, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr, DarzerLL] said
that the Democratic platform declared that “as fpracti ,Teci-
procity is worse than protection,” and the sort of reciprocity to
which the Democratic platform was referring is worse than pro-
tection—the sort that would be practiced by the Republican party.
or the sort that the Democratic platform makers thought would
be practiced by the Republican party.

d the gentleman proved it here to-day; but the right sort of
reciprocity is almost as good as the right sort of tariff revision,
all along the line, becanse it reduces tax burdens somewhere at
any rate. It untaxes the American consumers at our end of the
line and unburdens foreign consumers at the other end of the line,
thereby increasing their purchasing ﬁuWer, and thereby increas-
ing the volume of our shipments to them.

e gentleman said there are two kinds of reciprocity, and there
are. Thereisasham reciprocity,the seeming reciprocity, whichis
Republican reciprocity, and then there is ‘‘ the real thing,”" and
that is Democratic reciprocity. [A]pplauaa on the Democratic
gide.] And why? The gentleman told you why; because Repub-
lican reciprocity, according to him, is reciprocity in “* noncom-
peting ** articles altogether.

Now, as all of your noncompeting articles are already on the
free list, or very nearly so, what do you mean by Republican
reciprocity, ‘‘ reciprocity in noncompeting articles,’”” except sham
and humbuggery and pretense? Why? Because the only way in
which you can lower a duty on noncompeting articles, the same
being now not on the dutiable list, is, first, to put those articles
on the dutiable list. In other words, go through the farce of tax-
ing a thing upon which the consumer is not already taxed and
then removing the tax thus levied, in order to get the foreigner
to do what?

To levy and remove a duty upon one of his “noncompeting” ar-
ticles. va’i why? Becauseif the foreigner allows you to ** recip-
rocate’ only in noncompeting articles, noncompetitive in your
market, then you have got to assume that the foreigner is a fool
if heallows iou to send anything except “ noncompeting *’ articles
intohtjlsamar elE.n. this magnificent f mutual hamb

So that yon have thi ificent piece of mu um
at the twoyends of the balance, ** Reglublican reci ocity,"’lﬁg%lg
fined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Davzerr]: We
take off the free list a certain number of noncompeting articles
and tax our consumers on them, and then France takes off her
free list a certain number of nonconpeting articles and taxes her
consumers upon their consumption.

Then the two of us get together through diplomacy and say,
‘“We will remove these things that we put on for the purpose of
‘trading,’ and we will call it ‘reciprocity.’”” Now, that is Re-
publican reciprocity, according to the gentleman’s definition, if I
understand it; unless we assume that the foreigner, as highly civ-
ilized as we, as alive to his own interest as we, knowing just as
much about the course of trade as we—in France, Germany, and
Great Britain—is a fool. Why? Because he knowsthatwe have
got to consume his noncompeting articles anyhow.

Such articles as they uce that come into our markets and
that are noncompeting with ours, because we for any reason can
not uce them, we have got fo buy, and it does not affect them
at all, no matter what import tax we put upon them.

The only effect of our tax on things, which we must have and
can not produce, would be to make our own people pay more for
them. e can not grow anything to compete with them, we
can not grow anything to reduce their price, and we have got to
accept them from their hands, they holding the monopoly of their
production. :

But the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] was not
altogether right even in his statement of his own party's past

ition.

If so, will the gentleman tell me why it was, if Republican
reciprocity as announced by Blaine and by McKinley and other
great men in the Republican party, but not as announced by him
to-day, was to be a reciprocity only in noncompeting articles—
will the gentleman tell we why it was that sugar was one of the
articles always designated ancf the one that has been most dealt
with in reciprocity treaties? I am sure we have been raising
sugar for generations,

A little bit later on in his speech he told us, that at the time of
the enactment of the Dingley bill, sugar ** had not grown to the
proportions of a great mational production.” Had it not? If
there is any reason at all that could be stated, it must be
simply because sugar was at that time produced nearly altogether
out ofy cane in Louisiana and was not at that time produced fo
any great extent in America out of beets raised in the North-
west.

‘Was what he really meant to say that it had not become a
Northern product, that it was still a ** sectional ” product, and,

being raised in Louisiana, of course, it could be switched around
just as the Republican party chose?

Now, the gentleman disputed what I said in that magazine ar-
ticle. I shall insert in my remarks section 4 of the Dingley bill,
which proves that I am exactly right.

The gentleman says that tgat section was inserted after the
schedules of the bill had been fixed. What difference does it
make whether it was inserted after yon had drawn up your
schedules or before? If it was inserted afterwards, it was simply
a confession of the fact that you bad beforehand made the duties
20 per cent higher than, in your own opinion even, was necessary.
That is all.

If it had been inserted contemporaneously, it might have proven
that you had had the two provisions in view at the same time;
but if inserted subsequently, it proves that you, as the makers of
the law, believed that you counld spare 20 per cent of the duties
named in the schedules of the bill and still have a bill which from
a protectionist standpoint even would do what you say protection
will do, namely, ** protect American labor.”

The gentleman says that during a certain period of our treaty
with Canada we gained 11 per cent in *‘ ourtrade ™ (asif our trade
with them was not their trade with us, you understand) and they
gained 500 per cent in * their trade” with us. Now, if that were
true—

Mr. DALZELL. Ithink the gentleman has made a mistake,
I did not say anything of that kind.

A MeMBER. It was Mr. BATES,

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg pardon of the gentleman
from Pennsylvania for the mistake. Itwas an interruption of the
gentleman’s speech in which that language was used by Mr.
BATES his colleague.

Mr. BATES. The gentleman from Mississi
say that was not the language I used. I stated that during the life
of that treaty of 1854 with Canada our exports to Canadaincreased
onllg HVBBT cent, while her exports to us increased 500 per cent.

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman’s on.
Somebody on the other side used that language. I think it
was the gentleman himself, because I noticed particularly the
manner of the expression used, and I turned at the time in that
direction and said: ‘* I wonder whether our trade with Canada
is not their trade with us.”

Mr. BATES. If it is the ““manner” of expression which the
gentleman challenges, then I beg him to ignore the ‘ manner ™ of
the expression and to address himself to the facts.

Mr. TAMS of Mississippi. Iam glad to do that, too; I
am goin%to address myself to both, as is my right.

I say the very manner of that expression is one of the straws
showing which way the wind blows—one of the oozings out of
things not deliberately intended, showing more than a deliberate
utterance wonld, the tendency of protectionist miseducation on
the other gide of the Chamber.

Now, the gentleman really had in his mind the idea that when
Canada sells things to us we are buying something that we do
not want and the buying of which is somehow a loss to us and
somehow a greater advantage to Canada; and when we sell
things to Canada, somehow or other there is an advantage to
us and none to Canada.

That is, in one case the trade is an advantage to us and a dis-
advantage to them, and in the other case an advantage to Canada
and a loss or detriment to us. That idea oozes ont unconscionsly
as a result of this miseducation, economically, which protection-
ism brings upon men. We profited, I dare say, just as much
and no more, proportionately, from the 11 per cent increase in our
exports to her as we did from the 500 per cent increase in her ex-
ports, to us and vice versa.

I make this statement becaunse I take it that this great Yankee
nation, or rather the people composing it, are not fools and would
not have bought anything from Canada nunless, in their opinion,
it paid them to getit, any more than they would have sold anything
to Canada unless, in their opinion, it was an advantage to sell it.

But the gentleman is mistaken even there. The ‘' balance of
trade” even was not against us. He is not mistaken if he takes
the last gears of the whole period; but there was a part of the
period of the life of that treaty when very abnormal conditions
existed, namely, from 1861 down to 1866. If the gentleman will
take the balance of that Eeriod not affected by the abnormal war
conditions, he will find the truth.

Of course in time of war you buy more because you have less
producers gt home. A country with a million men in the field of
war has to buy more than it does with those million men in the
field of peaceful industry. Now,Iam gﬁ)i.ng to read to the gentle-
man a part of an article written by Eugene G. Hay, entitled
‘“The future of Canada and reciprocity with the United States.”
I read from page 462 of the Review of Reviews for October, 1903:

Largely through the !msrﬁ the tact, and the skill of Lord Elgin, then
gnvemorﬂgml of ere was negotiated and ratified in & coms=
mercial treaty between the United States and the Canadian provinces. This

i will allow me to
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trena. by its terms, was to continue for a period of ten years, and continn-
m{he ereafter until twelve months after either government had given notice
to other of its wish to terminate the same.

The President of the United States, upon the direction of Congress, gave
such notice in 1865, and the treaty was terminated in 1866, No provision was
made in this treaty fixing the duty on dutiable articles, but it provided for
the free admission from either country to the other of a long list of natural
products, being the growth and products of Canada and of the United States,
embracing most of the products of the farm, the forest, the quarry, and the
waters of each country.

In the light of present conditions it is difficult to nunderstand why the

United States Congress terminated this treaty. The primi?ml reason given
was that with the enormousdebt left by the civil war the United States was
in need of all possible revennes, and must have the revenue that would come
from the t!m';' on Canadian imports.

It is ible also that afeeling of bitter hostility, growing out of the atti-
tude of Great Britain and certain factions in Canada during our great civil
conflict, had its influerce npon Congress; but, more thanall this, it is proba-
ble that the great pressing problems with which the statesmen of that day
had to deal were so all-absorbing that the ble growth and development
of our commerce did not receive due co ration.

It was in an era of war. Commercial benefit was not then the
main aim of Congress in legislating, I will interpolate.

ITS PRACTICAL EFFECTS.

Figures—

Mark yon—
which state the imports and exports do not always tell the full story of the
value of a commerce. In any reciprocity arrangement that may be effected
with Canada both nations would be benefited, not onlggny their increased
gales, but by their increased purchases from the other. 1, viewed entirely
from the standpoint of the figures which state the exporis and imports—
Viewed entirely from that standpoint—

an examination of these figures for the preceding, during, and suc-

ceeding the period of the treaty will disclose the fact that both countries

were benefited by its operation. Prior to 1854 there was com tively liitle

gstde betwe:;n;s %::d& aﬁi ﬂggﬁ United Stat;.\s and ié‘p;gr to 1840 scarcely any,
ut durin 2, W. trade was insign small, our

always ex%aedod our imports. With the ratification of 'Km treaty in m

between the countries increased ata bound.

““Qur exports to Canada,” a thing that yon think makesus rich,
increased nearly 300 per cent in two years, ** grew from $12,432 507
in 1853, the year tﬁmeding the ratification of the treaty, to
$34,8362,188in 1855, the first year in which the freaty was in force;”
and ** ourimports during the same period increased from $86,527,559
to §15,118,280," or double, in round numbers. What we bought
from them—the thing that yon seem to think makes us poor—our
purchases doubled, only, during the same period. I think the in-
crease in both exports and imports is what equally enriched both
of us. £

This rapid increase continued, preserving almaost the same ratio during the
first two years the treaty was in operation. During our civil war the exports
oo o i, e por iesdi e
exports, and so again in 1865 and 1866,

And those are the only three years during the life of the treaty;
and why? Because when men are fighting they can not plow.
When men are on steamships at sea in deadlﬁncon.ﬂict with their
foes they can not be working in shops on land manufacturing
things. No country can go to war withount increasing its con-
sumption and decreasing ifs production.

The treaty terminated in 1866, and the excess of our imports over exports
which began in 1864 continued until 1874, or a period of seven years after the
termination of the treaty.

Why? Because we were sfill trying to catch up with the waste
of the war.

Tha years when this treaty was in force wers far more
commerce between Canada and the United States than

enjoved

Now, the trade may have been more prosperous at some periods
gince, understand me, becanse both countries have since me
more prosperous, more populous, more productive, and therefore
both possess greater interchangeable value, one for the other; but
it was relatively prosperouns then than at any equal period since,
mggs%m %:t:veeﬁ these two fe?]fxsb%??ua ﬁp%co?p%e?.relg%?lin!; %:npggfﬁ
of a little less than twelve years that .ﬁm treaty was in force the balance of
trade in our favor—

Taking the whole period together—
was $37,479,531. :

Now, if it had been the other way, provided the volume of trade,

the aggregate, had grown, it would still have proven that we
had benefited; but still, for men who believe in the * balance-of-
trade * theory, I give you the trne figures to think about; even the
“balance of trade*’ was in our favor.

Being more than double the entire trade between the countries during any
E: tl?:to;efi-io oté:i ratification of the treaty, and the total comnierce grew dur-

us for the
itherto been

Now, hear this:

The total commeree graw during thatperiod from §18,000,000 per annum to
$76,000,000. As these countries have prospered and increased in importance,
the commerce between them has continued to g'aw, until in the fiscal year
iust ended the total commerce reached almost to $180,000,000, the balance of

e being greatly in our favor. The present condition ean not, however,

long continue.

ur a tariff on dutiable goods coming from Canada to the United
Btates is 40.83 per cent, and the Canadian average tariff on dutiable goods
going from the United States into Canada is 24.85 per cent.
cial reciprocity is soon attained, Canadian tariffs will undoubtedly be

Unless commer- -
raised

to approximately the level of our own, which will practically destroy com-
merce between the countries.

THE PROPOSED “BROWN DRAFT"™ TREATY.

In 1874 a treaty was negotiated between the United States and the Do-
minion government which is known in Canadaasthe “ Brown Draft treaty.”
This treaty contained three schedules, and by its terms it was agreed
the duty on articles named in these schedulm&being the growth, products,
and manufactureof the Dominion of Canadaandof the United States, on their
im tion from one coun to the other, should, from the 1st day of July,
1875, to the 30th day of June, 1876, inclusive, be two-thirds of the rate paid at
the date of the treaty, and, from the 1st day of July, 1876, to the 30th day of
June, 1877, inclusive, be one-third of such rate, and on and after the Ist da
of July, 1877, for a period of twenty-one years, all such articles should be ndY-
mitted free of duty into each cousery, ely. 5

Eighteen hundred and seventy-four was during General Grant’s
Administration. The freaty of that year was approved b%him.

I want to remind you gentlemen upon that side of this House
that General Grant, after he began to give up thonghts of mili-
tary affairs and began to betake himself to thoughts about politi-
cal affairs, was classed as a Republican,

Mr. LIND. Before the gentleman leaves that article, I wounld
like to state to him that Mr. Hay, the writer of that article, is one
of the Republican tariff commissioners or appraisers at the port
of New {lork, recently appointed by President Roosevelt. He
was the Republican candidate for Congress in my district at the
last election.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota, And, Mr, Chairman, I would
like to add. he was not nominated.

Mr. LIND. Well?

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Your President by appointing
a man with his ideas, a man that conld write that article showing
such research and sound economical judgment, reflects more
credit u your party than was reflected upon it by having him
beaten for a nomination in one of your districts. [Applause on
the Democratic side. ]

I wanted fo call your attention to the fact that in 1874 a treaty
was negotiated unger General Grant's Administration, he being
very much in favor of it, being a repetition of the treaty of 1854,
except that it went further.

Now the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Darzery] tells us
that the treaties neﬁi&t&i by Mr, , approved by Mr,
McKinley (because Mr. McKinley sent them to the Senate), are
“not Republican® treaties and that the Republican party was
consistent and true to its idea in defeating them. Who had the
better right to judge what is and what is not sanely Republican,
Grant and MeKinley or he, I leave as a thought to be digested by
the country. Then he goes on tosay, that, of course, I know, that
““the period for ratifying these treaties under the Dingley bill
has passed.” That is true; but the period to obtain the fruit of
these treaties in another way has not passed. i

I have introduced into this House a bill—and if I counld just get
the Ways and Means Committee favorably to report and this
House to pass all my bills that are pending in that committee,
this country would be great, grand, and glorious beyond all prece-
dent in less than three months. [Laughter.] T have introduced
a bill into that committee. and the purpose of the bill is to fix the
rates of duties upon certain articles as shown by a certain sched-
ule in that bill.

Now, then, these articles and these duties shown by that sched-
ule are the articles upon which the duties were fixed by us as our
pro import duties in the proposed treaty which was nego-
tiated by William Mc¢Kinley’s administration with France., A
clause of my bill provides that that schedule of reduced duties
shall not go into effect until the President of the United States
shall * by proclamation make known the fact that France’ has
done a certain thing. What? Why, the thing that France prom-
ised to do in the treaty, viz, give to American products in her
market her minimum rates.

Now, here is my friend from New York [Mr. PAY~NE], who de-
nies the Senate’s right to enter into reciprocity treaties, anyhow,
without the House, and here is my friend from Pennsylvania [ My,
DavrzriL] who takes that view also, I believe. Now, I have come
in to their aid. I now say, ﬁy this bill, ““Away with the Senate;
brush it aside; let us have ‘ McKinley reciprocity,’ by legislation
originated in the House of Representatives.”’ [Applause on the
Democratic side.} And when you pass this bill I will introduce
three or four others, based on treaties that Mr. McKinley ap-
proved and Mr. Kasson negotiated.

But get back to this matter of Canadian reciprocity. While I
am upon that question, Mr. Chairman, I want to read something
from Mr. McKinley:

The period of exclusiveness is past.

It has been read so often that it has become trite, but it is worth
T e
relations prevents mpl:'mh. o

If he did not fear reprisals, why did he want to * prevent re-
prisals?’ The gentleman from Pennsylvania tells us to-day that

eommerce is the present problem. Com-
will and friendly trade
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he hasheard this wolf cry of “I%Priaals and retaliation ™ so often
that he pa{ilngo attention toit. Thatissubstantially whathe said.
Now, if it that effect npon Mr, McKinley's mind, if he was
not afraid of retaliation and reprisal, why did Mr. McKinley say:

Reciprocity is in harmony with the spirit of the times, Measures of retal-
iation are not.

‘Why did he say that, unless he was afraid that there would be
“ measures of retaliation?”” Mr. McKinley had sense enough not
only to feel, buf to know, that there would be reprisals and meas-
ures of retaliation. Why, of course, you must have measures of
retaliation unless you have the balance of the world in such a
slavish adulation of you that they will stand still and give you all
advantages to enter their markets while you deprive them of such
as you can,

here is just one advantage that you can not deprive them of,
and it is the advantage of theirshipping to our markets the things
which they grow or make, that we can not grow or make in this
country—the noncompetitive articles.

These very things you propose to make the sole basis of so-called
“Republican reciprocity.”” Do you really think that foreigners
can be so foolish as not to know that you propose to get some-
thin%lfor nothing, or that they will trade on that basis?

o egublica.n reciprocity’ on noncompeting articles!

I hold in my hand President Eckhart’s introductory address to
the Illinois Manufacturers’ Association, and a part of that I want
to read. Now, I do not know whether President Eckhart is a
Republican or a Democrat; some of you Illinois people do, I sup-
pose. He says:
t largest consumer for o i and manufactur-
IL:gG mr%dgcrg.a %n%‘:: agitating the question giﬁggm its old and cher-
cg policy of free trade and adopting the policy of protection, with differ-
ential duties to its colonies, no doubt with the view of making reciprocal
trade arrangements with other nations.

And in that connection, if the gentleman from Pennsylvania
still has by him the North American from which he read this
morning there are some fignres there which I will insert in my
remarks. I want to say—I can not remember the figures ex-
actly—Canada first gave Great Britain 15 per cent preferential;
she then gave her 25 .ﬁr cent, and then she gave her 33} per cent.

Mr. DALZELL. elve and one-half per cent was the first.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Twelve and a half per cent
first, and then 25, and then 33§, Now, when Canada began that
policy she found her purchases of Great Britain to amount an-
nually to about $29,000,000. I will put the right figures from the
magazine in the Recorp. Now, those purchases from Great
Britain have increased, at the expense of our manufacturers and
our producers mainly, from $29,000,000 to $60,000,000, as I remem-
ber the figures. It has been a month nearly since I read the ar-
ticle and some time since it first came out.

Here is what the article says:

The Chamberlain proposition for colonial preferential trade creates a
complication in the reciprocity issue at the present time. Last year Mr.
Chamberlain spoke almost contemptuously of the Canadian preference in
favor of Great Britain, of 33 per cent, and declared that its effects were dis-
appointing, and that it was chiefly valuable as an evidence of loyal senti-
ment. This estimate of yalue was wide of the mark. The preference had
actually rescued the British export trade to Canada from practical extine-
tion. '}hls trade had gone down from

000,000 in 1873 to $£20,000,000 in 1897,
The effect of this Canadian preference been to bring trade up to
£59,000,000 in 1908.

Since the gentleman from Pennsylvania has read so much and
commented so much on this article, I will supply the reader with
more of it. -

For example, this:

In the history of the two countries there was a period of twelve years, from
1854 to 1868, when their trade relations were of a mutually advantageons char-
acter, and were exerting a powerful influence in the creation of community
of inferest and the broadening of mutual relations. The civil war in the
L O b hucte s
toward Canada in t connwry, u misap as
th: ;rmt. madorintly of Canndians were tz'xPe‘x)x?Ily to Union.

A mistaken impression that the treaty was much more favorable to Can-
ada than to the Ulgted States was also entertained by the majority of Amer-
icans. For the during which the treaty was in force tha y of
trade was decidedly in favor of the United States. According to Canadian
trade returns, the total imports and 1854 to 1806, inclusive, were:
Imports from the United States
Exports to the United States 5 B

ce of trade in favor of the United States ... ... cccoeeaeeocen 78, 062, 000

These returns did not include Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, and

British Columbia.

Aceo to American returns, the total exports and imports to all of
British North America, 1254 to 1866, inclusive, were:
Exports to British Ameriea. .o e e 343, 326, 000
m from British Amerfca . cccecccrcmmiaccccimrsmmemenanareca 818,760, 000
in favor of the United Btates. .. omeeeemome e ceeaaeee 24, 566,000
A trad 1at is th wth of
f th ted a deval ts of @ years is the o
nng:ge?:siv: mn vsriouap:;‘;og (hnad: for American ra.rmg;:oducts,
and the fact that this demand has turned the tide of trade in this line in the

direction of Canada. The Canadian market for American farm products is
found in British Columbia and the Yukon and the Klondike region, in the
maritime Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, and Prince Edward
Island, and in the lumbering and mining regions of Ontario; and for indian
corn, hiles, ﬂuseedig&o-g tobacco leaf, etc., in all parts of the Dominion.
In'the fiscal year importation of farm products into Canada for

consumption from the United States was as follows: Dutiable farm produe
(ﬂg?free farm products, §14,672,000, 2 total of $21,581,000. Thesame o
e export of farm products to the United States was §9,200,000, the
excess of imports above exports from the United States being §12,881,000. The
dutiable portion of the imports was subject to the same rates of duty sub-
stantially as were im by the United States upon articles of the same
class imported from s

This condition of the trade leads tothe conclusion that if free tradein farm
products ex the importation by Canada from the United States for do-
mestic consump would equal export in the same line to the United States
for consumption, of course, would not apply to wheat, flour, and other
articles of which both countries have a Burpfug for export, as the United
States in mpomn;} sucl':'tegmducts would export either of them or a corre-
sponding amount of United States products, and they would thus practically
act as a factor, securing for American transpertation routes, millers, dealers,
and commission men a profitable and in every way desirable trade.

Also this:

The subjoined table, showing the Canadian importation of manufactures
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1868, will be of interest,
! v when taken in connection with the fact that Canada has given a
tariff preference to Great Britain first of 124 per cent, 1507 to 1808, then of 25

per cent to 1900, and of 83} per cent since that time.
Canadian imports of manufactures.

From Great | From United
eaz, Britain. States,
$96,243,000 [ 41,510,000
31,187,000 49, 362,000
37, 3%, 000 80, 473, 000
865,469,000 " 648,000
41,675,000 69, 538, 000
50,473,000 76, 291, 000

The Dominion of Canada is the third largest customer of the United Stateg
among the nations of the world, and is ths largest customer for manufao
tured goods. In th&{'mr 1902 the exports of the United Statesto Canada
exceeded by $36.814,000 her total exports to Mexico, the Cen'

States, and all of South America from Panama to Cape Horn.

The guestion whether this great market is worth making an effort to re
tain is worthy of the serious consideration of American statesmen. Tha}
there is danger of its being seriously curtailed does not admit of doubt.

* * - % * - -

The present importance of this question is t. Its future importance
is infinitely greater. In the Canadian northwest, as yet Iﬁmﬂmﬂ un
touched, isa wheat-gmwindgaren as large as eight States like Illinois. ‘J’heﬂ
now there are a few hundred thonsand inhabitants there will be teeming
millions, and the 60,000,000-bushel wheat crop of the present year will be
swollen to :i figure that will make this great region the granary of food-pur-
chasing nations,

English statesmen comprehend the importance of the trade of Canada,
andare evoiﬂnﬁshndowF and theoretic schemes for preferential trade within
the Empire, and possibly an Imperial zollverein, the fundamental basis of
which is to be the creation in the colonies of a preserve for British manufac-

tures, from which foreign competitors to as t extent as possible shall ba
shut out; at the cost to Britain of preferential duties in the home market, as
moderate as possible, for a llmiteé list of colonial products.

This preferential scheme is now engagin&t.ha attention of the Canadian
ublic. Various circumstances nadians to look upon it with
avor. There is soreness over the n boundary settlement. There isa
sense of injnstice suffered at the hands of the United States in the character
of their trade policy toward Canada. There is a charm about the idea of re-
ceiving preference over fore countries in the British market, and the
pﬂ'ﬁ? policy appeals stronﬁ}y to the Canadian sense of loyalty.

e day has now come for the United States to abandon a wr:m% position
and retrace false steps, and it is nl.read’imgh noon of that day. No fear need
be entertained of being too liberal with Canada. The greater the liberality
of treatment the more satisfactory will be the results,

This excellent gospel for full measure:

Free trade in natural products, and all other ucts, has continued in
the United States since the Constitution was ad . In that country there
is great variety of soil, climate, productions, and cost of production, but free
trade has been found to be mu y advantageous to all the States. The
same policy will apply with equal force to Canada.

This also for patriotic Americans, whether of the United States
or Canada:

The day will come when 400,000,000 people who k the English ton,
will oecngy the 7,000,000 square miles which the A?:gmlc-&xon now pammm
in America. Shall this great future be one of harmony, where justice, truth

ood will, and mutuall advantngeons relations shall prevaill Heaven grant
ghnt it may; and let thoughtful, well-meaning men in the two countries
realize that the words and actions of Canadian and American jingoes are not
in the interests of the future myriads for whom we are now laying down the

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt
h]'m'}

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes.

Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that British
exﬁnrts to Canada have increased in larger proportion than ours?

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I donot. No; I do not
gay that. I was telling just what they had increased. Why,
when Canada began that policy Great Britain had almost lost the
Canadian market. She had sunk so low she did not export to
her own colony but about $20,000,000 per annum, and now the
amount has gone up to the neighborhood of $60,000,000 a year,

It is in ing at the mse of our people, consisting of
things that would have been shipped by us to Canada but for this
preferential duty which enables Great Britain to sell the same
articles cheaper.

In the light of all these facts—

Says Mr. Eckhart—

how much longer may we hope to continue to find a ready and fitable
market for the increasing surplus of our agricultural mdymnuggtm'ing
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In connection with that, I want to insert in the RECORD, for my | HRPOriation Irom LVANACH, 1D - -om=cszemosmreepean - —oeen = onnneee "

voice is in a bad condition, a part of the speech made by John Froportion of importation o ’“’:ﬁg‘:}gj S Pt cent

Charlton, a member of the Canadian congress, the author of the | value in United States, 1000 ... <ocoooeoommieeee. ; £1, 516,207,000

very article read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, at the | Importation from Canada, 1903 o ooooeoenee ool 202, 238

Al:‘l.gitor'ium, Chicago, November 10, 1903, on ** Reciprocity with Proportion of importation to 5190:;;1:;‘11 0.004 per cent,

Cﬁnaﬂﬂ.” 3 ta [T | et e e 70, 881. 000
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You mean member of Parliament? 1‘;3‘;;‘;&}3,%‘?33 c:?:‘}aa .................... fo ERE S A W "961,
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant member of Parlia- | Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.06 per cent.

ment, of course. There is a little that I would like to read, L EGGS.

though—the first beginning of it: ' . Imi x g“ﬁ;‘gg;%.g;‘t&%iﬁ“ff&@ ___________

Between the Gulf of Mexico and the Republic of Mexico on the sé)a“r?' and Proportion of importation to production,

the Arctic Ocean on the north, stretches a vast territory, 7, 000,000
in extent, with resources of soil, mine, forest, and fisheries many times in ex-
cess of present development; bounded on the east, west, and north by oceans;
invulnerable to foes if united in purpose; inhabited at the present moment
by 84,000,000 English-speaking people; the home of the highest form of civili-
zation, and possessed of the most advanced condition of human liberty.
What shn?fbe the future of this most favored of all of earth’s continental
ereas? Shall this early morning of its history advance to a resplendent noon-
day of power, develolpment. and mutually peaceful and advantageous rela-
tions, with, ultimate A 800,000,000 of our race dwe
unity, or shall we deliberately shape the conditions of the t in such a
manner as to secure the establishment of two rival, mutunlly repellent, and
gassibly hostile powers, swayed by the influences of prejudices and animosi-
ies, and spurning the conditions that will bear the blessed fruits of peace,
barmony, and mutual advantage?

I want to read you some figures now which the gentleman has
not read. I want to call the gentleman’s attention, and I a}la.l]
insert in the REcorp the Canadian free list—the list of the things
that they now admit from our market free:

CANADIAN FREE LIST.

Of Canadian importsfrom the United Stateslast , 860,485,000 were upon
the free list, and embraced in this list were the fomring:

lling together in peace and

3 Pyt P S i S S D S S S S $23, 000,000
§ern o 1 F g by - O, Ml el N el I L e Ny = 4,086, 000
Indian corn ... meee 3,260,
Flaxseed _..... = 1,808,
Tobacco leaf ..... 4 2,241
AT e b A e e e e P S RS R
gvmdlryltlpmdta =

undry agricultura nets .
Sundry animals and produets..

G v = A e i e g S A i " P e LIS R R

These are the things which they will put a duty upon, if they
are driven by hostile legislation, or rather by a continuance of it,
to retaliate. Again:

CANADA A8 A CUSTOMER FOR OUR MANUFACTURES.

Even under her moderate tariff Canada has become the best customer for
manufactures that the United States .and her trade with the United
States largely exceeds that of all Latin America, with 56,000,000 inhabitants,
The imports of manufactures from the United States were:
Manufactures from United States, 1908 .. cceereccem e ccccraaaeaa
Excessover Great Britainin 1902, o oaciiiveiaaesa

Mr, DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman tell me what American
manufactures are on the Canadian free list?

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do mot know specifically, I
can probably get the details before to-morrow morning, and if
go. I will put them in the REcorp. There were twenty-three
millions of onr manufactures imported into Canada, which were,
in 1902, on the free list.

Now, then, *‘ under moderate tariff Canada has become the best
customer for manufactures that the United States possesses, and
their trade with the United States largely exceeds that of all
Latin America with 56,000,000 inhabitants.”

This vast market will expand indefinitely. Canada has room
for 100,000,000 inhabitants. The question is whether we ghall
preserve that market or whether we shall act in such a way as to
close it by reprisal and retaliation.

Now, a great deal has been said this morning about Canadian
reciprocity hurting our farmersin the Northwest. I want to call
the gentleman’s attention to these figures:

WHEAT.

United States produoction, 1900 ... oo iicaoa $369, 945, 000
United States importation from Canada for consumption _..... 56,000
Proportion of import to production, 0.02 per cent.
OATS.
United States production, 1000_ ... —eooooemooeeeeoeaeean €217, 008,000
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1808 ... . ..ccveeuea 39,062
Proportion of import to production, 0.002 per cent.
BARLEY.
United States production, 1900....ccoeeieremecrcniccrccaconanca £41,631,000
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1908 ........cceeeeen 17,148
Proportion of import to production, 0.005 per cent.
POTATOES.
United States production, 1900 ... o oeere e cie e marcaeen $08, 350, 009
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1808 ... ...... 58, 960
Proportion of import to production, 0.003 per cent.
HAY.
United Statea production, 1900 ... o iiaeeeee $484, 854000
Importation from Canada for consumption. ...ccccceeececcncnes 1,924,508

Proportion of import to production, 0.04 per cent.
XXXVIII—162

LUMBER.
nited uction, lnmber and lumber nets, 1000 ... , 621,000
it b wl iabe s W0 W45
A1 i uction, r cent; on
uom%ﬁmm?g %tz}odo?mh%rn. nt?out 2 pgs ce‘:::i:.tl PRGSO e
Ah, but I hear some gentleman say that if we reduce the duty
more farm products will come in. I know that will be so on
some parts of the boundary, because it is a queer fact that at one
end oFa the long line of division we buy a thing of Canada and at
the other end ghe will buy the same thing of us. It will work
both tways.
Mr, Charlton further says:
It must not be supposed that the trade in natural farm products would be
exclusively from Canada to the United States. At the present time and for
eATs the interchange of farm products has been greatly in favor of the
nited States. In 1908 the rt of farm products from Canada to the

United States was $9,200,000, The import of farm products from the United
Btates to Canada, exclusive of raw cotton, was $21,601,000, of which $3,000,000

was dutinble and §14,692,000 free. So thatwe sell more farm products to
Oannﬁ&a than Ca buys from us by a very great deal—more than twice as
much. e

Mr. PAYNE. Mr, Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a ques-
tion?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly.

Mr, PAYNE. May I ask the gentleman what he is reading
these statistics from?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. From the speech of John
Charleton, a member of Parliament, made before the Illinois
Manufacturers’ Association, November 10, 1903, and I so stated
when I began to read them.

Mr. PAYNE. I did not hear the gentleman. :

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Penn.
sylvania says the Republican party is not engaged in * book-
keeping reciprocity.” I thought that just what the Republican
party believed in'in connection with the tariff laws, whether
treaties, reciprocity laws, or general laws, was ‘* bookkeeping.”

I have been hearingso long that the Republican party was “‘up-
building the privateindustries of the country’ that I thoughtthey
kept a credit and debit account with every private industry in the
United States—manufacturers getting protection, Republicans
getting campaign funds. But I think if the gentleman does want
to kesp books in connection with reciprocity he will find the books
are more apt to bring prosperify to the United States in propor-
tion as he takes the trammels off our trade.

The gentleman then says, ** What is the matter with our for-
eign trade?”’ Why, our foreign trade is all right, except in just so
far as it is trammeled by Republican legislation. What we want
is to make it ‘* all righter.”” The gentleman quotes our imports
from foreign parts of the world, and he boasts about the amount
of our imports and says they are increasing.

That is a very high tribute to the laws of God as against the
laws of the Republican party, because if yon could have carried
your Republican policy to its ultimate analysis you would not
have any imports at all except in noncompeting products. And
what sort of products are there upon the face of this globe that
would be strictly noncompeting in the American market?

A Republican policy carried to its bitter end would build a
wall against every article in the world the like of which could
be raised in the United States. What are the articles the Jike of
which cannot be raised in the United States? Polar bears, guava,
and breadfruit, and a few things of that sort constitute about all.
[Lau ghterﬁ]

The gentleman would quit buying from any country under the
sun anything except the things that could not, even with legisla-
tive hothousing, be produced in the United States. Every dollar
that we import is a blow at the success of your miserable Repub-
lican tariff legislation, and is a proof of the inability of human
legislation to violate always and forever the laws of God and of
trade. The gentleman says our foreign trade has grown. So it
has. But our domestic trade has grown, too. It has growna
great deal more, and nobody contends thatthe tariff has had any-
thing to do with that.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman
will permit an interruption, my recollection of the debates in the
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Senate last fall is that Senator DOLLIVER, in a colloguy over there
as to whether or not Mr. Dingley placed reciprocity rates in the
Dingley tariff, said he had placed and that there were in the pres-
ent Dingley law reciprocity rates for the purpose of forcing for-
eign conntries to enter into ially reciprocal rates with

us. Did the genfleman from lvania [Mr, DarzeLL] allude
to that in his a ent?
Mr, WILL S of Mississippi. No.
Mr. GAINTS of Tennesseo, I was not here, and I did n6t hear
all L?f his h.
o

LIAMS of Misswm%pi The gentleman did not allude

to what Mr. DorLIvER said. I knew of that.

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. wt I was about to make is
this: They put the ratea in the fariff law, and yet they have not
-entered into any reciprocal contracts with foreign counfries, and
the result is that we pay a revenue and a protection rate and the
reciprocity rate as well.

Mr. LIAMS of Mississippl. And Senator DoLLIVER said
that Mr. Dingley had told him just what the gentleman says, but
others have dignted that, and thus that is a question of veracity
into which I did not care to enter. The fact is that the Dingley
"bill itself proves that that was the author’s view of thelaw, be-
-cause it contains a clause enabling the President to enter into re-
ciprocal relations with a 20 per cent reduction,

r. GAINES of Tennessee. Justa moment more. Therewas

<& reciprocity convention held in the city of Washington since this
tariff law was enacted, and it is in the proceedings of that con-
vention that one gentleman, or several gentlemen, came here for
the purpose of getting reciprocal trade relations entered into, and
they were informed by leading Senators here, so the report states,
that it is a fact that these reciprocal rates were placed in the
Dingley tariff and are there now. At a convenient season I will
exln%:it. the pamphlet to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HiLL]
or any other gentleman on the other side who desires to read if.

M WILLE&MS i i

r. of Mississippi. Mr. in conclusion
I wish to say this, that not sﬂlﬁm mmapfhed gures and not all
the mere narrow nationalism of the world ivide the world
any farther than God has already divided it—by oceans, by
speech, by monntain ranges, and by racial characteristics.

Men can not live as nations upon any different footing than the
footing upon which they must live as individuals, and nations
maust p r and grow and be loved or be hated for the same rea-
sons that individuals,in dealing with other individuals, prosper
and grow and are loved orare hated. Allthe Chauvinism in the
world can not change the eternal principle that in traderelations,
as in our other relations in the world, friendship is betfer than
enmity, peace is better than war, reciprocity is better than retalia-
tion.

You can not continue always to take and never to give. You
can not continue always to sell and nsver to buy. You can not
continue always o frame your legislation upon an assumpfion
that foreigners are necessarily enemies and have them treat you
otherwise than as enemies. at is the consequence of all this?

Yon have gone on until you have erected a great house, that
will have to%?a taken down very gradually to keep from hurtin%
your own people, and yet taken down it must be in the course o
time, not by us alone, but by all nations in the world, who are in-
dulging in the same gort of lawsof corelationship. Every barrier

to trade, every barrier to transportation and travel, every barrier | bill

to the access of literature and the productions of art, is a step in
the direction of keeping the peop]%tr; of the world apart, an ob-
struction in the pathway along which they ought to travel in
getting together.

The gentleman may talk; he may produce abnormal figures,all
he pleases; but I say he is standing to-day with his face turned
baclcward toward the time when foreigners were regarded asneces-
garily enemies, and when people thonght that if they had any
trade with foreigners at all everything bought was that much lost.

-It is true also that those of us who are looking the other
way, whether we succeed immediately or whether it be a long
time before we succeed, have our faces turned tothe future—the
future when men would rather live in amity than live at war—
the time when they would rather ‘“‘live, and let live,”” treating
one another as trade equals, one buying from the other that
which the other, with his climate and so1l and industrial charac-
ter, can best and most effectively and most cheaply produce, and
the other buying from him that which, with his climate and soil
anna}id peculiar genius, he can most effectively and most cheaply
produce, . 3

All the statistics in the world cut no figure in comparison with
the eternal principle; but since the gentleman has undertaken to
furnish figures for the policy which he follows, I have undertaken
to furnish the counter figures; and if I had had time to hunt up
at my room the things which I have there, lying around helter-

gkelter, I could have supported my proposition even more con-
clusively than I think Bluga.ve done a.lreza.ﬂ;;ml
There is not a shred of fact in the statement that even from the

standpoint of a ‘“ balance-of-trade ”” economist, except during the
few abnormal periods of war time, your reciprocity treaty with
Canada carried even ** the balance of trade’’ against us. I have

shown that; and the true test—the growth of the volume of trade,

both exports and imports—I have also furnished. [Applause on
the Democratic aide.fo

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield thirty minutes to the
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LOVERING].

Mr. LOVERING. Mr. Chairman, I have always believed in
reciprocity that did not sacrifice the interests of our home mann-
facturers, It seemsto methatthe gentleman from Pennsylvania
[Mr. DaLZELL] has very aptly set forth the only correct princi-

les mpon which we can establish reciprocal relations with any
oreign country.

The lines of the true and only practical reciprocity lie parallel
with the t American system of protection to our home indus-
tries. 'We recognize thisasa Frinmple, and in providing legisla-
tion for reciprocal trade with foreign countries we must bear in
mind that when it is sought to have any product, manufacture,
or commodity placed on the reciprocal list it must first be ascer-
tained whether the interests of American labor are threatened or
not. But, Mr. Chairman, we are prone to losesight of or obscure
the fact that what our industries are most suffering from to-day
is the want of an enlarged outlet for our surplus products.

There is another way far more potent and practicable to extend
our foreign trade than by reciprocity. It is by liberalizing our
draw laws,

The trend of public opinion with reference to new markets for
American products shows that our manufacturers now keenly re-
alize that production has passed far beyond consumption, and that
new markets in the foreign field must be found if our workmen
are to continue to receive adequate employment,

There is one fundamental principle underlying our tariff legis-
lation which, I regret to say, has not been adhered to by Con-
gress, and which in a large measure is responsible for the loss of
very valnable foreign markets, viz., that the tariff was only in-
tended to protect the home market from foreign competition,
The é)robecﬁon which American manufacturers now enjoy was
based on that implied condition.

Opgomtion to the amendment of our drawback laws and bonded
warehouse system on the part of certain large manufacturing in-
terests has proved effective up to the present time.

After we have attained all that is practicable under reciprocity
there still remains an enormous field for the expansion of our for-
eign trade by enlarging and extending the scopeof our drawback
laws, by amending the administrative act of the tariff, and this
may be done withont disturbing a single schedule ortaking a sin-
gle step in the direction of the revision of the tarif?,

Whatever it may, sooner or later, be thought best to doin this
direction, there is no reason why these wholesome provisions for
a rebate of the duties on foreign materials entering into domestio
manufactures for export shonld not at once be made.

It is well known that our manufacturers have lost millions and
millions of dollars of trade and that thousands and thousands of
our workmen have been deprived of employment since the passa
of the Dingley bill that might easily have been saved to the people
of our country excepting for the neglect of Congress to adopt a
very simple amendment to the administrative act of the Dingley

‘We may ignore it if we please. Members of either party may
shut their ears to the c? for relief. They may despise and be-
little the honest efforts of those who are laboring to accomplish
needfnl legislation. A languid leademhlgomny not care to be
wakened from its indolent slumbers nor be stirred fo an active
regard for the public welfare, but the fact remains that while
all this inert and stand-pat policy prevails the great ship of busi-
ness is drifting ontothatoﬁand our boasted prosperity is fast
coming to an end.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to offer a few remarks upon what
seems to me to be a very critical situation of one of onr industries
to-day. With a crop of hardly more than 10,000,000 bales of cot-
ton this season we shall be facing a cotton famine. Next to food
crops of the world, the cotton crop holds the most important place,

The wool crop, the flax crop, and the silk crop might be total
failures and not carry with them so much discomfort and hard-
ahi&)as the failure of the cotton crop.

tton has come to bea more important article of clothing than
even wool. The articles and purposes for which it is nused have
multiplied within the score of years to a degree which wou
ultiplied within the last £ toad hich 1d
amave the uninformed or casual observer. Even when found
combined with wool it is generally to the advantage of the manu-
factured article,

It must not be thought that because good cotton is mixed with
wool that the joint product is a shoddy fabric. Trueitischeaper, -
}J‘&It p}*oﬁmflrly manufactured it is not less nseful, less enduring, or

ess gightly.

Mixed goods of this kind are not to be classed with what are
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called “shoddy.” Shoddy manufactures are generally made
. from torn-up woolen rags which have already served a purpose
and have been cast aside. Such goods are not to be compared
with those made of wool and cotton mixed or even of cotton alone,

It will be seen, therefore, that a short crop of cotton iz a great
hardship. Itscheapnessisnot alone itsgreatest recommendation,
although the fact that it is ordinarily the cheapest kmown fiber
brings its manufactures within the reach of everyone.

More people in the world are clothed entirely in cotton than in
wool or any other material. The price at which cotton is being
sold to-day restricts its use in many fields. a

I believe the day is not far away when the cotton belt of this
country will have to produce 15,000,000 bales of cotton. I believe
there is no place in the whole world where cotton can be grown
s0 cheaply and to so good advantage as in this country, and while
I regret that the present price will bring distress to the spinning
industry, I congratulate our good southern meighbors upon the
great wealth it is bringing to the planters.

The cotton manufacturers of the world are prospecting every-
where for new cotton fields. England, France, Germany, and
Russia are using every endeavor and are subsidizing the growth
of cotton wherever there is the least promise of a crop.

‘While it may seem impossible that the supremacy of the south-
ern planter shall be wrested from him, it is not well to ignore these
efforts. The South should stir itself to raise all the cotton it can
rather than to be devising plans to curtail its production.

The highest price is not always an unmixed blessing. It stim-
nlates production elsewhere and restricts its use. The cotton
States can, if they will, grow all the cotton the world needs, and
for all time cotton may be king, so long as he exacts only a rea-
sonable tribute from all mankind.

Cotton is a tender plant and has its enemies. It is subject to
the vicissitudes of the weather and the ravages of parasites.
believe the Government should spare no expense to study and ex-
terminate the boll-weevil pest. I should favor any reasonable
additional appropriation for the purpose.

The value of last year's cotton crop, including cotton seed, was
§565,000,000, and it is confidently estimated that the present crop of
cotton and cotton seed will yield a value exceeding $625,000,000.
‘When it is taken into account that the South adds still further to
the value of its great staple by spinning two and a half million
bales of cotton, and by making oil and other by-products from the
cotton seed, we begin to form some idea of what a source of wealth
cotton is to the Seuthern States and to the whole country. And
let me say right here to my friends from the Southern cotton belt,

ou possess a wealth there which has never been worked out.
g’ear after year we denude the forestsin the North to make paper.
Thousands and thousands of acres are cut down every year, and
our forests are gradually di vgfﬁng. You grow every year in
the South cotton stalks that make the paper of this country
five times over, but you burn it and use it for fertilizer or plow
itin for fertilizer. You have a wealth there which you know lit-
tle about. Ihave samples of cotton paper pulp which surpass
anything except the finest pulp made from linen rags.

Mr,. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will coma
down there and help us manufacture that as he has helped us to
manufacture our cotton, we certainly shall welcome him.

Mr. LOVERING. I beg to say that steps are already being
taken to develop thatindustry. It is said that the State of Texas
alone can grow the cotton crop for theworld. Probably the only
obstacle to growing a 15,000,000-bale crop of cotton is the absence
of labor in the right places at the right time to pick the crop, and
this brings us to the consideration of a question which must,
sooner or later, engage the attention of the planters of the South.

Accurate statistics of the growth of cotton in Alabama, Arkan-
sas, Greorgia, Lonisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, and Texas show that in 1876 40 per cent of the total crop was
made by whites and 60 per cent by negroes; whereas in 1900 sta-
tistics show actually the reverse, namely, 60 per cent of the cot-
ton was made by the whites and 40 per cent by the negroes.

Iwill enbmit tables showing this, with other tables to be printed
withmy remarksin the RECORD. Butthe mostinteresting phase of
the question is in connection with the relative increase of the white
and colored population of the South, as shown by the census of
1900. Takingthe States of Texas, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama,
South Carolina, Tennessee, Florida, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisi-
ana, North Carolina, Virginia, and Kentucky, we find that the
white population in 1880 was 5,576,933, and in 1900 was 8,772,950,
an increase of 57.3 per cent. The populationof thene in the
same States in 1880 was 4,409,210, and in 1900 was 6,061,748, an in-
crease of 37.5 per cent.

The cotton crop of 1880 was 5,721,026 bales. The crop of 1900
was 9,250,303 bales, or 61.7 per cent increase. Ioughttosay right
here that 1 have only taken what are known as the cotton-growing
counties in these States, which number 749, and for the purpose
of comparison have taken only those same counties at each period.

The white population in these States in 1900 was 59.1 per cent of
the total and the negro population was 40.9 per cent ofpe the total,
while in 1880 the white population was 55.8 per cent of the total
to 44.2 of the negro ulation, showing plainly that the negro
popg}agon has relatively decreased as compared with the white
population.

f have another table which shows that while the tendency of
the whole population is to become urban and less ,it is more
marked in the caseof the negro than in the white. The tendency
of the negro to the cities is greater than that of the white. If

I | this relative increase of the white population to the colored con-

tinues, we will find in another score of years the white popula-
tion in the neighborhood of 65 per cent of the total to 85 per cent
of colored.

To raise 15,000,000 bales of cotton will require an increase of
laboring population, and the South must look to immigration to

2 gmmjgration not necessarily from abroad, but from
parts of the country, and in immigration, I believe, will be
found the ultimate solution of the race question.

It would appear that the comparison of the crops shown by
census years 1880 and 1900 is reliable. The crop of 1900 (growth
of 1899) was the smallest produced in the five years between 1807
and 1902. The average crop of this five-year period was 10,595.070
bales, or more than 1,000,000 bales in excess of the growth of 1899,
The 1900 crop was 9,534,707 bales, of an average net weight of 471
pounds. The quantity of cofton accounted for in Table 1 for 1900
18 9,250,303 bales. The quantity not accounted for (284,404 bales)
is practically the crop of Oklahoma and Indian Territory. The
Territories have been omitted from the table because of the im-
possibility of making the comparison with 1880.

The total number of countics producing cotton in 1900 was
767, and of this number 749 are included in Table 1.

The growth of 1879 (census year 1880) was 5,761,252 bales, of an
average net weight of 454 pounds. The average crop of the five-
year period between 1877 and 1881 was 5,333,604, or 427,648 bales
less the growth of 1872. Thisgoestoshow that the tendency
indicated by the statistics of Table 1 would be increased were the
average crops of these two periods taken as the basis of the com-
pia;'ison] instead of the crops afforded by the census years. [Ap-
plause.

aTable 6.—Cotton-Ginning Bulletin No. 208, p. 7.

Population.
Cotton (bales).
State. ‘White. Negro. Number of
1 counties.

Per cent Per cent Per cent

1900. 1650. increase. 1900. 1880. Tease. 1900. 1880. increase.
8,772,850 5,576,083 57.3 6,061,748 4,400,210 8.5 9, 250, 803 b, 721,028 817 749
2,206, 901 1,158,168 98.8 613,772 889,025 B5T7. 4 2,505,481 805,116 211.2 174
641,200 479,338 33.8 907,630 650, 291 80.6 1,813,798 953,111 36.4 75
1,112,233 772,558 44.0 973,449 633, 987 42.3 1,231,609 813,654 51.8 129
1,001,152 662,185 51.2 827,801 600, 103 87.9 1,106,840 609, 654 58.2 66
557,807 891,105 4.6 82, 31 604, 332 20.4 881,422 522,548 68.7 40
944,580 591,581 59.7 866,856 210, 666 741 709, 880 608, 256 16.7 Vb
425, 401 230,709 7.5 484, 408 B840, 747 88.5 700, 037 508, 245 B80.5 48
875, 6860 619,954 | 4.2 542, 626 462,102 17.4 459,558 B850, 064 18.1 69
528, 257 417,844 26.4 287,312 238,116 2.7 233, 961 818,718 a26.6 2
150,335 83,048 7.1 148,569 98, 606 B0.7 61,000 52,036 15.2 223
152,800 69,612 119.5 4,923 2,624 B1.6 25,493 19,529 80.5 10
77,009 84,556 a7,8 119, 647 117,106 2.3 10,789 10,59 a4s. 9 11
8, T06 ehm 86.6 2,838 1,606 76.8 1,345 800 B848.3 1
0.1 .8 9 Y D A O, ol 1 e | ] o MR
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f 2,600 inhabitants or more (Table 19—

all towns o
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And then, on motion of Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, the com-
mittee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr, Law-
RENCE, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union, rited that that committee had had under
consideration the bill H. R. 12833, the District appropriation bill,
and had come to no resolution thereon.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED.

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:
8. 2546, An act granting a pension to Frances S. Hopkins; and
8. 2809, An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse G.
Finley.
J. HUDSON KIBEE.

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following:

I¥ THE SENATE OF THE USITED STATES, February 29, 1504,
Resolved, That the action of the Presideat tempore-in ing the bill
(8. 167) “gm‘nﬁn%:;n increass of to J. Hudson Kibbe ™ be rescinded,
and that the bill be returned to House of Representatives, with the re-
quest that similar action be taken by the House with respect tothe signature
. of the Speaker, and mmmthebﬂl be reconside: and that it
be postponed indefinitely, the ry of the same being dead.

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the Speaker will
consider himself anthorized to cancel his signature to the bill.
There was no objection.
ADJOURNMENT.

And then, on motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (at 4
o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV,the following executive com-
Eunicaﬁons were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as

copy of a communication from the Secretary of War transmit-
ting an estimate of appropriation for payment for property dam-
aged by gun’firing—to the Committee on Appropriations, and
ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of
the Tobacco Workers' Guild of the Philippines respecting the
tariff on tobacco and cigars—to the Committee on Ways and
Means, and ordered to be printed.

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting reports re-
lating to the use of canceling machines in the post-ofiices—to the
Cnmtﬂttee on theg Post-Office and Post-Roads, and ordered to be
pm .

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol-
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered
to ?lﬁ Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows: ;

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and Means,
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 201) to establish
a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah, the same
without amendment, accom?m]ied by a report (No. 1244); which
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the
bill of the House H. R. 8180, reported in Heu thereof a bill (H. R.
13212) for the establishment of Dayton, Ohio, as a port of deliv-
ery, accompanied by a report (No. 1245); which said bill and

were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the
state of the Union.

CHANGE OF REFERENCE.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XXTI, committees were discharged from
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were
therenpon referred as follows:

A bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to nﬁfnes
B. Hesler—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

A bill (H. R. 10916) for the relief of Morris F. Cawley—Com-
%itteg{:il Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on

| provide for the administration of the affairs of civil
| In the Philippine Islands, ard for other purposes,” and to provide

Hows:
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a |

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials

gf ut‘}:a following titles were introduced and severally referred as
ollows: .

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 13202) to authorize the Law-
ton, Wichita and Gulf Railway Company to construct and main-
tain a bridge across Red River on the boundary line between the
State of Texas and the Territory of Oklahoma, and for other
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-

merce.

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A bill (H. R. 13203) to
amend an act entitled **An act to define and punish crimes in the
district of Alaska and to provide a code of criminal procedure for
said district’’—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries,

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 13204) for the erection of a public
building in the city of Waukegan, I1l.—to the Committee on Pub-
lic Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 18205) for the
relief of sufferers by fire at Baltimore by rebate of dutieson build-
ing material and msion of certain internal-revenue taxes—
to the Committee on fﬁm and Means.

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. 13206) to amend an act entitled
‘““An act appropriating the receipts from the sale and disposal of
public lands in certain States and Territories to the construction
of irrigation works for the reclamation of arid lands,” approved
June 21, 1902—to the Committee on the Public Lands.

By Mr, GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 18207) to increase certain pen-
sions in proportion to length of service—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 13208) iding for the erec-
tion of a public building at Greenville, Ohio—to the Committee
on Public Buildi and Grounds.

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13209) to amend

the act approved July 7, 1902, entitled ““An act temporarily to

overnment

for the more efficient istration of civil government in the
Philippine Islands, and for other purposes—to the Committee on
Insular Affairs.

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 13210) to amend the third
subdivision of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes—to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13211) con-
ferring jurisdiction npon United States commissioners over of-
fenses committed in a portion of the permanent Hot Springs
Mountain Reservation, the Committee on the Judi-

ciary.

By Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on Ways and
Means: A bill (H. R. 13212)for the establishment of Dayton,Ohio,
as a port of delivery—to the Union Calendar.

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13213) to establish a fish-
hatehing and fish station in the State of Nevada—to the Commit-
tee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries,

By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13214) to authorize
a survey of the Yalobusha River, Mississippi, with the view to
nﬂlakgg& same navigable—to the Committee on Rivers and

AT
_ By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13215) to authorize the
judges of the circuit and district conrts of the United States to
m stenographic reporters, fix the duties and compensation

, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Ju-

diciary.
By ﬁ r. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13216) to establish range
lights in Niagara River—to the Committee on Interstate and For-

eign Commerce.

%]y Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 120) for the prmunmd binding, under the direction of
the Joint Committee on Printing, of 7,500 copies of a portion
of the Bulletin of the United States Fish Commission for 1903—to
the Committee on Printing.

By Mr. BELL of California: A jointresolution (H. J. Res, 121)
fixing the head of navigation on the Mokelumne River in the
State of California—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign
Commerce.
| Bkyi Mr. Blml'l‘l.mm Pmnsvh Plvnn(i)a% A resolution (H. Res. 232)

ooking tow ing the Post-Office Department self-sustain-
ing—to the Committee on Rules.

Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 233) referring H. R..
7803, for the relief of Andrew Jackson Moudy, to the Court of
Claims under the Tucker Act—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also, a ree_solution (H. Res. 234) referring H. R. 11557, for the
relief of Elizabeth Cramer, to the Court of Claims—to the Com:-
mittee an War Claims,
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of
ghﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 13217) granting a pension to
Emma Pare—to the Committeaﬂon Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R. 18218) forrelief of Adolph Wein-
hold—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13219) for the relief of
Warren A. Woodson—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 13220) for the relief of
Sidney J. Wetherell, assignee of A. V. Davis—to the Committee
on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13221) for the relief of Edward Cahalan—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. .

Also, a bill (H. R. 13222) for the relief of William S. McKnight
and the heirs of James W. Richardson, deceased—to the Commit-
tee on Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13223) granting a pension to Maria Horne—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 13224) granting an increase of
pension to Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

gions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13225) granting an increase of pension to
Nathan T. Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 13226) to remove the charge of
desertion from the military record of William Shaffer and to
grant him an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13227) to remove the charge of desertion
from the military record of George W. Barnes and to grant him
an honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R. 13228) granting a pension
to Caroline Kennedy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18229) granting an increase
of pension to Charles Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13230) granting a pension to Amos T. Rich-
ardson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 13231) to re-
store the name of John Sharrocks to the pension roll, and granting
him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13232) for the relief of Frederick H. Bell—
to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: A bill (H. R. 13233) for the relief of John
V. Mason—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13234) granting an increase of
pension to Mary Hall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13235) granting an increase of pension to
Charles W. Conser—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 13236) granting an increase of
pension to Geotge H. Otis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

sions.

By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 13237) to remove the charge
of desertion against Michael Madigan Dillon and to grant him an
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Mili Affairs.

By Mr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 13238) for the relief of Charles
Sommer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 13239) granting a pension to
Ellen Agnes Donnelly—to the Committee on Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13240) granting an increase of pension to
Josephine B. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R. 18241) granting an increase of
pension to David Deardourff—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13242) granting an increase of pension to
Jacob O. Stout—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13243) granting an increase of pension to Wil-
liam F. Howard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 13244) granting an increase | Cla

of pension to George W. B, Wert—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R, 13245) granting an increase | Cl

oPI pension to Edward J. Disbrow—to the Committee on Invalid
'ensions,

By Mr. HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 13246) to reimburse
Robert Murdock for extra clerk hire paid by him as postmaster
of Logan City, Utah—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 13247) grant-
ing a pension fo Daniel Perdew—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13248) granting a pension to W. B. Cook—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, abill (H. R. 18249) granting a pension to P. 8. Coock—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 18250) for the benefit of William
H. Calvert—to the Committee on War Claims,

By Mr. KEHOE: A bill (H. R. 13251) granting an increase of
pension to Maj. M. Virgin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 13252) for the relief of Henry
Brandt—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13253) granting a pension
to Lars A. Rustad—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R, 13254) for the relief of Alexander Perry—to
the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 13255) for the re-
lief of the estates of Phillip McGuire, deceased, and Catherine
McGuire, deceased, late of Orleans Parish, La.—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims, :

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R.13256) granting a pen-
sion to Luzzetta Baﬂgg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13257) granting an
increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H, R, 13258) granting a reward to
George A. Foster—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. PAGE: A bill (H. R. 13259) granting an increase of pen-
gion to Albert H. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions,

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 13260) granting an increase of
pension to William Starks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18261) for the relief of the
heirs of Henry N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County,
Md.—to the Committee on War Claims,

Also (by reﬁueag), a bill (H. R. 13262) to confirm the title to
lots 2, 3, 4, and 5, in square No. 979, in Washington, in the Dis-
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia.

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 13283}ngranﬁng a pension to Car-
oline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 13264) granting an increase of
pension to John Travis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13265) granting an increase of pension to
Frederick W. Wagner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13266) for the relief of the estate
of Robert N. Blake, deceased, late of Stafford Connty, Va.—to
the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R..13267) for the
relief of the heirs of Levander Jenkins, deceased—to the Commit-
oy Mr RYAN: A bill (H. R. 1328 W

y Mr. : i . R. 13268) granting a pension to Wil-
liam Young—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H.R.13269) grantinga pen-
sion to Mrs. Amos Carpenter—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions, .

Also, a bill (H. R. 13270) granting a pension to Joseph Osthel-
der—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SHERLEY: Abill (H. R. 13271) granting a pension to
Lottie B. Galleher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

BZ Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting a pension to Delana
A, ynchaltio(tHhe B("}omag:i;ttea on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bi il 1 3 | ) ting a pension to Mary C. Quinn—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, l

Also, a bill (H. R.13274) granting a pension to William J. Man-
ley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13275) granting a pension to George W.
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13276) granting a pension to James R.
Parker—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13277) fnmtm a pension to William C. Mul-
lins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13278) for the relief of the estate of Thomas
Morton, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13279) for the relief of thelegal representa-
tives of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War

ims.
Also, a bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of the legal representa-
tives of O. F. Hendricks, deceased—to the Committee on War

aims.
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 13281) granting a
pension to John Whitlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,
Also, a bill (H. R. 13282) granting an increase of pension to
Robert W. Craddock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 13283) granting an increase of
pension to William York—to the Commifttee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13284) granting an increase of pension to
Daniel W. Graham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 13285) granting an increase
%f pension to Samuel F. Baublitz—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,
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By Mr. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 18286) granting an increase
of pension to Thomas B. Doig—to the Commitiee on Invalid Pen-
H10S,

Iy Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 132587) for the relief of B.
Klucny—to the Committee on Claims,

Also, a bill (H. R. 13288) for the relief of Chris Deiss—to the
Committee on Claims.

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 13280) to correct the mili-
tary record of Eli Metealf—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Uniler clause 1 of Rule XXTT, the following petitions and papers
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

By the SPEAKER: Petitionof J. W. JJohnson and 70 other voters
of Casey, I11., and Mrs. M. J. Wild and 200 other residents of
Loveland, Colo., for the pussage of the Hepburn bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Northern California Indian Association,
E;a)' ing for relief for the landless Indians—to the Committee on

dian Affairs,

By Mr. ACHESON: Papers toaccompany bill H. R, 9677, grant-
ing increase of pension to Bamuel Wise—to the Committee on In-
valid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to
Emma Pare—{o the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

3y Mr. ADAMS of Penunsylvania: Petition of Rev. George B.
Burnwood and 20 others, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. ATREN: Papers to accompany bills H. R. 12011 and
12012, for the relief of Kelly Johns—to the Committeson Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12013, for the relief of
Edwin Calhoun—to the Commitee on War Claims.

Algo, papers to accompany bills H. R. 12009 and 12010, for the
relief of Thomas G, Williams—to the Committee on Claims,

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petitions of Alex Carnes and 40 others, of
Mount Hope, Wis.; P. H. Gunnison and 53 others, of North I'ree-
dom, Wis.,and A, H. Connell and 14 others, of Mount Hope, Wis.,
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mg. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Typographical
Union, No. 8, in favor of the anti-injunction bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

Also, petitions of Frank P. Blair Post, No. 1, Grand Army of
the Rejmblie, of St. Louis, and Colonel Hassendeubel Post, No.
18. Grand Army of the Republic, in fayvor of a service-pension
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petition of William H. Halin and 37 others, of St. Lonis,
rotesting against the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the
ost-Office and Post-Roads. ) .

Also, petition of citizens of Pacific, Mo., in favor of a service-

pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of 28 citizens of 8t. Louis, in favor of bill H, R.
5071, to rerulate the retirement of veterans of the civil war—to
the Committee on Military Affairs,

Also, petition of Gottlieb Eyermann and others, of St. Louis,
against the anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary.

Also, protest of St. Lonis manufacturers, petition of Gottlieb
Eyermann and others, of St. Louis, and resolutions of the Citizens’
Industrial Association of St. Lonis, in opposition to the eight-
hour bill—to the Committee on Labor,

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial As-
sociation, of Atlanta, Ga., protesting against the passage of the
anti-injunction and the eight-hour bills—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr% BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting an in-
crease of pension fo Thomas R. Buxton—to the Committee on
Invalid Peunsions. %

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
to Nathan T. Moore—to the Committes on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. BONYNGE: Resolution of Post No. 3, Department of
Colarado and Wyoming, Grand Army of the Republie, in favor
of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
E10T18.

By Mr, BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of Noank, Conn.,
against passage of bill H, R. 7083—to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

Alzo, petition of citizens of New London, Conn., against passage
of bill H. R, 7083—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and
Fisheries,

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Almon L, Clark and 42 others, of
Star City, Ind.. in favor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of J. W. Leet and Joseph B. Long
and 78 other voters, R. O. Young and H. D. Spronse and 63 other
voters, N. C. Nash and 17 other voters. of Canton, and F. L.
Layse and 56 other voters of Sherman, all in Sonth Dakota, for
the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committes on the Judi-
cnry.

Bg' Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Brownsville, Nebr.,
against tho sale of liqguors in Government buildings—to the Com-
mittee on Aleoholic Liguor Traffic.

Also, petition of citizens of Brownsville, Nebr,, in favor of the
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen-
gion to AmosT. Richardson; paper to accompany bill granting an
increase of pension to Charles Otis—to the Comihiftee on Invalid
Pensions, y

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany claim
of ¥Frederick II. Bell—to the Committee on Claims.

Also. memorial of farmers of Chester County, Pa:, in support

of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture.
+ By Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of Grand Army of the Re-
public Post No. 870, of Anburn, Department of Illincis, in
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of
John V. Mason—to tha Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Hartweil B. Hilliard, praying
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committeo
on War Claims.

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Mrs. Helen Tyler and 10 others,
of Warwick, R. L, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Mrs, Helen Tyler and 13 others, of Warwick,
R. I, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of W. K. Hosts and 31
others, and Rey. E. J. Guernsey and 14 others, of Middlebury,
Vt., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr. FULLELR: Petition of J. W. Dennis and 81 others, of
Rockford, Ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, in favor of hill
H. R. 7871—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of the Personal Liberty League, in favor of the
Boutell bill for reduction of tax on spirits—to the Committee on
‘Ways and Means,

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of James McKen-
zie and 14 others, of Willimansett, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-
Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, resolution of L. L. Merrick Post, No. 107, of Palmer,
Mass., and Henry H. Johnson Post, No. 171, of Northfield, Mass.,
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Paper to accompany bill to inerease pen-
sion of George W. B, Wert—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. HAMILTON: Protest of launch owners at Saugatuck,
Mich., against bill H. R. 7083—to the Committee on the Mer-
chant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of citizens of SBonth Haven, Mich., in support of
the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on Agriculture.

By Mr, HARDWICK: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial
Association, against certain pending legislation—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr, HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Marble Rock, Towa,
in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, letters of business men of Mason City, Towa, against
the parcels-post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

Also, petition of A. J. Bee and 31 others, of Fredericksburg,
Iowa, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HAY: Petition of P. E, Chelf and 14 others, of Flint-
ville, Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of 8. P. Wylie and 50 other voters
of Washington, Iowa, for the passage of the Heplurn bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HEPBURN: Patitions of Rev. L. M. Beebe, pastor of
Presbyterian Church, and others, of Seymour, Jowa, and of J. M.
Palmer and 51 others, of Grand River, Iowa, in favor of the
Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committes on the Judiciary,

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 11411,




2584

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

FEBRUARY 29,

anting a pension to Mary Johnson—tothe Committee on Invalid

ensions.

Also, resolution of the general assembly of Ohio, in favor of bill
to increase pay of rural carriers—to the Committee on the Post-
Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. William Taft
and 15 others, of Goshen, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petitions of J. A. Branson and 87 others,
of Alexandria, Nebr., and Ernst Von Ferell and 22 others, of Au-
rora, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KLINE: Petitions of the Ebenezer Evangelical Church
and the United Evangelical Church, of Reading, Pa., in favor of
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LAWRENCE: Petition of L. C. Dam and 27 others, of
Holyoke, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LEVER: Petition of Rev. W. B. Juthes, pastor of the
Methodist Episcopal Church South, of Leesville, S. C., in favor
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of 5. H. Wilson and 35 others, of
Wilson, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittes on the Judiciary.

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Resolutions of Kimball Post, No. 38,
Department of Maine, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of
a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions,

Also, petitions of David F. Nelson and 50 other voters of West
Paris, Me., and C. N. Tubbs and 45 other voters of Norway, Me.,
for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Ju-
dici

ciary.

Al:g: petition of citizens of Five Islands, Me., relative to bill to
limiting the unse of boats using gas, fluid, naphtha, etc.—to the
Comumittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

Also, petition of R. D. Leavitt and 42 others, of Turner, Me.,
and Rev. D. C. Abbott and 46 others, of Lisbon, Me., in favor of
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

B Lfr. LOUD: Petition of B. R. Young and others, of Alpena,
M_ici., against e of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petition of Burgess S, Hulen and others, of Wolverine,
Mich., against p e of a parcels-post bill—to the Committee
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. )

Also, petition of Thomas Boughmer and 31 others, of Bay City,
Mich., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary. .

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petitionof Triniiﬁ Methodist Epis-
copal Church, of Salem, N. J., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: Memorial of Philadel-
hia Board of Trade, in favor of the construction of a enstom-
ouse at the port of Philadelphia—to the Committee on Public

Buildings and Grounds. -

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petitionof Ernst L. Batten, of Longview,
Va., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

Also, paper to accompany bill for the relief of Alexander Perry—
to the Committee on Naval Affairs,

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: Papers to accompm%hill for re-
lief of estate of Philip McQuire—to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr, MOON of Tennessee: Pa;gr toaccompany bill granting
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions, .

By Mr. MORRELL: Petition of Robert Patterson and 15 others,
of Frankford, Philadelphia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of the Merchants and Manufacturers’
Association of Milwaukee, Wis., against bill to limit the meaning
of the word ** conspiracy "*—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany bill for relief of estate
of Henry N. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims.

Also, petition of Cornelius Virts, praying reference of war claim
to Court of Claims—to the Committes on War Claims.

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of residents of Astoria, I1l.,in favor
of the Hepburn-Dolliver 1ill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bill granting a pension to
Caroline E. Pratt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. REEDER: Petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional
district of Kansas, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary,

Also, petition of Rev. A. Sweet and 83 others, and the Metho-
dist Episcopal Church, Women’s Christian Temperance Union and
three societies, of Cawker, Kans,, and A, EI.EDriskell and 66
others, of Natoma, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—
to the Committee on the Judiciary,

By Mr. RIDER: Resolution of the Albany board of supervisors,
favoring passage of the Brownlow bill—to the Committee on
Agriculture.

By Mr. RIXEY: Petition of heirs of Robert Embrey, deceased,
raying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims—to the
Jommittee on War Claims.

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert N. Blake—

to the Committee on War Claims.

By Mr. RYAN: Resolutions of the National German-American
Alliance, in opposition to the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, -

By Mr. SIMS: Petition of Dr. C. F. Love and 76 others, of Mc-
Lemoresville, Tenn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of T, F, Lay and 53 others, of
Lometa, Tex., for the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to
the Committee on the Jr:ldiciary.

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of Mathew Campbell and others, in
favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
sions.

By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of sundry citizens of New Haven,
Conn., against the passage of an eight-hour law—to the Commit-
tee on Labor.

Also, petition of sundry citizens of New Haven, Conn., against
gt_xe_ passage of anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on the Ju-

iciary.

Also, petition of T. 8. Dewitt and 26 others, of Branford, Conn.,
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. SPIGHT: Petition of Robert B. Fulton and 18 other
voters of Oxford, Miss., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the Bos-
ton Associated Board of Trade, relative to reclassification of mail
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, favor-
ing an arbitration treaty between the United States and Great
Britain—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, in
opposition to bill 8, 8571—to the Committee on the Post-Office and
Post-Roads.

Blg Mr. TAWNEY: PaFers to accompany the claim of Thomas
r]?. oig for an increase of pension—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions,

B%- Mr. THAYER: Resoluftions of the Boston Associated Board
DAEH rade, relating to arbitration—to the Committee on Foreign

airs.

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, re-
lating to the reclassification of mail matter—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, pro-
testing against the passage of bill 8, 3571—to the Committee on
the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of William F, Merrill and 42 others,
of Malden, Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the J ud.iciarly.

Also, petition of the Malden Prohibition Alliance, of Malden,
Mass., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of F. E. Hardy and 190 others, of Camden, Me.
relative to the exterminaftion of dogfish and increase of sea-food
snppl{;to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of the patrons of the follow-
ing free rural-delivery routes, in regard to salaries and privileges
of rural free-delivery carriers: Routes Nos. 17 and 18, Lyndon-
ville, Orleans County, N, Y.; route No. 14, Medino, Orleans
Cormt{i . Y,: route No. 2, Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y,;
route No. 22, Ransomville, Niagara dounty! N. Y., and routes
Nos. 36 and 88, Middleport, Niagara County, N. Y.—to the Com-
mittes on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Missigsippi: Petition of J. H, Williams
and 34 others, of Bolton, Miss., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver
bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of R. B, Hayes Post, No. 20,
Department of West Virginia, Grand Army of the Republie, in
favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 8, 1716; resolations of R. B. Hayes
Post No. 20, in favor of a service-pension law—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Lieutenant Eames Post, No,
582, Grand Army of the Republic, of Pennsylvania, in favor of a
service-pension law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. WYNN: Petition of officers and members of the Citi-
zens’ Association of Brookland, D. C., favoring the erection of a
monument in the city of Washington to the memory of Thomas
Jefferson and John Morton—to the Committee on the Library,
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