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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 Club, 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., 
In favor of bill H. R. 357 4-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLINE: Petition of Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Mohrsville, Pa., relative to the nullifieation of State 
liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\ir. KNAPP: Petition of residents ofSacketts Harbor, N.Y., 
protesting against the enactment of bill H. R. 7033-to the Com­
mittee on the Merchant :Marine and Fisheries. 

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

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12605, granting a pension 
toN. H. Dibble-to the Committee tm Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting increase of pension to 
M. V. B. Amos-to 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 accompany bill H. R. 10542, to correct the mili­
tary record of Robert W. Marr-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. LANNING: Petitions of Elwood Mathew and 29 others, 
and Frank LeBar and 35 others, of Pennington,N. J., in favor of 
the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Grand Lodge, Brotherhood 
of Boiler Makers and Iron-Ship Builders of America, in favor Df 
bill S. 2259 and sundry other bills-to the Committee on the Mer­
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of J. W. Fonda and 36 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. Wyneand 
86 other voters of Thorofare, N. J.-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill to increase 
~on of Charles H. Donihue-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

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. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Rev. William ~Cutter, against 
registry and money-order business in post-offices on Sunday-to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Rev. William A. qrttter, of Mi1wauk~, Wis., 
in favor of Sunday closing of the LewlS and Clark ExpoSitiOn-to 
the Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. PUJO: Papers to accompany bi11 for the relief of Frank 
J. D' A vy-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-~ the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Papers to accompany bill 
H. R. 3989, for the relief of the estate of W. R. Hanserd, de­
ceased-to the Committee on War Claims. 

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

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Papers to accompany bill for re­
lief of Stephen Duncan-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill gran~g an increa~e of pension 
to Fannie A. Hutchason-to the Comm1ttee on Pens10ns. 

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

By 1\ir. SNOOK: Resolution of Ev.ans 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 Judiciary. 

Also petition of Robert Hobson and 17 other voters and F. H. 
McCurioch and 30 othervoters of Austin, Minn., for the Hepburn 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. T. Christenson and 22 o~her voters of La?­
sing, Minn., for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Co~t­
tee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of S. N. Wheaton snd 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 

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

Also, petition of Worcester Metal Trades As ociation, against 
passage of the anti-injunction bill-to the Committee dn the J u­
diciary. 

Also, petition of residents of Worcester, Mass., against passage 
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. Boeker, 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. 

Al o, petition of the American Shipowners, Shipbuilders and 
Shipmasters, relative to denying American registry to foreign­
built vessels, etc.-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Kendall, Orleans County, 
N. Y., route No. 29; Medina, Orleans County, N.Y., routes Nos. 
10 and 17; Lockport, Niagara County, N. Y., routes Nos. 3, 4, 7, 
and 10, and Ransomville, 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· Hel'IIlan 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 pas age of the bill limiting the meaning of 
the word" conspiracy "-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution Df the American A sociation 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-t.:> the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Sixth Congressional district of 
Wisconsin, protesting against the pa sage of bill H. R. 7033-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 Judicill.ry. 

SENATE. 
MONDAY, February~' 1901,.. 

Prayer by the Chapl.ain, Rev. Enw .!.RD EVERETT HALE. 
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 wi~ 

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

BUST OF lU..NDEL. 

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

O.ANOELING MACHINES IN THE POST-OFFIOE DEPA.RTME..a."'T. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laiu before the Senate a commu­
nication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting certain in­
formation relative to the purchase a.nd 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 the e 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 commu­
nication from the SecretaryDf War, transmitting a translation of 
a petition to the Pl-esident of the United States dated :Manila. P. I., 
October 28, 1903, from the Tobacco Workers' Guild in the Philip­
pines, respecting the tariff on Philippine tobacco and ciga:rs im­
ported into the United States; which, 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 Re!)"resentatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWN1NG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 3780) authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the city 
of Yan1..-ton, S. Dak. 

Th3 message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments of the Senate to the following bills: 

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

A bill (H. R. 2019) granting a pension to Mary Gwynn; 
A bill (H. R. 4045) granting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 
A bill (H. R. 6089) granting an increase of pension to Emma L. 

Nagle: and 
A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Mary Huff. 
The message further announced that the House had passed with 

amendments the following bills; in which it requested the con­
currence of the Senate: 

A bill (S. 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. 3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long. 
The message also announced that the House had disagreed to 

the amendments of the Senate to the following bills; asks confer­
ences with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and had appointed Mr. GIBSON, Mr. MIERS of Indiana, 
and Mr. SuLLOW A. Y 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; 

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 
Watt; 

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; 

A bill (H. R. 3032) granting an increase of pension to William 
· Pittenger; 

A bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to • Caleb 
Arnett; 

A bill (H. R. 4251) granting an increase of penBion to Joseph 
Hinkle; 

A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Shepard: · 

A bill (H. R. 5367} granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Moore: 

A bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
·Hauptly; 

A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of penBion to Joshua 
Harlan: 

A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 
Herzo(J'; 

A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z . 
Beidler; 

A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of penBion to Edwin A. 
Forman; 

A bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of penBion to Jonathan 
J. Smith; 

A bill (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. 
Hargis. 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen­
ate: 

A bill (H. R. 133) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 153) granting a penBion 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. 729) granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

0. Hodge; . 
A bill (H. R. 742) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

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

Filman; 
A bill (H. R. 805) granting an increase of pension to George W. 

McConkey; 
A bill (H. R. 967) granting an increase of penBion to Nicholas 

Gruber; 

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

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

A bill (H. R. 1268) granting an i~crease of pension·to John B. 
Hart; 

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

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; 
A bill (H. R. 1882) granting an increase of pension to James 

Durkee; 
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 Henry 

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 public park, to be known as "The Petrified Forest 
National Park;" 

A bill (H. R. 2557) granting an increase of pension to James 
Carr; 

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

Neary; . 
A bill (H. R. 2855) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Hill; . 
A bill (H. R. 2862) granting an increase of pension to Henrietta 

A. Pryce; 
A bill (H. R. 2928) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Bushman; 
A bill (H. R. 3035) granting an increase of pension to William 

D. Hall: 
A bill (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension to James 

Littleton; 
A bill (H. R. 3288) granting an increase of pension to Nathan 

L. Meands; 
A bill (H. R. 3806) granting an increase of pension to George 

H. Sweet; 
A bill (H. R. 3902) granting a pension to Martha J. DeiTington; 
A bill (H. R. 4252) granting an increase of pension to George 

1\f. Gibbons; 
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 

T. Stoops; · 
A bill (H. R. 4798) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

F. Harris; 
A bill (H. R. 4874) granting a pension to Charles V. Billig; 
A bill (H. R. 4889) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

C. Beltz; 
A bill (H. R. 4941) granting a pension to Mary J. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 4968) granting an increase of pension to Robert 

E. Clary; 
A bill (H. R. 4994) granting an increase of pension to Mary P. 

Sheets; 
A bill (H. R. 4997) granting a pension to Franklin B. Lippincott; 
A bill (H. R. 5008) granting an- increase of pension to Henry 

McCord· 
A bill' (H. R. 5091) granting an increase of pension to William 

Kennedy, alias Leonard; 
A bill (H. R. 5262) granting an increase of pension to Irving 

Holcomb; 
A bill (H. R. 5296) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 

M. Price; 
A bill (H. R. 5373) granting an increase of pension to Motem 

1\f. Pitts; 
A bill (H. R. 5395) granting a pension to Mattie A ten; 
A bill (H. R. 5476) granting an increase of pension to William 

Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 5527) granting a pension to Frances Reck; 
A bill (H. R. 5648) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 

Herold; 
A bill (H. R. 5682) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

B. Hunt; 
A bill (H. R. 5693) granting an increase of pension to Joel M. 

Street; 
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A. hill (H. R. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Christo­
pher C. Richards; 

hill (H. R. 5~24) granting an increase of pension to Casper J. 
Schoer; 

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

hill (H. R. 5873) granting an increase of pension to Sirbrina 
Palmer; 

• nill (H. R. 5952) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Kent; 

A hill (H. R. 6024) granting an increase of pension to Calistro 
Castro; 

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

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

A b ll (H. R. 6258) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 
C. Putnam; 

A bi1l (H. R. 6271) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
M. Wonderly; 

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

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

A bill (H. R. 6432) granting a pension to Ellende-r C. Miller: 
A bill (H. R. 6501) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 

Robin on, 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 Ala ka: 

A bill (H. R. 67B7} b confirm and validate patents to certain 
lands ituated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above 
the mouth 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 (fl. R. 6824) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
Mannmg: 

A bi l (H. R. 6848) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Platten burg; 

A bill (H. R. 6859) granting an increase of pension to William 
A. Sheridan; 

A bill (H. R. 6880) <>'ranting an increase of pension to Charles 
T. Preston; 

A Gill ( . R. 6956) granting an increase of pension to Ell1s 
House: 

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

A bi' l (H. R. 7308) 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. 7394) 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 

Costigan; 
A bill (H. R. 7664) granting an increase of pension to George 

P. Malloch; 
A bill (H. R. 7698) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

R. W. Mockabee; 
A bill (H. R. 7726) granting a pension to Jasper N. W. Rog· 

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

A bUl (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; · 
A bill (H. R. 8044) granting an increase of pension to Seymore 

F. Burlingame; 

A bill (H. R. 8050) granting an increase of pension to John I. Lose; 
A bill (H. R. 8078) granting an increase of pension to William 

J. Mosier; 
A bill (H. R. 818 ) granting an increase of pension to William 

Smith· • 
A bi'n (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. 

Carney; 
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; 
A bill (H. R. 8482) granting an increase of pension to John C. 

Foos; 
A bill (H. R. 8611) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

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

Parker; 
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. Knowlton; 
A bill (H. R. 9081) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 9082) granting an increase of pension to Chester 

F. Kimball; 
A bill 1H. R. 9117) granting a pension to George T. Young; 
A bill (H. R. 9390) granting an increa e of pension to Samuel 

Louis Tyner; 
A bill (H. R. 9392) granting an increase of pen ion to Margaret 

J. Robbins: 
A bill (H. R. 9576) granting an increase of pension to Eli M. 

McElwain: 
A bill {H. R. 9581) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

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

H. Steimann: 
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. 

Dale: 
A bill (H. R. 9756) granting an increase of pension to Jesse T. 

Ben.!!ett; 
A bill (H. R. 97 9) granting an increa£e of pension to Charles 

l\L Ko:::rison; · 
A bill ( . R . 9801) granting a pension to Jane ~IcNeil: 
A bill (H. R. 9 07) granting an increa e of pen ion to HughS. 

Smith: 
A b~ il (H. R. 9 15) granting an increase of pension to Ephraim 

0. Gilbert: 
A bill (H. R. 9820) granting an increase of pen ion to Vincent 

A1:derson; 
A bill (H. R. 9979) granting an increase of pe:2sion to EZl·a 

Nichols: 
A bill (H. R. 9990) granting a pension to John Bartmann; 
A bill (H. R. 9996) granting a pension to Henry Mason; 
A bill (H. R. 10171) granting an increase of pension to Josiah 

H. Tyack: 
A bill (H. R. 10179) granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Bell; 
A bill (H. R. 10209) granting an increase of pension to Marga­

ret ne·aney; 
A bill (H. R.l0264) granting an increase of pension to Louis C. 

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

Marshall; 
A bill (H. R. 10531) granting an increase of pension to George. 

W. Farr; 
A bill (H. R. 10576) granting a pension to Lulu E. McKee; 
A bill (H. R.10761) to authorize the Secretary of War to accept 

from the citizens of Missoula, .Mont., deeds donating to the United 
States ce1·tain land for the enlargement of the military reser a­
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont.; 

A bill (H. R. 10792) granting an increase of pension to F r aderic 
Lockley; 

A bill (H. R. 10822) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Smith; 

A bill (H. R.l0847) granting an increase of pension to James 0. 
Knowles; 

A bill (H. R. 10901) granting an increase of pension to J ohn 
Quinn; 

A bill (H. R. 10912) granting an increase of pension to Leonard 
J. Whitney; 

A bill (H. R.10919) granting an increase of pension to Susan E. 
Oliver; 
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A bill (H. R. 10935) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 

Mayo; 
A bill {H. R. 11066) granting an increaEe of pension to Joshua 

D. Griffith; 
A bill (H. R. 11074} granting a pension to Merritt R. Simpson; 
A bill (H. R. 11141) granting an increase of pension to John B. 

Keller; · 
A bill H. R. 11169) granting an increase of pension to Reuben 

Griffith Porter; 
A bill (H. R.11175) granting an increase of pension to IsaacS. 

Drummond· 
A bill (H: R. 11229) granting a pension to Francis :M. Good; 
A bill (H. R. 11428) granting an increase of pension to Augus-

tus Fellows; · 
A bill (H. R. 11557) granting a pension to Alfred D. Burton; 
A bili (H. R. 11558) granting an increase of pension to James 

B. Luckev; 
A bill (H. R. 11575) granting a pension to Abel N. Button; 
A bill (H. R. 11606) granting an increase of pension to Caleb J. 

Jriay; 
A bill (H. R. 11649) granting an increase of pension to Malinda 

A. Myers; · 
A bill (H. R. 11654) granting an increase of pe~on to Augustus 

Wagner· . 
A bHl 'en. R. 11655) granting an increase of pension to James 

Lynch; 
A bill (H. R. 11G60) granting an increase of pension to James 

Dasson; 
A bill (H. R. 118-15) granting an increase of pension to David 

C. Me Vicker; 
A bill (H. R.11894) granting an increase of ·pension to Jeremiah 

Sheldon· 
A bill ' (H. R. 12036) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Wetzel; 
A bill (H. R. 12050) granting an increase of pension to David 

R. Luttrell; 
A bill (H. R. 12053) granting an increase of pension to James 

Large: 
A bill (H. R. 12056) granting an increase of pension to Kezia 

Cherry; 
A bill (H. R. 12073) granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 

Gardner; 
A bill (H. R. 12191) granting an increase of pension to Henry 

D. Filkins; 
A bill (H. R. 12-352) granting an increaEe of pension to William 

H. Cooper: · 
A bill (H. R. 12417) granting a pension to Hiram Parker; 
A bill (H. R. 12457) granting an increase of pension to Nannie 

J. McGuckin; 
A bill (H. R. 12550) granting an increase of pension to Emma 

R. Lamb; and 
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 Co~ttee 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. RE.ED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of 
Utah: ·which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. , • 

He also presented a petition of Donaldson Grange, No. 1160, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Donaldson, Mich., praying for the pas­
sage of the so-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 the pas­
sage of the so-called "eight-hour bill;" which was referred 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 pneuma tic-tn be 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 regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re­
feiTed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the petition of N.J. Hester and 24 
other citizens of America, ill. , praying for the passage of the so­
called"' Brownlow good-roads bill;" which was referred to the 
Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Manufacturers and Ship­
pers' Association of Rockford, ill., 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. 39, 
Department of Illinois, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Repub­
lic, of Chicago: ill., and a petition of J. W. Dodds Post, No. 370, 
Department of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Aubm·n, 
ill., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. · 

He also presented the petition of F. A. McCarty· and 105 other 
citizens of Mason City, ill., and a petition of the congregation of 
the United Presbyterian Church of Aledo, Til., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regtllate- the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the cong1·egation of the United 
Presbyterian Church of Aledo, TIL, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED S:MOOT, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented a petition of George 
W 2.shington Circle, No.2, Department of Washington and Alaska, 
Ladies of the Grand Almy of the Republic, of South Bellingh::un, 
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 legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of in­
to.:ricating liquors; 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 regulate the interstate transportation of 
into.:ricating liquors; which was r~ferred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of St. Paul, 
Marshall, and Le Roy, all in the State of Minnesota, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta­
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary. 
· Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Nationn.l 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 Bon. REED SMOOT, 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 petitionofthe Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Bolton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; 
which we-re 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
lumbia 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 Episcopal Church, of Baltimore County, 
and of the congregation 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 Ron. REED S)IOOT, 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 
"parcels-post bill;" which was referred 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 ShieldB Post, No. 57, De­
partment of Kansas, Grand Army of the Republic, of Wellington, 
Kans., praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pensions. · 

He also presented petitions of sundry citiz.ens 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 presented petitions of W. T. Kenney Circle, No. 
12, Department-of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Blaine; of General Milroy Post, No. 62, 
Department of Washington and Alaska, and of George Washing­
ton Circle, No: 2, Department 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-pension law; 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 congregation of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Waterloo; of Lodge No. 146, Independent Order of 
Good Templars, of Caldwell; of Lodge No.128, of Auburn; of the 
cong1·egation 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 0. L. Packard Machinery 
Company, of Milwaukee, and of Nordon Lodge, No. 60, Inde­
pendent Order of Good Templars, of Ashland, all in the State of 
Wisconsin, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were 
refen-ed to the Committee 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 
against Hon. REED SMOOT, 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 Appleton, Wis., praying for the enact­
ment of legislation to place the claims of traveling salesmen on 
the list of preferred creditors in bankruptcy 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 Milwaukee, 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 Interstate 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., 
praying for the passage of the so-called" Brownlow good-roads 
bill;" which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. -

He also presented the petition of Rev. W. A. Cutler, of Mil­
waukee, 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. !present resolutions adopted by the board of 
dh·ectors 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 to 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 Congress that shall involve the payment of any 
subsidy, it being the firm conviction 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 upon a footing on which they are 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 petition of the Ministerial Asso­

ciation of Monroe City, Mo., and a petition of the Fortnightly 
Club. of Kirkwood, Mo., praying for an investigation of the 
charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from 

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

Mr. DE~EW 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 B1ighton, Port Richmond, and Graniteville, all in_ 
the State of New York, praying for an investigation of the charges 
made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State 
of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Onondaga, 
Mount Kisco, Carmel, Canton, Andover, Pike. Silver Creek Can­
ajoharie, Lewiston, Richmond, Richford, Mexico, Walworth, 
N orth.field, West Hampton Beach, Bayport, Bloomfield, Genesee 
Falls, Dryden, Port Cluster, Lewis County, Lakewood, Chautau­
qua, Essex County, Warrensburg, Rochester, Horseheads, New 
York 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 ll.forris­
town; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Cobleskill; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Columbia County; 
of the congregation of thePresbyterianChurchof WestHampton 
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 Clnistian 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 liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi­
ciary. 

Mr. 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 
points; which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of sundrycitizensof 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 Presbyterian Church of In­
diana; of the congregation of the Fh·st. 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 Presbyterian Church of Oakmont; of 
the congr!3gation 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 Baptist 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 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Trinity Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. 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. . 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mankato, 
Minn., praying 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 to accompany the bill 
(S. 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 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN presented papers to accompany the bill (S. 4523) 
for the relief of James Roach, deceased, of Hinds County, Miss.; 
the bill (S. «44) for the relief of John Moody, of Grainger County, 
Tenn.; the bill (8. 4447) for the relief of Dr. William 0. 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. 4A68) 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 Augustus Catchings, de­
ceased, late of Hinds County, Miss.; the bill (S. 4461) for there­
lief of J o!eph Brugere, of Orleans Parish, La.; the bill (S. 4292) 
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 (S.1020) for the relief of Benjamin Bawe~, 
of Union County, Miss.; the bill (S.1152) for the relief of William 
L. Clearman, of Newton County, Miss.; the bill (8. 3816) for the 
relief of the heirs of J abez Tanner andY ork & Hoover. of Rap ides 
Parish, La.; the bill (S. 3806) 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. 4464) for the relief of 
the estate of J. M. Charpentier, deceased, of St. Mary Parish, La.; 
the bill (S. 1340) for the relief of Thomas E. Robison, of Hender­
son County, Tenn.; the bill (S. 1470) for the relief of Belle M. 
Robards, of Boyle County, Ky.; the bill (S. 4537) for the relief of 
the estat~ of R. L. and Elizabeth P. Evans, of Shelby County, Tenn.; 
the bill (S. 993) for thereliefoftheestate of Purify Tingle, of New­
ton County, Miss.; the bill (S. 1167) for the relief of Isaac Jones, 
deceased, of Adams County, Miss.; the bill (S. 37J)G) for the relief 
of the estate of James Henderson, deceased, 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 (S. 4«3) 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, d~ceased, of Marshall 
County, Miss.; and the bill (S. 4498) for the relief of the estate of 
1.Iatthew 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 t l::.e Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also present~d a memorial of Local Division No.3, Ancient 
Order of Hibernians, of Portland, Me., remonstrating against 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 resolu~ions adopted by the Associated Repub­
lican Clubs of Kings County, N.Y., and resolutions adopted 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 B tre, Ala., praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, a Senator 
from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections. 

REPORTS OF CO:IDITTTEES, 

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

A bill (8. 885) granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham. 
Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 

were referred the following bills, reported them ea-ch with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

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

A bill (S. 447) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
George; 

A bill (S. 450) granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Sutherland; 

A bill (8. 3499) granting an increase of pension · to Samuel E. 
Lookingbill; and 

A bill (H. R. 8925) granting an increase of pension to John 
Weaver. 

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

A bill (S. 556) granting an increase of pension to William 
Stall; 

A bill (S. 4454) granting an increase of pension to John Seiler; 
A bill (H. R. 6618) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 

Coffin; 
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 

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

Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 10640) granting an increase of pension to Horace 

E. Wood; 
A bill (H. R. 9064) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

Tidd; 
A bill (H. R. 7719) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

B. Cozine; 
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; _ 
li bill (H. R. 7083) granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 

Jackson; 
A bill (H. R. 9739) granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 
A bill (H. R. 2692) granting an increase of pension tp Elwood 

Finley: ' 
A bill (H. R. 8203) granting an increase of pension to James M. 

Hemphill: 
A bill (H. R. 8272) granting an increase of pension to Stephen 

Elliott; 
A bill (H. R. 9791) granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 
A bill (H. R. 9999) granting an increase of pension to William 

Edgar; and 
A bill (H. R. 9695) granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 

Spears. 
Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BURTO~), from the Committee on 

Pensions, to who~ were referred the following bills, reported 
them severally Without amendment, and submitted reports 
thm·eon: 

A bill (H. R. 56{)3) granting an increase of pension to William 
C. McCormick; · 

A bill (H. R. 5879) granting an increase of pension to Bennett 
Putnam; 

A bill (H. R. 6038) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
George; 

A ):>ill (H. R. 6703) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Rennck; 

.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. 
Wambaugh; 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were A bill (H. R. 8718) granting an increase of pension to Caswell 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without P. Ford; 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: I A bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of pension to Henry L. 

A bill (H. R. 7410) granting an increase of pension to Enos D. Beach; and 
Hoge; and j A bill (H. R. 8811) granting an increase of pension to James 

A bill (H. R. 9035} granting an increase of pension to Joseph Dougherty. . · 
Branen. Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. TALIAFERRO), from the Committee 

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

A bill (S. 336) granting an increase of pension to William A bill (H. R. 10741) granting a pension to Mary Tate; 
Lechleidner; A bill (H. R.l1345) granting a pension to Joseph H. Huie; and 

• 
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A bill (H. R. 8733) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin A bill (H. R. 11194) granting an increase of pension to Frank 
F. McGraw. S. Nickerson; 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was A bill (H. R. 6869) granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
referred the bill (S. 1394) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. Elmer; 
M. Webster, reported it with amendments, and submitted are- A bill (H. R. 11052) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
port thereon. Eaton Livingston; and 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the A bill (H. R. 11113) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and Soules. 
submitted reports thereon: Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 

A bill (H. R. 6455) granting an increase of pension to Abraham was referred the joint res,olution (S. R. 44) as to the provisions of 
W. Cochran· '·An act for the relief of certain settlers on the public lands, anq. 

A bill (H. R. 7096) granting an increase of pension to Eva A. to provide for the payment of certain fee~, purchase money r and 
Burgess; commission paid on void entries of public lands," approved June 

A bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to James 1\I. 16, 1880, reported it with an amendment. 
Fink; Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions. to whom was re-

A bill (H. R. 7559) granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; ferred the bill (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to Joiln 
A bill (H. R. 8124) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M. Tyree, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

Hatfield; thereon. 
A bill (H. R. 7444) granting an increase of pension to Washing-' He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 

ton J. Dutcher; following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and sub-
A bill (H. R. 93i6) granting an increase of pension to Martin mitted reports thereon: 

Renthler· A bill (S. 783) grantinganincreaseof 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 pension to Matthew Steele. 

S. Priest; - Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pe:1sions, to whom were 
- A bill (H. R. 9587) granting an increase of pension to Bartlett referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
S. Haggard; - · amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9753) granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. A bill (H. R. 5568) granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Loomis; Chapman; 

A bill (H. R. 7737) granting an increase of pension to Howard A bill (H. R. 574:9) granting a pension to James B. Combs; 
McGuire; A bill (H. R. 6977) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

A bill (H. R. 9273) granting an increase of pension to James H. Graves: 
Sackett ; A bill (H. R. 10378) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

A bill (H. R. 9037) granting a pen ion to Alice W. Clarke; J. Shell; 
A bill (H. R. 10850) granting an increase of pension to Adaline A bill (H. R. 9903) granting an increase of pension to George 

L. Power: W. Harlan; 
A bill (H. R. 10706) granting an increase of pension to Alfred A bill (H. R. 11310) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

J. West; Swisher; 
A bill (H. R.10694) granting an increase of pension to Alderson A bill (H. R. 9024) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

T. Keen; Laird; · 
A bill (H. R. 10748) granting an increase of pension to Kate A bill (H. R. 9426) granting an increase of pension to William 

Ridgway: - S. Campbell; 
A bill (H. R._ 11413) granting an increase of pension to Jasper A bill (H. R. 7992) granting an increase of pension to Isidore 

F. Morton: and F. Chamberlain; 
A bill (H. R. 11319) granting an increase of pension to Mary C. ~'- A bill (H. R. 8231) granting an increase of pension to John 

Arnold. Gangwisch; 
Mr. CARMACK, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom A bill (H. R. 9835) granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 

were referred the following bills, reported them severally without and 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: A bill (H. R. 7999) granting an increase of pension to David 

A bill (H. R. 7311) granting an increase of pension to Rachel W. Williamson. 
Large: ~f:r:. PATTERSON, from the Co~mittee on Pensions, to whom 

A bill (H. R. 10068) granting an increase of pension to James were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
G. Saims; and amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 9421) granting an increase of pension to Thomas A bill (S. 4285) ·granting an increase of pension to John H. 
P. Marshall. . Shands: 

Mr. CARMACK. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom A bill (S. 4349) granting an increase of pelliiion to Laura Ann 
was referred the bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pension to Seaton: and ' 
Calvin E. Myers, reported it with amendments, and submitted a A bill (S. 2058) granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 
report thereon. - Roof. ' 

Mr. FOSTER of Washin!rlon, from the Committee on Pensions, _l\Ir. PATTERSON, fro~ the _Commit~e on Pensions-, to whom 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2971) granting a pension to Amelia were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
Walsh reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
thereo~. A bill (H. R. 5580) granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the A bill (H. R. 0999) granting an increase of pension to Albert W. 
bill (S. 305) granting an increase of pension toJohn R. Evans,re- Jones: 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report' thereon. A bill_ (H. ~· 10180) granting an increase of pension to William 

He also from the same committee, to whom were refeTI'ed the E. McDowell; 
following' bills, reported them severally without amendment, and A bill (H. R. 5532) granting an increase of pension to Levi 
submitted reports thereon: Vassar; 

A bill (S. 3946) granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright; A bill (H. R. 8173) granting an increase of pension to Anna 
A_ bill (H. R. 5155) granting an increase o~ pension to John J. Waters; . . . 

Tompkins· A bill (H. R. 8648) granting a penSion to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
A bill (H. R. 8i71) granting a pension to Walter F. Horner; A bill (H. R. 7236) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H. R. 10046) granting an increase of pension to Thomas R. McCullough; 

J. Campton· and _ _ A bill (H. R. 9988) granting an increase of pension to William 
A bill (H.' R. 8970) granting an increase of pension to Charles Ellis; and 

B. Hart. A bill (H. R. 8849) granting a pension to James S. Lauderdale. 
Mr. BURNHAM. from the Committee on Pensions, to whom Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committte on Pen-

was referred the bill (S. 3825) granting an increase of pension to sions, to whom were referred the fopowing bill!, reported them 
Anna H. Lyman, reported it with an amendment, and submitted each with an amendment, and subnntted a report thereon: 
a report thereon. A bill (S. 2G61) granting an increase of pension to John H. 

He also from the same committee, to whom were referred the Klingler; a.nd 
following' bills, reported them severally without amendment, and A bill (S. 3810) granting a~ increase of pension to Virginia B. 
submitted reports thereon: Mullan. 

, 
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Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. BALL), from the Committee on Pen­
sions, po whom were referred the following bills. submitted them 
severally without amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

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

A bill (H. R. 6816) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Ratzel; 

A bill (H. R. 6817) granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 
A bill (H. R. 6335) granting an increase of pension to James A. 

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

W. Miller; 
A bill (H. R. 9127) ·granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
A bill (H. R. 11556) 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. Ervir::g, for­

merly Cilia Zerbe; 
A bill (H. R. 8991) granting an increase of pension to William 

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

C. Davis; 
A bill (H. R. 8079) granting an increase of pension to Charles 

La Forest; 
A bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

O'Malley; 
A bill (H. R. 9610) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

Halling; and 
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. 

Mr. CULBERSON, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was refened the bill (H. R. 10145) to provide for appeals, 
writs of error, and other appellate proceedings from the circuit 
and district court.s 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 re~orts thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 96-- 3) granting a pension to Henry Austin; 
A bill (H. R. 5868) 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. lam 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 considE:red as in Commit­
tee of the Whole. It proposes 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, 

.1\Ir. CARMACK. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, 
to whom was referred the bill (H._R. 8227) granting a pension to 
Lucius 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. 

'fhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and pa.ssed. 

COURTS IN VERMONT. 

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

UXVIII-159 

out amendment. The bill simply provides for an adjournmqnt 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 
provision 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 
passage. I call the attention of the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
DILLINGHili] to it. 

The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 
Senate, as in_ Committe0 o_f_ 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 Unit.ed 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 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passPd. 

COURTS IN FLORIDA. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I ;liD dire~ted by the Committee on the 

Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 4503) to provide for 
~ittings 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 con~idera­
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 court 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 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thtrd time, and passed. 

PUBLIC BUILDING IN BLUEFIELD, W, VA, 

Mr. SCOTT. I am diiected by the Committee on Public Build­
ings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 752) provid­
ing for the erectton 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 upon the site already selected and purchased 
by him in the city of Bluefield, W.Va., a building to be used as &nd for a 
post-office bnildin~, as a place for holding United States courts, and for other 
purposes of the 1' edera GoTernment at the said city of Bluefield. W.Va., 
which roid building shall cost, complete, not to exceed the sum of $100,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend-

ment was concuued 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. To accompany the bill I present the affidavit 
of R. L. vValker, L. A. Rayborn, and Earl Parker, trustees of the 
Christian Church at Pleasant Hill, Cass County, Mo. I move that 
the bill and accompanying papers be referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 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 merch'lnt marine; which wa.s 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 bill (S. 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
companying paper). 

·Mr. CARMACK introduced a bill (S. 4648) granting an increase 
of pension to J ohn T. Rader; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, refen-ed to the Committ~e on 
Pensions. · 
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Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 4649) granting a pension 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 Com p my, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of 
the cost of he repairs to the steamship LindesfarTU!., nece sitated 
by injuries received from being fouled by the United States Army 
transport Crook in May, 1900; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (8. 4651) for the relief of James T. 
Darry 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 (S. 4652) for the relief of Dr. Joseph P. Tunis; and 
A bill (S. 4653) for the relief of Joseph Miles (with an accom­

panying paper). 
111r. PEN ROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev­

era1ly read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Peru ions: 

A bill (S. 4654) granting an increase of pension to Vial A. Put-
nam; and 

A bill (S. 4655) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Shipp (With accompanying papers). 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I introduce by request a bill to 
establish a court of patent appeals, and for other purposes. I 
have already introduced two or three bills touching this subject. 
There are differences of opinion in relation to the details of such 
a bill, and this is a bill which is different from either of the others 
which I have he:retofore presented. I ask that it may be referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

The bill (S. 4656) to establish a court of patent appeals, and for 
other purposes. was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
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; ·w.hich was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ANKENY introduced a .bill (S. 4G5J) 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 
BD.d Grounds. 

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

He also introduced a bill (S. 4663) granting an increase of pen­
irlon 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
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Clahns: 

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

A bill (S. 4665) for the relief of Catherine C. McGowan, widow 
and admini tratrix of Michael A. McGowan. deceased; 

A bill {S. 466G) for the relief of Kate Kearney Henry, widow 
and administratrix of James L. Hem·y, deceased; and 

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

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 46G ) for the erection of a 
monument to the memory of Commodore J ohn Barry; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. KITTREDGE introduced a bill (8. 4G69) to correct the mil­
itary record of George W. Samson; which was read twice by its 
title, and refened to the Committee on l\filitary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4670) granting an increase of pen­
l!ion to Thomas II. Devine; which was. read twice byitF 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, refen:ed to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

. Mr. PLATT of Connecticut introduced a bill (S. 4672) to author­
IZe the New Yo~k, ~ew Haven and H~rtford Railroad Company 
to construct, mamtain, and operate a bndge 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 $4,000 for grading and macadamizing Twentieth street NE., 
from Brentwood road to Queens Ch pel 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. 

lli. HEYBURN submitted an amendment providing for the 
construction of fully completed models of each ves el 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 bearmg 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 appropria­
tion bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affail·s. 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARMACK substituted an amendment intended to be pro­
posed by him to the bill (S. 8682) to establish four permanent 
military camp grounds-in the vicinity of Fort am 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. McCOMAs, it was 
Ordered, ~t leave be ~n~ed to withdraw from the files of the Senate 

the papers m the case of William W. Armstrong accompanying Senate bill 
4057, Fiftv-seventh Congress, first session, there having been no adverse re 
port on the same. 

EUREKA INSURANCE COXP ANY OF PITTSBURG. 

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

Resolved by the Senate, That the Secre~ of the Treasury be and he is 
~ereby, required.to reexamine settlem~nt NC?· 500J of 1~. re~;t.;d by him 
!n Senate Ex~ut1ve Document No.5, Fifty-third CongressJ.... thud ssion, for 
msurance pa1d by the Eureka Insurance Company, of .t'ittsburg, on the 
steamer Ch~pion, payable toW. L. Jones receiver, and to report whether 
the award 18 of the same character a tho e provided for in the deftcieucy 
act of March 3, 1903, 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 app:roved and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 3400) to amend the act entitled ''An act granting a 
pension to Flora Stanton Kalk," approved F ebruary 25, 1899; 

An act (8. 782) granting a pension to l\1ary D. Dnval; 
An act (S. 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 Rosa D. Mayhew; 
An act (S. 1953) granting a pension to Susan Fenno; 
An act (S. 2215) granting a pension to Sallie H. Hoffecker; 
An act (S. 2245) granting an increase oi pension to Daniel Fritz; 
An act (S. 2298) granting a pension to Patrick J. Conway; 
An act (S. 2418) granting a pension to Marit Johnson; 
An a-ct (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 pension to Jane Patterson; 
An act (S. 38) granting an increase of pension to Miriam R. 

Adams; 
An act (S. 70) granting an increase of pension to John G. 

Brown; · 
An act (8. 136) granting an increase of pension to Mary T. 

Strickland: · 
An act (S. 142) granting an increase of pension to Henry W. 

Nichols; 
An act (S. 189) granting an increase o£ pension to Edwin H. 

Wheeler; 
An act (S. 191) granting an increas-e of pension to Francis Roy; 
An act (S. 265) granting an increase of pension to Frances Gray; 
An act (S. 593) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Horn; 
An act (S. 594) granting an increase of pension to Finley T. 

Johnson; 
An act (S. 846) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 

W. Collins; • 
-An act (S. B80) granting an increase of pension to .Allen W. 

(alias Albert) Hall; 
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An act (S. 889) granting an mcrease of pension to Catherine A. An act (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Ella B. 
Brown· Green; 

An ~ct (S. 891) granting an increase of pension to Erwin R. An act (S. 2544) granting an increase of pension to Albert T. 
Cole; Severance; 

An act (S. 895) granting an increase of pension to Charles Dis- An act (S. 2548) granting an increase of pension to Emma 
brow; McFarland: 

An act (S. 897) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. An act (S. 2549) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
Frogge; Jellison; 

An act (S. 962) granting an increase of pension to Jennet Thoits; An act (S. 2558) granting an increase of pension to Sallie H. 
An act (S. 980) granting an increase of pension to Mary Von Kincaid; 

Kusserrow; An act (S. 2561) granting an increase of pension to Mathias S. 
An act (S. 1239) granting an increase of pension to John Adam- Friend; 

son; An act (S. 2576) granting an increase of pension to James Red-
An act (S. 1241) granting an increase of pension to Hamlet F. shaw; 

Roberts; An act (S. _2577) granting an increase of pension to Albert Mar-
An act (S. 1242) granting an -increase of pension to Thomas shall; 

Davis; An act (S. 2642) granting an increase of pension to Leonard G. 
An act (S. 1358) granting an increase of pension to William W. Freeman; 

Lackey; An act S. 2643) granting an increase of pension to Malinda H. 
An act (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to George Pen- Chapman; 

nington; An act (S. 2668) granting an increase of pension to Alpheus 
An act (S. 1451) granting an increase of pension to Eleanor H. Fawcett; 

Hord; An act (S. 2689) granting an increase of pension to David M. 
An act (S. 1532) granting an increase of pension to Electa Kanouse; 

Allen; .An act (S. 2712) granting an increase of pension to Harriet 
An act (S. 1688) granting an increase of pension to Frederick Billings; 

Bellman; An act (S. 2797) granting an increase of pension to Edward A, 
An act (S. 1689) granting an increase of pension to Hem·y H. Cottin..,.· 

Houghton; . An ~~t (S. 2858) granting an increase of pension to Delia B, 
An act (S. 1799) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. Stuart; 

Decker; An act (S. 2889) granting an increase of pension to John Beaird· 
An act (S. 1802) granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. , An act (S. 2924) granting an increase of pension to Samuel E: 

Couch; Cormany; 
An act (S. 1911) granting an increase of pension to .Ambrose An act (S. 2947) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

W. Severance. Bratton; 
An act (S. 1912) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. An act (S. 2965) granting an increase of pension to John Her· 

Booker; ., zinger; and 
An act (S. 1Q3'r) granting an increase of pension to Samuel An act (S. 3166) granting an increase of pension to Levi B. 

Richards; Lewis. 
An act (S. 1947) granting an increase of pension to Patrick The message also announced that the President of the United 

Judge; States had on the 27th instant approved and signed the following 
An act (S. 1954) granting an increase of pension to Benton D. acts: 

Bitner; An act (S. 486) granting a pension to Green B. Yawn; and 
An act (S. 1956) granting an increase of pension to Seth H. An act (S. 1330) granting a pension to Jerry S. Fish. 

Craig; 
An act (S. 2061) granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Barlow; 
An act (S. 2068) granting an increase of pension to Julia A. 

Roberts; 
An act (S. 2093) granting an increase of pension to Victoria M. 

Steele; 
An act (S. 2103) granting an increase of pension to John L. 

McVey; 
An act (S. 2126) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Williams, alias Thomas W. Lennox; 
An act (S. 2128) granting an increase of pension to George A. 

Seebold; 
An act (S. 2217) granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 

Riggs; 
An act (S. 2222) granting an increase of pension to Richard A. 

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

Lathrop; 
An act (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 

Cummings; 
An act (S. 2374) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo 

Moses; 
An act (S. 2392) granting an increase of pension to William W. 

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

Adams; · 
An act (S. 2440) granting an increase of pension to George 

Olsen; 
An act (8. 2441) granting an increase of pension to Frank Lee; 
An act (S. 2496) granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 

Wing; 
An act (S. 2509) granting an increase of pension to Abner B. 

Edson; 
An act (S. 2517) granting an increase of pension to Elijah Fan·; 
An act (S. 2527) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Roberts; 
An act (8. 254:2) granting an increase of pension to James E. 

Larkin; 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 

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

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

A bill (H. R. 8421) for the re}ief of Russel A. McKinley; and 
A bill (H. R.10161) to authorize the Secretary of War to accep1 

from the citizens of :Missoula, Mont., deeds donating to the United 
States certain lands for the enlargement of the military reserva· 
tion of Fort Missoula, Mont. 

The following bills 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 o1 
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 situated in the Bitter Root Valley, State of Montana, above 
the mouth 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. 1953) 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 pro 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. McCUM­
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 compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 26th instant (the 
House of Representatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill N o.l67, 
entitled "An act granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe." 

T:ml:ODORE ROOSEVELT. 
WHITE HousE, February f9, 1904. 

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. 



2532 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATK FEBRUARY 29, 

The re olution was read, considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to, as follows: · · 

NPsulvf'd. That the action ot the President pro tempore in signing the bill 
(8. 167) gr:mting an.increase of peruion to J. HudsouKilibe be rescinded. and 
that the bill be returned to the House of Representatives with the request; 
tha.t 'mi!ar action be taken by the House with respeot to the signature of 
the Spe:~.ker, and that the p:; ssage of the b1ll be reconsidered. and that it be 
postponed indefinitely, the beneficiary of the same being dead. 

BUILDING FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen­
ate Sen :te bill 150/j, under the special order of the Senate. 

~lr. McCREARY. I ask the Senator from Indiana. to yield to 
me for a moment. 

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

·r. McCREARY. Very well. 
The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 150S) 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. 

'fl:e PR11~SIDENT nro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to thP Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do. 
JAMES DENTON·: 

Mr. McCREARY. I ask unanimous consent for the immedi­
ate con ideration of the bill.(S. 4079) fur the relief of James Den­
ton. The bill has been favorably reported by the Committee on 
Claims, and its pas age is recommended ' by the Secretary of the 
Treasury and by the Commi · ioner of Internal Revenue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yjeld to itifit does not lead todebate. 
Mr. McCREARY. It will not. 
The Secretary read the bill; and by unanimous consent the 

Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its consider­
ation. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James 
Denton. collector of internal revenue for the eighth district of 
Kentucky, with the sum of $.17 ,189. 77 (loss of tax-paid spirit 
stamp of the amount of 9.4D1. and stub or coupons to the 
amount of 87.78 .77) for stamps charged to him lost in transit. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President. I think we ought to have 
omP explanation of the bill. It involves a very considerable 

amount. 
1\lr . .McCREARY. The bill was reported favorably by the 

Committee on Claims after it had been referred to the Secretar:y 
of the Trea ury and to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. 
Both the Secretary of the Treasury and the Commissioner-of In­
ternal Revenue recommend the relief proposed in the bill. 

The bill is for the relief of James Denton, collector of internal 
revenue for the eighth collection district of Kentucky, and it di­
rects the Secretary of the Treasury to credit James Denton~ col­
lector-of internal revenue for the eighth district of Kentucky. 
with the sum of $.17, 189.77 for loss of tax-paid spirit stamps of 
t.hP ~mount of $-t-9.401. and stubs or coupons to the amount of 
f7, 788.77 for stamps charged to him a.nd lost in transit .. 

Mr. Prehldent, the starup ·and coupons were stolen Without the 
fault of the collector. and the claim for the relief is, I think, cer­
tainly just. All who understand the business of t?e o~~e of the 
collet·tor will know that stubs or coupons of tax-pa1d sp1nt stamp 
are of no value unles they have the serial number on them, which 
is put upon them by the collector; and. again. they are marked 
hy the stam1> deputy, so called. The Commissioner of Internal 
Revenue in his lettet: 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 with?ut fault of the col­
lEl<"·tor. His claim for relief is entirely just. and there ts. no other means of 
crediting_ his account except through the passage of the bill 

Further on, he says: 
These stamps are absglutely valueless in the· bands of the one who com­

mitted t h €1 theft or to anyone to whom..he m.ighttta.ru!ferthem. 
The Secretary of the Treasury, in hi& letter to the chairman of 

the Committee on Claims~ says: 
In reply I have to state-that· the bill was referred to the Commissioner of 

Internal H.evenue, and herewith find his report, in whi~h 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 
the e stamps can not be used by the party who took them? The 
Senator's word i.s all I desire. 

Mr. McCREARY. I say that, and the Commissioner of In­
ternal Revenue savs it.also. 

Mr." GALLINGER. I think, Mr. President, the bill· ought-to 
pass, by all means. 

The hill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to.be engrossed for a third reading-, read the third time, and_pass~d. 

COURT IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President--
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me-for 

a very little bill for a court in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I have no Qbjection, if the bill does not lead 
tO debate. 

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

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wbole proceeded to con~ider the bill. 

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

PETER C. AS ER ON. 

Mr. NELSON. I ask the Senator from Indiana to yield to me 
for the uon ·i.deration of a. bill which will not lead to debate~ 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. NEL N. I ~ k unanimous con nt for the p1·e ent con­

sideration of the bill (S. 3218) for the relief of Civil Engineer P. C. 
As. erE-on. retired. 

There being no objection. the Senate. as in Committee of the 
Whole, pl'oceeded to consider the bill, which had been r ported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, to 
strike-out all after the enacting clause and iru;ert: 

That the ooretary of the Trea. ury be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to adjust the pay of an.d pay to Civil Engint<..er t'eter C. A&erson, 
United State Navy, !'l"tired. the full amount' of the retired pay of a rear­
admiral of the nine lower numbers for the time he ha b<>en on acti>e duty 
inca his retirement with that .ra.nk and whenever hereafw r 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 wa concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and pas ed. 
COURTS IN TEXAS. 

Mr. CULBERSON. TheSenatorfromindiana(Mr. FAIRBANKS] 
has kindly yielded to me that I may ask unanimou consent of 
the Senate for the considera.tion of a very short court hill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the :::>enator from Indi­
ana yield? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield for the reason that l nnder tand 
the bill of theSenatorwill not lead to any debate and the Senator 
is obliged to leave the Chamber. 

Mr. CULBERSON. r ask unanimous con ent for the present 
consideration or the bill (H. R. lO 145) to provide for appeals . writs 
of error, and other appellate proceedings from the eircuit and d~­
trict courts of Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texa . which 
was reporte<fthis morning by the ·CommittRe on the Judieia~·y. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to con ide:r the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a- third~ reading, read the-third time and pa s .d. 

BDJLDJNG FOR D.EP.ARTMENT.. OF STATE, ETC. 

The Senate. as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to consider 
the-bill (S.. 1508) to provide for the purchase of a ite and the err>c­
tion thereon of a public building to be u ed for a lJepa.rtment of 
State , a Department of Justice, and a. Department or ommerce 
and Labor: which had been reported from the Committt- e on Pub­
lic Buildings-and. Grounds with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 0 ecretary of State the Attorney-General,. the- Secretary of Com­
merce and Labor, the President pro tempore of the Senate. the 'pea.k:er of 
the House of Representatives the chairman of the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds of the Senate, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds of the House of R presentative . ue. and they 
are hereby, created a. com.m.ission. and they are hereby authorized an<idi· 
rected to acquire by purchase, condemnation or otherWI~e. all of the land in 
e1t11er bl<X;k ltfi, block lu1!, or ~ock ~1 . in the northwestsectiouof theoityof 
Washington. in the District of Columbia, which does not belong to the Uruted 
States, for a site fortheerootionthereonoi the bwlding hereinafter provided 
for. The said commis ion, within sixty days after the 8a~yroval of this act, 
!illall determine in writing in which of said blocks laud be acquired for 
the purposes of this-act. 

SEc. 2. That the said commission shall purchase the land authorized in sec­
tion 1 of this act. a.s soon a.s . practicable a.ft.er 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 ascertain d by aid com­
mission from the testimony of real-es.tate experts or othe~e.. as they may 
deem necessary, and payment therefor hall be made to tb e r espective owners 
by the Secretary of the Treasury upon requisition therefor by the said com· 
mission; and upan the release and conveya.nceDf said lands to the United 
States by good and sufficient deeds executed in due form of law. That it 
eondemna.tion proceedings are neoe ry to acquire any portion of the land 
authorized to be acquired in this act such proceedings shall be in accordance 
with th~ provisions of the act of Congress approved Au~us~ 00, lROO, provid­
ing., a S1te fol"l the. enlargement of the Government Prmting Office (U. S. 
!:;t,a,t. L., vol.26,oha.p.837),.an<iforsuch purpose theSecretar_yof theTrea ury 
shall have and exercise all the powers conferred upon the Public Printer by 
said act. 

SED . .3. That-when said commission shall have secured a conveyance to the 
United States of the lands authorized to be acquired in this act, the Secretary 
of State, the-Attorney General. and the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
are authorized and directed to cause to be erected upon the blockin which 
said lands shall be acquired, a sill table building, with fireproof vaults,. heat­
ing and ventilating apparatus, elevators, and approaches, for the use aud a& 
comm.odation.of the Dep&rtment of State, the Department of Justice, and 
tbA~ of Commerce and Labor, and for other governmental pur· 
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poses. That the construction of s:1id b-:rlldingshall be in charge 'Of the Secre­
tary of State, the Attorney-Genel"a1, and the Sooretary of Commerce and 
Labor, who are hereby authorized and directed to select and adopt plans for 
the said· building, and to mak~ contra~ts fori~ constructio:tt, ~ter proper 
advertisements and the reception Qf bi~i and, If they s~ll: mVlte plans by 
competition a.mong architec~ to p~y to me person submittin~ the ~C? sets 
of plans next in order of ment to those selected such sums a.s, m their Jud~­
ment, shall be proper compensat ion for their pr_epara.tion. The·cost of sa1d 
building, 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 l,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 
and twenty-one," to insert " or a suitable block south of Penn-
sylvania avenue." -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECREr.!..RY. In section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word 

"block," U is proposed to strike out" or;" and in the same line, 
after the words" two hundred and twenty-one," to insert" or a 
suitable block south of Pennsyh·ania a\enue." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I shouldliketoheartheamendmentwhich 

was just submitted by the Senator from Indiana again read. 
Mr. GORMAN. So should I. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 

stated. 
The SECRETARY. In section 1, page 4, line 10, before the word 

11 block," it is proposed to strike out the word "{)r;" and in the 
same line, after the words'' two hundred and twenty-one," tQ in­
sert" or a suitable block south of Pennsylvania avenue," so that, 
if amended, it will read: 

All of the land in either block 167, blook 169, block 221, or a suitable block 
south of Pennsylvania avenue, in the northwest section of the city of Wash­
ington. . 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would suggest to the Senator to add 
" east of Fifteenth street," SQ as to read " south of Pennsylvania 
avenue, east of Fifteenth street." That is the section -of the city 
we want to improve-the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. I 
think it had better not be left open to g{) 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 avenue" it 

is proposed to insert '' east of Fifteenth street. J' 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. In section 3, on page 5, line 14-
Mr. GALLINGER. Let me make a suggestion relating to this 

pP.rticular matter. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Very well. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I call the attention of the Senator to the 

language in lines 14, 15, and 16, of section 1, on page 4. 
· The S&id commi.2sion, within sixty days after the approval of this.a.ct, shaJ.l 

determine in writing in which of said blocks land shall be acquired for the 
purposes of this act. 

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 SECRET.i.RY. In section 1, on pag-e 4, line 16, after the word 
" said," it is propcsed to strike out '"blocks land" and insert 
''sites." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And in line 15 the word" in" sh.aula be 

-stricken out where it reads~. in writing in which of said bl{)cks 
land shall be acquired. n Let the W{)rd "in," where it {)CCUTS the 
second time, be stricken out. 

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

The SECRETARY. After tbe word" writing_," in line 15, it is 
proposed to strike -out the word " in. n 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is neoessary in oonsequenoe of the 
amendment already made. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. In line 14, page 5·, section 3, at too begin­

ning of the line, I move to strike out the three words, "a con­
veyance to'' and in!ert in lieu thereof the words u tbe title for;'' 
and in th-e same line to strike out the word '' of_,'' after the words 
"United States," and insert the word' " to." 

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

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 3, line 14, before the words 
"the ITnited States," it is proposed to strike oat " a oonveyance 
to" and insert "the title for;" and after the words "United 
States," in the same line, to strike out " of " and insert "to." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Iofferanamendment,aftertheword" 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 
cd~petent 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 WOTd 
"commission," it is proposed to strike out " from the testimony 
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 amennment. I do not think that we should 
place 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. I understand the amendment is accepted, 
and yet I think there should be some reason given for the amend­
ment, and the reason which I think should guide this commission 
in its labors to some extent, and that is this: Heretofore in nearly 
all cases of this kind the testimony mainly has been that of ex­
nerts, and very little consideration has been given to the value as 
assessed, and but little consideration has been given to the rental 
value of the property. 

In going over the amounts we have paid for like property it is 
safe to say that the same property can not be rented for any p-os­
sible purpose so as io 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 ca.sh 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 three to five 
times the real value of property in order to secure property in the 
city {)f Washington on which we can place our public buildings. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me before he takes his 
seat? · 

Mr. MaCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. There is great force in what the Senator says. 

The trouble has been th.at Congress has made no examin:a.tion 
and has had no actual knowledge of what land is to cost un­
til it is too late. There ought not to be a public bm1ding erected 
in Washirigton 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 lana ean be bought for; so that 
the point so well raised by the Senator can be dealt with before 
we go on and commit ourselves to the erection of a public building. 

It is true, as the Senator says, that we have gone on and found 
ourselves in the end compelled to pay ~xtravagant smns because 
we ha-ve put bills through that leave no time, no chance for ex­
amination.; and when we come to appropriate the money, as we 
do in the Committee on Appropriations, the same question is 
raised there that the Senutor raises here, that the amount i.s ex­
travagant and enormous; and the only-answer is that it is too late. 

Then Senators say, when the matter comes up, "Why do you not 
provide beforehand that before any work is done a commission 
shall investigate and report to Congress what certain lots can be 
b()ught for, and wha-t other lots can be bought for." I am glad 
the Senator has called attention to it; because if we do not scruti­
nize these things carefully we are very likely to fall into all the 
errors we have fallen into heretofore and to pay three or four 
times as mueh as we {)Ught to pay. 

Mr. :McCUMBER. We are met here, Mr. President, with a con­
dition that must be solved at the pre ent time. This building is 
absolutely necessary. The ·same -condition would arise no matter 
how many commissions passed upon the facts. We are so situ­
ated that it is necessary for us to have -certain property. Hereto­
fore !t has made no ~el'ence whether we have purchased property 
outnght from the owners ~r whether we have condemned it. In 
condemnation proceedings there has been no difficultyin securing 
the testimopy of any number of experts who will place the value 
of the property so much ~igber than the cash value for any rental 
purpose that we are paymg the same amount whether a jury -as­
sess the damages or whether a commission determines the value 
of the properly. 

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· 
is several times the real value considered in the matter of using 
the same property for any other possible purpose. 

I merely make these suggestions-for the reason that it seems to 
me that the Government ought to be abl-e to "Secure property at 
its real value, instead {)f paying such enormous -prices for it. In 
every State in the Union we have the same methods of condemning 
property, and we have nev€r heard in those States of such exorbi­
tant prices being paid as we are compe-lled 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 valuation of that property 
is produced, and the evidence of its rental value for any purpose 
is taken into consideration, with its situation, etc. That is pro­
duced before such a jury; and upon that is determined the real 
price that the Government ought to pay. It seems to me· that the 
Government 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 
particular amendment. 

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

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. GALLINGER. In line 5, page 6, section 3, after the word 

"architects," I move to strike out the word" to" and insert the 
words I send to the def!k. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment 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" to" and in­
sert' the successful architect shall receive compensation in full 
at a rate not exceeding 2t per cent of the total cost of said build­
ing and shall also; " so that if amended it will read: 

If they shall invite plans by competition among architects, the successful 
architect shall receive compensation in full at a rate not exceeding 2t per cent 
of the total cost of said buildina, and shall also pay to the persons submitting 
the two sets of plans next in or'aer of merit to those selected 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 committ:Je. 

: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. FAIRBANKS rose. 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator who has charge of the bill, and who 

is a conservative legislator, will allow me, he has provided here a 
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 experienced legislator, if the bill in this respect differs from 
other similar bills whose passage the Senator has secm·ed? 

.Mr. HALE. Thatisjustwhatihavesaid,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 
should be taken; that the commission or the superintendent of 
the buildings should go on, just as was done at Annapolis, and 
make his contra{}ts 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 responsibility. 
I have been delinquent heretofore, and all of us have been. 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 have guarded and kept out_ these vicious 
attendants upon the construction of our public buildings. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator yields to me to modify my 
amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the cliair). 
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 I will say" for plans, specifications, 

and supe1intendence." 
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 Senator will pardon me a moment, do I 

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

Mr. HALE. I did not so understand. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that· the 

proposed amendment of the Senator from New Hampshli·e [Mr. 
GALLINGER) is now pending. 

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

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a. 
question for information? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Under whose charge was the work done at 

Annapolis? 
Mr. HALE. The general control and overlooking of it was done 

by the superintendent down there. It was all done by act of Con­
gress. We did not tie it up. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. This bill provides for a committee that can 
tie it up. 

Mr. HALE. I want to see 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 it. 

I inclose herewith a statement of payments made to Shepley, Rutan & 
Coolidge, architects, for plans and commission on extension of hospital. 
Thei6 .Payments do not include traveling expenses and fees for time lost in 
traveling . -

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

Shepley, Rutan & Coolidge, for plans, $9,000. 
· The whole appropriation was something like five or six hundred 
thousand dollars, I think. 

For plans, $9,000. 
Two and a half per cent on contract, $13,750. 

That is bad enough, but in addition, following that, is 2t per 
cent on every payment that was made 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 already received $44,036.54. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ten per cent of the appropriation. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; and they are not through by any means. 

They came for some additional items, and the Committee on Ap­
propriations struck them out. 

l\Ir. BACON. I call the attention of the Senator to the fact 
that under the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire the compensation for the architect in this case will be 
$125,000. 

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 Treasury 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 
private architect was allowed to intrude himself and make these 
heavy charges. It was all 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 about 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 improving this city which involved over $200,000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Is not this a part of that plan? 
Mr. HALE. This bill selects certain lots that that commission 

provided in the residential part of the city, where the land is the 
highest 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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1\Ir. HALE. We~tried ·to provide in 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 r.t that time. The Senator from Indiana in the last Con­
_gress, my recollection is, althol!gh we have many things on_ our 
·.minds from his committee, reported a project for a building on 
this s:une lot, and provided that the executive offices__shouid be 
put in it. Is not that so, may I ask the Senator? 

:1Ir. F AIRBA.L'n{S. That was done, and it was done ..at the 
. request of the executive department. 

·Mr. HALE. lt waadone. I do not know what the_depa.rtment 
requested. IJmow the President receded from that; that he did 
not want it. 

:Mr. FAIRB.A.NKS. The Senate was advised fully abont it at 
the time. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. At the request of the executive department the 

bill to provide !or 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 commodious 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 '15,000,000, 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 got 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 have a good, reasonable building for the Department of J ns­
·-iice-put in aJ>roper plaoe where land can be bought cheaply, but 
the plan of this New York architect involved all this, involved 
taking a.ll these squares .=and certain other squares down below, 
. and a programm~ was laid out looking to the expenditure of 

200,000,000. 
Now, th8 Senator from New .Hampshire is acting in the right 

way, but. he does not go far enough. 
I would have nothing done about these large buildings in a 

hurry. .I would haTe a good commission appointed. I do not find 
fault with this commission, althoughmost of them will be away. 
We have gmerally had . a commission composed of · such persons 
as the ..Architect of th& Capitol, the -Architect of the Treasury, 
and we have sQmetimes put on a-very accomplished man, ·a very 
good business man, Mr. Bernard Green, who superintended the 
Library. _! .would have. a good commission (I will not have any 
cont-est with the Senator about who·shall constitute it); I would 
provide that the commission in the recess shall examine into 
wllatever tracts or squares.we direct them to examine_and report 
to us at the next session of Congress, six or eight months off, 
:which -soon goes away, what the .different -sections and' locations 
,can be bought for by the Government, so that we may know, as 
the Senator from South Dakota has.suggested, what we are em-
barking_in. . 

Then I would also have it provided that no contract should be 
made with any architect until the necessity for the same was re-

. ported to Congre£3 and the rate fixed at which the architect should 
be employed, because 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 imposing 
-structure that ple:.ses the eye- of the citizen and the visitor and 
the beholder. It was built for a sum less than the limit fixed_ by 
-the act, and money was turned .back into the Treasury. It was 
built without a dollar of percentage being paid to an outside 
architect. But Gen. ThomasL. 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 outside that we paid, where we are paying 
$44,000.to an.architect 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. . 
. Mr. GALLINGER. ~think_ the_Benator has fallen into an error 

1n regard to that. The 01iginal architects of the .Congressional 
Library were Smithmeyer & Pelz. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. They made the original plans,.and·while 

General Cas~y 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..aompensati.on to~those architects. 

.Mr. HALE. I was .going to Bay, becan.se' that 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·firs.t, I guess, $30,000,.and then 
$(0,000, and then another bill which was worked through here. 
But when it came to the work.GeneralCaseywould 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 ·buildingJas we have always until late 
years built buiidings, and as for one I hope we will do in . the 
future. 

We had this same kind of a qnestion come up 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 is where they get in their charges . 
They charge for the plans, and then they have a contract that 
runs with the building, .and they charge a percentage on the con­
tract price and then on every payment. We 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 
calle.d to it bythereniarksof the Senator from North Dakota and 
the Sen~ tor from New Hampshire, and it brings up just what the 
situation is, and'I take it before ·this maiftJ6r 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 made 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, I am in full sympathy with 
the general proposition a.dvanced by the Senator from Maine, and 
will support him in any reasonable. amendment to the bill looking 
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 bureau in the 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 place-a man·therewith sufficient competency, if the 
present occupant does not possess it, to superintend the erection 
of all public buildings. - . 

However, _I rose more particularly--
MI. COCKRELL. Will the Senator from New Hampshire 

yield· to me for a question? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. COCKRELL. _Do we not intrust to ·him the erection of 

every public building in the whole ,United . States outside of the 
city of Washington? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I 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. COCKRELL. Does he not ..make the plans, and all tha.t, 
and simply select a superintendent to attend to it at places where 
he can not be present? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say this to the Senator: We are go­
ing to build a little building in New Hampshire. I think -the 
appropriation is 90,000; possibly a. little less. It is in the second 
largest city in my State, and is to be for post-office purposes. Re­
cent inquiry of the Supervising Architect aB to w.hen 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 charge, and-that aa soon as those plans were received he would 
then take up the..matter and push. it along. .So it iB very evMent 
that the plans of that little building, costing $90,000t-arein the 
hands of an architect in Boston, who is making those plans and 
receiving compensation. 

Mr.RALE. While the-Architect here has.nominal and legal 
control of all buildings outside of Washington, under this practiCe 
he is giving way to outside architects? · 

Mr. GALLINGER. Precisely. 
Mr. HALE. _I think. that is so. 
Mr. TII~LMAN. Mr._President--
.ThePRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKHiS in the chair) . . Does 

the Senator fromN ew Hampshire yield to the Senator from Sonth 
.Carolina? 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILL1rfAN. 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 :..nd 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? 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. I assume that somebody pays the Boston 

architect. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I know; 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. 
~Ir. 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 
some such law, but I should like to know it, because 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 les3 to get any money. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I would say in thi3 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 
public building at Nashua, N.H., is one of my pets, and I never 
have 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 N ew"Hampshire, be-
cause we have very competent ones. · 

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

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 lhis 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, taling it out 
of the direct control of the Supervising Architect. 

That law was passed, if the Sen:1tor will indulge me a . moment 
further--

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Because there was some dissatisfaction 

with the character of the work which was being done in the Treas­
ury Department. I will say further that the Treasury Depart­
ment has been very free iri acting under the Tarsney Act where 
Senators or Rep1·esentatives have requested it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, undoubtedly this official 

has gone beyond that, because I am entirely positive that no 
representative in either branch of Congress has made anyreque t 
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 Cong1·essional Lib1:ary and a few words on the general 
proposition. 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 unfair to the \ery 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 plan~ 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 proposition, Mr. President, my sole 
purpose is to keep this matter, to some extent, in the control of 
Congress. If this proposed building costs $·3,000,000, and that cer­
tainly is the minimum cost, and if the architects get 2t 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 
yield to me for a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. MoCWJBEH.. 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 beautiful 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 
Depar tment, and can not the Supervising Architect in the Treas­
ury Department take charge of the construction of the building? 
Is it nece sary to pay 2t per cent or any per cent to any architect 
who furnishes the plans? I understand the architect will get his 
pay for his plans to a sufficient amount. Is it necessary, there­
fore, for us to employ this same architect or any outside archi­
tect to supervise the construction of the building? 

I\Ir. 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 bmlding in the country. 
The Supervising A1·chitect of the Treasury will appoint a man 
who will have dil:ect 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. 

I think it will do no harm to insert the word'' supervision'' in 
this amendment. Two and a half per cent is the rate tl:Iat is al­
lowed ordinarily to architects. Of couTse if we can dispense 
with architects entirely in the const1·uction 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, 
aiJ.d I think that is the way we ought to do it~ provided we have 
men of sufficient competency to do the work that is required. 

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

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. :McCUMBER. If the architect is to receive 2t 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 building 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 services in su­
pervising the building alone. Is not that an exorbitant price? 

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

:1Ir. FAIRBANKS. Right here~ will the Senator from New 
Hampshire permit me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 
the 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-$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; Idonotknowwhatthehistoryof the State, 
War', and Navy building was in that regard, but the possibility is 
that the anticipation was that it would not exceed that amount. 
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Bui it in fact cost $16,500,000. I understand this building which 
is proposed to be erected will be a building equal in size to that 
building. 

:Mr. HALE. It will be much larger. 
:Mr. BACON. Larger. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator from Georgia is in error in 

his information about the State, War, and Navy building. It 
cost $10,038,432. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know 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 by 
the Senator from Indiana. It may have something to do with 
some other expenses. 

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

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
• :Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I merely wish to say to the Senator from New 
Hampshire, alt~ough 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. His as follows: 
That the. Secretary of the Treasury be. and he is hereby, authorized in his 

discretion to obtain plans, drawings, and ~pecifications for the erection of 
public buildings for the United States, authorized by Congress to be erected 
under the supervision tmd direction of the Secretary of the Treasury and the 
local supervision of the construction thereof by competition among archi­
tects under such conditiom as he may prescribe and to make payment for 
the services of the architect whose plan may be selected out of the appro­
pl-iations for the respective buildings: Provided. Tha.t not less than five ar­
chitect3 shall be invited by the said Secretary to compete for the furnishing 
of such plans and specHl.cations and the supervision of such construction: 
~nd p:ovided further, That the. ~enera.l S"!1pervision of the work shall con­
tinue m the office of the SupervlSmg .Architect of the Treasury Dejlartment, 
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 oLcontractstherefor, and the disbursement 
of moneys thereunder, and perform all the duties that now pertain to his 
office, except the preparation of drawings and specifications for such build­
ings and the loca supervision of the construction thereof, the said drawings 
and specifications, however, to be subject at all times to modification and 
change relating to J>lan or arrangement of building and selection of material 
therefor as may be directed by the Secretary of the Treasury. 

That act was approved Febr)lary 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 Congres~ and 
out of Congress, that we ought, in placing our 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 authorized 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 been paid to architects; 
and they are a very common kind of buildings at that. There is 
not an architect in a town of 15,000 people in this country who 
could not have l;Ilade. 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 to architects to 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 $5,000,000 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 I care to say at present on this question. 

Mr. DRYDEN. M:r. President, on the proposition which has 
been made here to postpone the erection of these buildings 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. You can not secure the services of any competent 
experienced architect with an organization at his command suffi­
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 attr .. 'l.ctiv:e­
ness, and a~ to their working qualities and facilities,.far exceed 
those e1·ected by the Government. 

In my judgment, the Government, in the erection of these prco­
posed buildings, should proceed along precisely the same lines 
that individuals and corporations proceed on in the construction 
of great buildings in-the large cities. Yon 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 as architects for 2t 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 2t 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. 

Mr. HALE. Yes, I have no doubt the architects would claim 
that. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I have had a good deal of experience in that 
line. · • · 

Mr. HALE. I have no doubt the Senator is right about it. 
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. 

Mr. DRYDEN. But the question is whether yon can get an 
architect with sufficient ability to undertake 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 ds it. 

Mr. LODGE. The Government can. 
Mr. DRYDEN. Yon can get architects, but not architects 

with the equipment behind them, with the experience requisite to 
put up buildings of this kind. . 

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

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

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will allow me, in support of 
the Senator's argument, I wish to have Tead a letter from the Su­
pervising Architect. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from New J er­
sey yield? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. 
- The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read as re­
quested. 

The Secretary read a& follows: 

Hon. CHARLES W. FAIRBANKS, 

TREASURY D EP ARTMRN"T, 
JVashington, February 9, 1904. 

United States Senat e. 
SIR: Pursuing the subject discussed at our recent interview, I hnva now 

the honor to state the points with regard to which you desire inform..1.tion: 
The compensation paid by the Department to private architect s selected 

by competition is 5 per cent upon the cost of the work executed from their 
drawings and specificatiom for full profe83ional services, incluclin~ th ·~ ~per­
vision of the work of construction. This fee (5 per cent' i> that fixed by tile 
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 ~ele-~ted under 
competition, in consideration of this fee (5 per cent). is the s:tm'3 , rvice 
which he would render for the sa.me fee to client:> in hi3 pri>ate pmct:ce. 

It should be noted here, however, that the a rchitect so employe 1 by tl:.e 
Government is burdened with a considerable amount of cl~rical wor't n.nd 
correspondence with the ·Department which does not devolve upon him jn 
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private practice. This grows out of the fact that the ·experiditnres, being of 
public funds, must be ma.de under the requirements of law and otihe Depart­

. ment r~lplla.tioM. -8ofa.r, then, the Gonrnment emJ>loyment ianot so profit­
able to tn~ architect as his private -practice. 

I think tha-t thera is in the public.mind. a prev&iling..nrlsconception as to 
the proJ)OI'tion of J>rofit realized by-archit&Ct8'Who have charge of public 

·buildings at the a bon-mention•d percentare. l!odern methods of constru~ 
tion and th& introduction of complicated heatin~ and mecha.nicalappllimees 
and ele~tric equipm.nt no.w compd the employment by architects of. spe­
cialists m the several branches. Th• cost of these~ dra~ and· specifica­
tions is usually not less than 2r per cent-on the cost of the ipecial wo1·k. This 
expense falli upon th•architect, whetht'!r he has the drawmgs-pnpared on a 
percenta~r• or wheth•r he conducts. work on such a. sca.le that he.can employ 
regularly such specialists in hi.Kown office. 

1n my ovfnion in a large city -otfice, counting the cost .Of rent, the hire of 
clerks and typ•writ.rs, and of the OQtside men who look after. superintend­
ence, the proportion of the 5 per cent which remains to the architect as a 
profit when bUI!iness i1J good wonld not usually be more tha.n·2:J>er cent. 

The bUI!i:ness of the archit&ot is subject to th• same fiuctuations with all 
other business, an<Lhis pro fl. ts in good years must go in some measure to make 
up .the losses of bad yiml's. 

ReS)>ectfnlly, J. K. TAYLOR, Super-vising Architect. 

Mr. nRYDEN. That letter, which seems to -speak with au­
thority, only confirms the statement I have made, which wasba,sed 
npon my own know ledge in s.nch cases. I know from pr&dical 
experience (and I have dealt· with the largest and most important 
architects in this country) that no great architect will take a fee 
of less than~ per cent. That is fixed, a.s the letter states, by the 
American Institute of Architects, an.d they are bonnd by that -rate 
and will not accept any ~ss commission. 

Jt.has been said, '' Why the fee npon this building would amount 
to $125,000." Why? Because of the enormous structure, the mag­
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 ~bout 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 experience knows that 
an architect with an organization skillful in drawing plans, sk:ill­
ful in preparing specifications, s1rillful in laying the project be­
fore the contractors for bids, can make a vast difference in the 
result as to the cost. 

I say her& now that as between a poor architect, who does not 
know how to draw his specifications properly, and a skillful and 
experienced architect, who does know how to do that thing, if 
ypu were· to -pnt this structure out to contractors .fo_r bids, the 
difference would amount to -probably more than a million dollars. 

Every man who has had mnch 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 nnder way, i~ is 
next of the first importance that his drawings should be perfected 
so that when his iron beams, steel column~, etc., come to the 
ground to b~ put into place they will fit in their places. Now, a 
young, inexperienced, incompetent ar~hitect, who would take 
tAis job gladly for 2t per cent, or 2 per cent, or lt 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 th~ best possible talent that you can get 
for that purpose, and to get it you mnst pay the fixed scale-5 per 
cent. 

I should like, if it is in order, to propose an amendment to the 
amendment. I should like to see it amended so as to provid"e 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 fee. 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 great architects of the conn try 
to lend their talent to this work. I think the provisions of the 
law, as read by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], 
are wise in that they provide for competition by not less than five 
architects to be aelected. Those architects should be paid for 
their preliminary plans or proposed plall!, so as to make an in­
ducement for them to enter the competition. The comparatively 
small sums that tha Government will pay for the architects' fees 
is not to b thought of or talked about at all, in my judgment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, just one word in addition. 
I do not a.t all agree with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 
DRYDEN] that it is necessary to pay 5 per cent, and if his pro­
posed amendment should be adopted that-we 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 2t per cent we will pay $125,000 to the architects. 
Then there is a further provision that we sha.ll 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 do not know how muchihat will 
be, probably $25,000. or $30,000, or $40,000, or $50,000. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Will the "Senator from New Hampshire allow 
me? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. DRYDEN. The Senator, of course, recognizes that the 

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 has to do $200,000worthofwork, a_g1·oss 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 th~ architect .doing $.200,000 
worth of work in making plans for this building. 

Mr. President, we reconstructed the White House 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 perh::.j.ps has 
never been stated; but it cost a ·very large amount. If there is 
no a1·chitect in New Hampshire who can do that work just as 
well for a mnch less amount, then 1 miss my .guess. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Do you think yon have an architect in New 
Hampshire who could equal the building for the President? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I perhaps might draw the line at that; but 
that building was constructed under the supervision of a distin­
guished architect. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. One of 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, &nd spoiled some of it. He built an office for the 
President of the United States, and .as the Senator from Mis ouri 
suggests, any second-rate lawyer or third-rate doctor in the conn­
try could reasonably ask for just as good accommodations. It 
is .an eyesore. .Any man who may go down the A venue and look 
at that excrescence which has been added to th~ 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 doubt 
about that. .If we give them 2t per cent and then compensate the 
two next architects in order, we will get rid of 175,000 out of this 
appropriation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-
-The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. GALLINGER. l do. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator give his consent and will 

he vote to give these additional architects any compensation? If 
we are going to have competition in this matter, and the longest 
pole shall get the persimmon-in other words, if the brightest 
brains and ability as an architect 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 pro 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. I am not objecting to competitive plans. 
Mr. NEWL..ANDS. Not only iB there a large amount of work 

involved, but every architect who draws up a competitive plan has 
to pay out a very large sum of money to subordinQ.ies, to artists, to 
draftsmen, to designers, etc. , for the purpose of presenting a proper 
plan. The Senator, ! .imagine, has very little conception of the 
;m1onnt of labor that is expended. I have ofton been told by able 
and conscientious architects. that they have bean prevented from 
going into these competitions by .a knowledge of the fact that 
they would be obliged to expend from five thousand to ten thou­
sand dollars out of their own pockets in: the payment of employees 
in 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-expenditure of $5,000,000 the extra expense of ten, 
fifteen, twenty-five, one hundred, one hundred and fifty, or two 
hundred thousand dollars in securing the best plans and the best 
art is not to.J>e_considered. 

• I 

• 
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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 ought 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 I am any judge of a building, that is an abortion in architecture. 
If we are going 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 lump sum for the preparation of plans and specifications and 
supervision and for division among competing architects upon 
some agreed programme, 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 wh6 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 do not want to leave it in 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 limitnm. 

:Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President-- . 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

Hampshire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. -
Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to explain to 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 plans and specifications 

-and supervise the construction of the work. 
The compensation of the other architects who are unsuccessful 

in the competition is an amount agreed upon, some small sum­
perhaps $1,000 each, or somet.hing like that-simply enough to 
pay them for their actual expenses and outlay in preparing the 
drawings which they submit. They receive no percentage; they 
have no interest in the building whatever after the appointment 
has been made of one of the architects. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, if the Senator will permit me, I should 
like to ask him if he is not rather giving his argument away when 
he says that there is a large expense connected with the prepara­
tion of these plans and we ought to allow 5 per cent, and now says 
that we will give to the second and third competitors a thousand 
or two thousand dollars to reimburse them? 

1\fr. DRYDEN. Not by any means; arid 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. To do 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 mean.s. 
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. I am 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 I say ''the world.'' An architect is 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 oi the 
Treasury Department will be made sufficiently competent to take 

charge of all our public buildings and not put us at the mercy 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 had a very compe-
tent Supervising Architect. · 

I trust the present Super~ing Architect is equally a.s compe­
tent. He was selected upon a civil-service examination, which to 
my mind is an utter absurdity. As to his competency I will not 
speak; I know nothing about it; but I do know that under the 
present arrangement we are having substantially all oul' public 
buildings constructed upon plans made by private architects, arid 
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 ough~ to apply, to a building of this kind from 
that which applies 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 per cent for the plans and for 
supe1'Vision. The Government will 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 architect 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 theymakeanarrangementbywhich 
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 would 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
LL~GER] 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 it. Then the particular 
fad of the Supervising Architect was mansard roofs, and we had 
no public building in the country without a mansard roof on it. 

Mr. HALE. Will 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, as the Senator from New Hamp­

shire [Mr. GALLINGER] suggests, wa.s also built before that time. 
Visitors in Washington pause before that building and look with 
satisfaction and pleasme upon 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 gocM engineer officers. We 
had men that were competent, 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. Irouse itself, as it 
stood before there was put up the little shanty which this archi­
tect haa built for the accommodation of the Presiilential business, 
was a most pleasing edifice. The time will come pretty soon-I 
would be in favor of it now, but I do not want to move it on the 
pending bill-to repeal that_ ~rovision which lets in these m-chi­
tects. It was enacted unadvisedly. Very·few Senators or Mem­
bers of the House realized what it was, but it grew out or the 
importunity of the architects. We would. be better off without 
it, but I will not embarrass the Senator's bill by moving-that 
amenilinent at this time. Some day, however, we aught to wipe 
it out. 

M'r. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Sena­
tor from Maine in regard to the character of the· buildings that 
he has cited. We had not then arrived at that point of perfedion 
where we could improve upon the classic style of the ancients, 
and. I do not think we have yet arrived' at it: 

11r. HALE. What led me to say what I did say so inade­
quately was the suggestion of· the Senator that, while this was 
done under authority-of the Government and we had the· help of 
outsiae architecm; we were falling int.o a sameness and an unin­
teresting period of architecture. But what. I called hia attention 
to w.as these buildings which, I am sure, do not lie open to cliti­
cism on the· part of the-Senator, and which he would not visit 
npon them. They are very graceful and very com-pleta and are 
fine specimens 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· 
had charge for so 1ru.my years of the planning of the public build:.. 
ings. I quite agree with the Senator in what. he says as to tha 
buildings to which he has referred. We then had no such plan. 
r do not believe now in going back to the· system of having one 
architect plan all of the public buildings: That was not the sys­
tem which prevailed when the buildings to which the Senator re­
fers were erected. Under our present arrangement it would be 
plainly tin. possible for the SUJ?ervising Architect's Office· to make 
all tha- plans, and. therefore some other arrangement nm.st be 

·made, unles.s we continue to employ outside architects: 
There are, I think, with our liberal appropriations, a. very large 

number of public buildfugs- under construction, and it would be 
entirely beyond the power of any one-· architect to take proper 
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 uniform. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I q~ite sympathize with 
any effort which tends· to secure economy of expenditure in any 
Government rmprovement., provided the. efficiency of that ex­
penditure is not' impaired. 

Years ago l used to have the same views regarding architects' 
which seem· to be entertained by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HALE]; but after some years of experience in connection with. 
building upon a large scale, matters· in which I was personally 
inteTested, and matters in which corporatiorurin which I was in­
terested 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, fbelieve, is-
1 per cent for preliminary &a wings, 3i per cent for plans with­
out supervision, and 5 percent· for plans with supervision. That 
is 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, you. 
necessarily exclude, it seems to me, from its operation these· edu­
cated :m.d traineu men who belong to this association. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
:Mr. NEWLANDS. Cerlainly; 
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 architect of good stand­

ing in the United States belongs to these architectural associations; 
that they are-all in some-measure allied to the National Institute 
of Architecture; ~d tliatthe purpose of thatorganization.is not. 
spoliation 01: monopoly, but mmi?lY to advance 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. Is that the object? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. As to bank.accounts, I have never known: 
an architect within.m:y experience who has- reached large fortune. 
I have aiways found that the great architects are much more in­
terested in the- perfection of their work than they are irr the 
amount which they receive. I am sure that some of the greatest 
of our architects who have engaged in great-works, involving very 
large-expenditure of money, have paid out in· the elaboration of' 
their plans almost all they have received. 

fhad occasion the other day to go to New York-- . 
Mr. HOAR. With the permission of the Senator,Iwish to ask 

him if he thin.ks 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. NEWLANDB. limagine not. 
Mr. HOAR. Or other professional association?· 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Of course not. 
Mr. HOAR. I do not sum>ose my friend from New Hampshire 

[Mr. G.A.LLINGER] meant· to say that architects in general were 
engaged in association fm:: any unworthy nm.-posa 

Mr. GALLINGER. No; I did not. But I think the Senator 
willyermit me to say, as we hear a great deal in debate in these 
modern times about combinations and trusts, and a good deal of 
denunciatory-talk, that I do not see any difference between a com­
bination in a commercial or a manufacturing se-ru:e 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. NEWLANDR Mr. President, I do not care to be diverted 
from the present trend= of my views by a discussion of the trust 
question. I assume that this association of architects resembles 
the 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 compensation of 
their services ought not to. be regarded as assuming the aspect of 
a trust or a monopoly. 

I was Eaying that it it be the fact that all of'the:eminent archi­
tects of the conn try belong to this association, and if we fix a 
compensation below that provided by their rules, we necessarily 
eliminate them from the competition and su-bmit this whole mat­
ter to men who, as a rule. are inferior. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, suppo'sing 
that-the association next week Rhould conclude. that 10 per cent 
was the right thing, ought we. to. continue this system and pay 
that sum? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. There is an unreasonable exaction and a 
reasonable charge. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unquestionably; 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I propose in a moment to get to the ques­

tion of the reasonableness of the charge. 
MJ:. GALLINGER. I hopa the Senator will; for I am very 

much afl'a.id that rurto the next public building we construct we 
shall be called upon to pay 7t or 10 per cent. There is no logic 
&c,l73.inst it. All the association has got to do is to so resolve, and 
we are at their mercy. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The present rateS" have existed 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 with whom I havo had any 
connection has.fullyearned his money, whether the enterprise in 
which he was. engaged was a smallone or a large oM .. I assume, 
Mr. President', that the great col1Jorations that a.re engaged in 
putting up large and expensive buildings, far suq;aEsing 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 e.xpellBiva 
buildings in our great. citie"S, would not be likely to submit to an 
exaction, and yet they all pay these rates. 

We have an improvement. contemplated in WaBhington, the 
construction of a gre:lt 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 oi the best architects in the country, Mr. 
Burnham, oi Chicago-not, perllaps, 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 q_ua.lities of an 
engineer, ot a constructor., and of a financier. 

We had an instance 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, gra.duattS' of the art 
&chools of this country, graduates of ~he art schools of Paris, men 
who had spent years· and large amounts of money in their train­
ing~ It is these men: of whom the Senator from New Hampshire 
complains. 

I will murant that the railroad· companimrdo not haggle with 
Mr. Burnham regarding his. commission. l will warrant that 
they pay him the percentage provided for by the rules of the as­
sociation to which he belongs. 

So it was when Boston was a bout to construct 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, bu:t- 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. McKiru, the i:LrCllitect of the White House. who is now 
the object of critici m. Did the dty of Boston 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 & Hastingb. noted architects of this country, standing 
upon an equality with the finn of McKim, Mead & White, of New 
York, the architects who laid out the great Buffalo Exposition, 
which certainly was a thing of beauty. Carrere & Hastings had 
underta en the constn1ction of the great public library in New 
York, and 1 found them occupying two buildings with an army 
of men engaged in the work of designing that one building. 

I imagine that the mere compensation which they receive counts 
nothing with tho e men 38 compared with the excellence of the 
work which they propose to do. I will warrant that they will 
sve td every cent of their compensation. if it is necessary, in se­
curing the heb"t 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 ·essary 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-! beg the 
Senator's pardon; 1 yield to him. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The 8enator says that all the competent 
architects in the country are in this association; that-outside of 
thi a. ociation no good w rk can be secured. Now, if that be 
so. the architect who made the plans for the addition to the St. 
Elizabeth 's A ylum belong-s to this association. and yet he bas re­
ce ved · per centon the amount appropriated byCongre s-$48,000 
or ~-1-4.00 1, I have forgotten which-on an expenditure of a little 

·over $.100.000. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I will say that the charge of architects­
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senaw frum Nevada-
Air. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will pennit 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 
per cent. 

dr. GALL fNG ER. But these were new buildings. 
Mr. NEWLALWS. It ~ much harder to chan~e a building 

already tlristing than to plan one anew. 
Mr. OALLlNGER. I will say to the Senator that these were 

new buildingR nf 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 be will see them as he goes 
over-8 per cent. I thmk~ and there is still a bill pending. We 
should limit in some way the compensation of the e g~mtlemen, 
accomplished as they are. I quite agree with the Senator in his 
tribute to them. They believe in hiah art and give us a little too 
much of it. That is the trouble with many of our buildings; they 
are too elegant for public use, in my jnd(J'ment. But. if the Sen­
ator will go over to St. Elizabeth's Asylum hewill .·eea very com­
mon set of brick buildings that these distmrnished architects are 
responsible for, so far as the plans are cone rned, and we paid 
out 8 per cent for them. Does t :Je Senator want thi bill left open 
o that when we have expended $50 l,OOu. these gentlemen will get 

$-tO.OOU of that sum, and a like proportion on any additional sum 
expended? Doee be not think we ought to limit it in some way? 

Mr. NEWLA.NDS. I will aytotheSenato1·thatlknownothing 
of theimprovementtowhich he refer. Ihavenotseenthe build­
ing, and o I am unable to form a judgment. I certainly do not 
want to see inferior workt and I do not want to see extravagant 
compensation for it. 

Mr. F AIRBAlYKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Cm·tainly. 
Mr. F AIRBA...~KS. Under the bill the responsibility of con­

tractina with the architects will rest upon three Cabinet officers­
the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General. and the Secretary 
of Commerce and Labor; and I ask the Senator if we may not all 
repose confidence in that commission? Is there anyone here who 
ha any suspicion whatever that those three Cabinet officers, con­
stitutin(J' the commission ef 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
gress 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 g-ranted that the gentlemen to whom. the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS} has referred-a.ble, as 

ableasanyof us are: economical. as economical as any of us are­
will guard the interests of the Govermn"!nt in the discharge of 
their executive work just as well as we can; and I think they will 
be in a much better position to adjust this matter properly than 
we are. for they will have the means of .indgmsnt and they can 
secure the information that is necessary for them to arrive at a 
proper judgment. 

The Senator from Maine [Mr. IIALE] has referred to the archi­
tectural history of this city in aid of his contention that it is un­
nece , ary to go to trained architects for work. and he has referred 
to the Trea. ·ury Department. to the Patent Office. and to the Post­
Office, I believe. a specimens of good architecture. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Not the Post-Office. 
Mr. NEWLA..lVDS. Not the Post-Office? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I hope not. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I m~an the old Post-Office building, which 

is recognized as a very pure pe"imen of Grec:ian architecture. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Maine referred. at my 

suggestion, to the old Smithsonian building, which, in my judg­
ment, is the fine t specimen of architecture in Washington. 

Mr. NEWLANDB. I do not know the history of the Smith­
sonian building, but I feeJ sure that if yon will inquire into the 
history of the construction of that building yon will find that one 
of the be t architects of the time was ecnred 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, I believe. one of the 
great architects of this region, made the ori::,-inal design. His 
work was followed up by Mr. Walter, one of the great architet:ts 
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 those great works. 

In the early history of the Republic the archite~ture 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 European architect . They followt-d the Euro­
pean architecture. The colonial 8tyle 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 bcrildings 
being designed by great architects and some of them imply copied 
after existing plans, and almost aJl of them excellent. As to 
public architecture, you have only to read .Jefferson· letter to 
see how solicitous he was that we should follow the best classic 
m·)dels. , 

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 
and of this profession, trustin~ ourselves to carpenters and builders 
and stone masons, we erected all over this countTy the most amaz­
ing structures of hideousness. It has only been since t he Chicago 
Exposition that there has been a revival of arcbittcmre in this 
country. That revival was due to the enthusiastic and pnhlic­
spirited acts of the men belonging to this institute of architects 
which is so much <..:ritici. ed here to-day. 

You will find that during the middle of the century and up 
until recent years almo 't all the buildings of Washington of a 
public character were inferior in their architectural effect. The 
Pension building-a monstrosity-the new Post-u ffice, designed 
in the o~ce of the Supervi!Ung Architect. which we all admit 
is inferior. and the State, War. aBd Navy building, also designed 
in the office of the Supervising Architect, which. while perhaps 
not so bad, certainly will not compare with the Cap tol or with the 
Patent Office or with the Treasury or the White House in artistic 
effect, though it involved a very large ~xpenditnre of money. 

It does seem to me that we are fortunate to have so large, able, 
public spirited. and capable a body of men banded tovether in 
this association, not for the purpose of spo'iating the public, not 
for the purpose of monopoly. but simply for the purpose of glla:rd­
ing the profession it.·elf in the interest of art. and pr tecting the 
public itself from spoliation by men who otherwise would charge 
what they choose. 

Recollect that the aswciation limits the man of genius and tal­
ent as well as the inferior man. and that the compens:ttion is the 
arne, the only difference between them bt>i11g that the man of 

recognized talent gets the great work. No man of talent can 
continue to secure such work unless he does the work well, unless 
he does good ervice. 

These gTeat 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 putting up these monum~ntal structuTes throuO'hout the 
United States-companies composed of men of business whomeas-
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ure e-v-ery 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 WhiteHouse. 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 owe a debt of gratitude to Mr. McKim., if for nothing else, 
that he decided to hold to the individualized White Hou;Je 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 lawprobablyrequired 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 Honse. 

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. I do not remember the circumstances. Ire­
member very well that the law required him not t9 change the 
exterior appearance of that building or to 7~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. And there was foundation 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 
Honse showing the proposed changes. 

:Mr. BACON. It did change the exte1ior? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Very materially. 
Mr. BACON. Vary 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 to ask 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 shared by Senators and Representa­
tives--

Mr. NEWLANDS. I 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? · 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt he was in such consultation. 
Of course there were many plans and suggestions as respects 
what should 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 expression, by the committees having charge of the 
matter, and the request was made that an estimate be provided 
which would declare that the building should not be disturbed or 
the harmony of it or its general appearance changed, and that it 
should not be added to or taken from. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I will ask the Senator from Iowa whether 
that conclusion was not in accordance with the views of Mr. 
McKim? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not 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 changes 
in such a way that the exterior of the building should not be dis­
tm·bed. 

Mr. NEWLANDS: I think the committee acted very wisely. 
All I 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 wit.h 
the views of the committee. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. I can add 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 upon the President. I will say to the Senator that 
instead of in any way assenting to his general proposition, that 
not only a distinctive suggestion, but I may say an adjuration 
was imposed upon 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 jealously 
guarded that building and kept it in a way intact, preserved its 
fine, beautiful features, it would have been stripped, dismantled, 
ransacked, changed, and perverted and practically destroyed if 
we had let it go into the hands of the architect. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Do yon 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 Square, we were very careful in every way 
to exclude the idea. We knew enough. I did not want any 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 suggest 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 ~art 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. Not under the injunctions that we laid clown, and 
we never should have appropriated unless 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 pa-,~icular structure or improvement was 
to be made. You gave general instructions, it is true--

Mr. GALLINGER. Does not the Senator think it would 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 
going to say that all lines pointed out by the original architect of 
the White Honse 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. 
McKim 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 a£ 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-! state that the ar­
chitects of the country have come to the protection of Mr. McKim 
against the assaults which have beenmade upon him. 

He is the president of the Institute of A1·chitects of this coun­
try. Do yon suppose that that great body of men would select 
an inferior man as their chief official? He 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 be t work in the country. He is eo generally recog­
nized, not only in this country, but throughout the world, that he 
received orne decoration at the bands 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 yon view the White House from Jackson Square, 
so far as proportion is concerned, there is nothing to find fault 
with. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
that decoration was conferred before or after the construction of 
the Executi•e office? Was a photogra-ph 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 thing 

yon can question about the Executive office. If he had put a high 
structure there. it would have subordinated the White House. It 
had to be a low struoture, almost unobservable. So far as the 
color is concerned, it is just as is the White Ho11Se. So f~r as 
pro-portions are concerned, it i& perfect in its proportions. 

Now, yon 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 themoney to do it, but he was lim­
ited by the appropria.tion, and he had to put it up. It is regarded 
simply as a temporary structure, costing, I th.ink, only fifteen or 
twenty thousand dollars. 

Mr. BACON. Sixty thousand dollars. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Perhaps $60,000; I do not know. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator's suggestion as to the cost, I sup­

pose, is controlled largely by the view, from looking at the bnild­
l.Ilg, he would take as to what would be the proper cost. But that 
is only one-fourth the cost. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I should think myself-
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 eost not to exceed fifteen or twenty thousand dollars. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. That was my impression. 
Mr. FORAKER. I hope that is true. I have heard it stated, 

however, and repeatedly, 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. FOR KER. Yes: that is the popular impression. 
Mr. NEWLAl.~DS. But so far as the design itself is concerned, 

.its proportions, its relation to the White House itself, I insist 
upon it that it could not have b~n more perfect, and that the 
only thing to be complained of, regardless of the question of cost, 
is as to the material of which it is composed. Doubtless many 
would ha \· e 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 plan 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 White House itself. 

Now, here is a sample of a de ign cheaply secured. The army 
engineer in charge of the public buildings had in his employ at 
that time a designer, not an independent architect, not a man who 
could go out in the world and wre tie with others and secUie 
work, but a man who. having had an architectural training, 
lacked the peculiar qualities which would have given him success 
in his profes ion, and therefore oonld be secured for a v-ery small 
salary: and he made that great design which would have cost a 
very large sum. Suppose you had accepted it. You would have 
saved in the architects' fees and yon would have lost in the great 
expenditure for the building. That is ,what I say is the advan­
tage to ba secured by getting thee men of training and experi­
ence. Yon not only get art, you not only get efficiency, you not 
only get perfect construction, but yon also get the most econom­
ical construction. 

Senators have referred to the Supervising Architect's Office. 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] referred to 
it ae if that office were almost conducted 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 Architect is one of the very best men who has ever 
occupied that position, but I assume he would not accept a po­
sition yielding only $5,000 a year if he could contend in the world 

• 

with such men as Carrere & Hastings or McKim, Meade & White. 
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 thil 
office--

Mr. GALLINGER. I interrupt the 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? 

· Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well. Pay a man $50,000 and you 
will 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 yon will get him. 
As to the cost of that office, I do not know what the annual 

expenditure for public buildings is. I have had no opportunity 
to prepare myself on this subject. I came into this Chamber only 
a few moments ago and found this matter under discussion. It 
is a new question to me. but I imagine that the total expenditures 
of this country for public buildings does not exceed $5,000,000. 
Am I right, may I ask the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. The appropriation for the Supernsing Archi­
tect's Office is a very small sum relatively; but the c11Stom of the 
Supervising Architect's Office is to retain 5 per cent of every 
appropriation for supervision, plans, etc., and therefore I should 
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 Snpervi.,ing 
Architect's Office. From every ap-propriation that is made for a 
public building, costing, say, a million dollars, $50,000,5 per cent, 
is set aside by the Supervising Architect for the expen es 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, 
janitors, and this fee that the architect gets is besides that. It is 
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. But 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. NEWLANDS. As I understand, the architect'sfees CQ er 
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 snperin· 

tendent of buildings, and if it is a large building he has hi sub­
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, he does 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 d.ifferent experience among architects than I have. 

Mr. ·GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in the Tars. 
ney .A.ct it is specifically provided that the Supervising Architect 
of the Treasury Department shall superintend 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 be will superintend the work. Now, it is true that a 
great architect does not personally 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 it architectural office. 

Mr. HALE. That is not experience, nor is it my experience in 
the erection of private structures. I have had to build. frvm 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 plana, 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 experience has been directly contrary to 
that of the Senator from Maine. I know it is customary when 
large structures are to be erected to stipulate such a condition in 
the contract with the a1·chitect, that he shall furnish these men 
to examine the work as it goes on and certify to its correctness, 
and if the work i! 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. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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. NEWLANDS. Will the Senator from Maine permit me to 
inquire whether or not he paid the architect to whom he referred 
5 per cent commission? 

Mr. HALE. Two and a half per cent. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Then yon paid two and a half per cent 

simply for the plans which did not involve supervision. 
Mr. HALE. I was younger then than I am now, and greener. 

· I paid him what he asked. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Two and a half per cent for all these struc­

tures that you referred to? Yon spoke of having put up three. 
Mr. HALE. 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
ployed his joiners, his carpenters, his day laborers, and built the 
building, r.md when he had a bill to present 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. It 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 tha. t authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to adopt this method 
of procuring designs, lrnown as the :· Ta~ney Act," provides tha.t .in carry­
ing it into eifect the successful architect 1S to have local superVISion of the 
const ruction, the function of the office of the Supervising Architect being of 
an advisory or a supervisory natnre. 

So that the architect is to have the local supervision 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 valuable 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. .. 
Mr. 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 point, 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 supervision of the work shall continue in the qffi.ce of the 
Supervising Architect of the Treasury Department tlle Supervising Archi­
tect to be the representative of the Government in ail matters connected with 
the erection and completion of such buildings, 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 specifications 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 Supervising At·chitect is specifically charged with 
the supervision of the construction. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Supervising Architect does not say so 
in his report. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Well, he forgot to quote the language. 
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
ture." 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 supervision of the construction of the various pub­
lic buildings of this country. I find that while the specific allow­
ance to that Otficeis 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 thi! country does not exceed that amount. So it seems 
that even when we assign this work of making plans to the Super­
vising Architect, the plans and supervision of the Government 
buildings involve &n expenditure of 5 per cent. 

It is true ~hat yon can pay an architect, if you choose, simply 
for his plans, and yon can get them for a less sum than 5 per cent; 
but it seems to me that no greater mistake could 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 gt·eat de­
fects in construction, great defects in design, and great defects in 
the artistic perfection 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 at tention of the Senate now fora consider­
able time. To one claiming to know something on that sub ject, 
it " ould seem entirely safe if we fixed a maximum compensation­
say, 5 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 !a ~hether this measure should pa.ss, I have very de­
cided conVtctions. 

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? Is 
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 hlindred a!ld sixteen thousand 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. HALE]. He iB 
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
tude, there ought to be a preliminary coiDlilission organized, 
whose function it should be to investigate and report to Congress 
at the next session the probable cost of the several proposed sites. 
Now, that delay means death to this measure; and when mv dis­
tinguished friend urges delay and deliberation, I beg to reinind 
him that this bill involves no sudden impulse 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 first 
propositions made to that committee after I bad 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 yon have 
read the report of the committee, that it was in 1899 that, respond­
ing to the universal conviction that another great building was 
nec~ssary, the Attorney-General was authorized to expend a mil­
lion dollars on one of the squares named in this bill for a judiciary 
building. Yon know the history of that proposition. It failed. 

The Committee on Public Buildings and 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 Departments, 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 Deparlments; and this bill, notwi.thstanding that continued 
investigation on the part of the committee, is the very first tangi­
ble proposition that has ever found its way iii to this body. . _ 
- Now, referring again to the suggestion of my distinguished · 

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 
groat fact-that is, that the owners· of these several pieces of 
property put such ari exc-essive valuation upon 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 distinguished: friend were to carry his proposition 
through and defeat the consideration of this bill, his commission 
would onlY learn that which our committee has had enforced 
upon us ti'me 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 

. cou·rse. · 
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 
is 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-! do not want to take the Senator off hfs 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 A venue 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 
c'ome together at the next session of this Congress that they will 
b9 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 put every public building that we build for thirty 
years on it, and aU 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 Depal'tments it is not so large as people 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 
builtfor$10,000,000, Mr. President. Nobodysupposesthat it can. 
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The amount saved in tent ·on these three Departments, suppose 
it is half of $350,000,~is only.$175,000, and that j.s 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 y.ears ago to 
propose-which I did not-this scheme will not be destroyed; it · 
will 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 
A venue 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 gre.at .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, grand feature. _ 
. Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, as far as the last suggestion ­

made by my distinguished friend is concerned, I beg to inform · 
him that this committee has. gone down along the s.puth side of ' 
Pennsylvania avenue. It has negotiated with owners of property 
there. and it has in its committee rooni to:day the very figures 
which the learned Senator would_ wait a year or two to obtain 
through· the medium of a commission . . The result was, as I said 
a m:;ment since, that .the figures are simply excessive in every 
case, and we have got to condemn this property . 

Now, I do not understand why my distinguished friend, not­
withstanding the amendment that has been made to the bill, still ­
lingei·s around square 167 as though there were some fatal fascina­
tion about that square. The commission certainly have been 
authorized to go down on the south side of Pennsylvania avenue 
and get 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 to 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 
se&aion, 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 
general public-building. bill; we are considering no general legis­
lation of any kind; everything is being thrown over into the short 
·session; and does any Senator here think that, witlf 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 Senatpr 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 wrong 
about that. These public-building matters go more easily, and 
have donesoheretofore,in a short session than at anyother,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 ha-s been for five years. For five years the neces­
sity of this building has been just as apparent as it is to-day. You 
have had two public-building bills, but thi_s bill could not get in; 
neither will it get into the next public-building bill. · 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-
tion? _ · 

Mr. QUARLES. Certainly. _ 
Mr. BACON. I desire to ask the Senat-or whether if this ses­

sion sliould be prolonged to a _ date to which the long session 
usually reaches, would it not {llrnish the opportunity for secur­
ing the information which the_Senator from :1\faine suggests as 
being important, and still leave time enough in which to pass 
this bill? So 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. I urtderstand. I was simply asking a question 
Of the Senator whic~ 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 pTesent session of Congress. 

Mr. QUARLES. No, Mr~ President; I conceive that the-infor­
mation upon which my distinguished friend from Maine lays such 
lP"eat importance is of no avail. As I said, we have that infor­
ma.tion now, unless the figures have been destroyed. The com­
mittee has had them and has considered them. 

Mr. HALE. Certainly theTe is not in this report the slightest 
particle of informatLon either way about that. 

Mr .. QUARLES. Of coutoe not. 
Mr. HALE. It is singular that with evidently so many Sena­

tors believing offil!#nd that this building ought to be erected on 
the south side of Pennsylvania avenue, the committee does not 
give us a particle of infm·mation upon that point. I do not blame 
the committee. I do not suppose they have any exhaustive in­
formation such as a commission can get. A commission can get 
complete information and furnish it to the Senate, bnt the com­
mittee can not do that. They have other things to attend to and 
I do not find fault with them. It is impossible for the commiit-ae 
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 h:as undertaken that labor himself on three 
several occasions. He has consulted the owners of this property, 
he has obtained their lowest prices, and has submitted those pi-ices 
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. I suppose there are 50D owners south of the Ave­
nue. The chairman could not have seen them all. 

1\!r. QUARLES. I do no_t mean that we went all down that 
line. vVe did not go down below the power-house site. But we 
tcok eYery piece of property west of the power-house site, clear 
up to and including the Regent Hotel, and each and e-very other 
piece of propedy--

Mr. HALE. That is onlya block; that is only a small portion. 
Mr. QUARLES~ It is more than a block, because it inclu~d 

the power-house site. 
Mr. GALLINGER. But, if the Senator will e-xcuse me, the 

power-house site is a.lready purchased for the municipal building, 
and they are commencing the construction of the building now. 
· Mr. QUARLES. I am well aw:rrP, ofthatfact. 

Now, 1\fr. 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, with.out 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 wtar: :-e, are inadequate we are not half stating 
the proposition. Th6~· ·11re simply shabby. Our great Secretary 
of State has only one o.:lice. He has no retiring room. If two 
diplomats call 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 
seve1·al Departments that are to be housed in the new building 
and see how absolutely imperative it is that the building should 
be commen<:ed at once. 

When we consider that fiye years will undoubtedly be necessary 
to complete this building, ~t.requires TIC? grea:t stra~ of im~gina­
tion to see what the condition of affarrs will be m the City of 
Washington with reference to our great Departments before the 
time comes when we can possibly finish this building. It is a 
shame 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 li.ght. of that sug~estion, th~y 
will be prepared to vote upon this bill, and I think they will 
aO'ree with me it ought to pass at this session and be sent over to 
the other House in time to be considered there. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Wiscon in takes his 
seat I should like to ask him a question. I understood tlie Sena­
tor to say, in the course of his remarks, that the land which is de­
scribed in this bi11 is held at prices which the committee· believed 
were so exorbitant that the Government would have to resort to 
condemnation proceedings. 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 owner~? What 
has been the experience of the Government in the past in ques­
tions of that kind? 

1\Ir. QUARLES. Does the Senator mean to ask me whether by 
co-ndemnation we shall be able to economize? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes, sir. .. 

Mr. QUARLES~ In regard to that, I am utterlynnable tofnr· 
nish the information desired by the learned Senat-0r. My expe'r"i· 
ence is not sufficient to warrant me entering upon that themo. 
That, however, is the only recourse, as the Senator well lm{)w , if 
the price which is fh:ed by the property owner;:) is exorbitant. 
There is no alternati-ve. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I agree with the Senator that that i<; correct 
if we take that particular property. But I think that is a con­
sideration which should be looked into furth-er in determining· 
whether we shall. select the specific property which is described 
in the bill. 

1\fr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator- ftom 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 se-reral 
sites which the commission is authorized to consider. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senatorfromindianathinkitlikelyafter 
he gets this bill through that any other block will be selected ex­
cepting that great residential block to the west of Jackson Square? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. "That great residential block!" That is 
a misuse of words. 

Mr. HALE. I make that inquiry. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. That square-
Mr. HALE. Is not the Senator himself in favor of acquiring . 

that sq·uare? 
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 
opportunity to get the floor I shall undertake to demonstrate it. 
How other members of the proposed commi sion may view the 
subject I do not know. I have not consulted with any of them. 
I do not know what theb: opinion is upon it. 1\Iy. desire is. 1\ir. 
President, to accomplish something and not stand here sticking 
in the bark upon a great question. Let us deal with a great pub­
lic question in a great, bToad,. intelligent way. 

1\Ir. HALE. That is precisely what we want. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. If this were a matter of individual or cor­

porate concern, Mr. Presidentt it would have been settled long 
ago. The history of the 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 nones ential 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 th~ Senator that Congress has 
been remiss in this business. Long since I came into Congress 
almost every Department of the Government--

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will not the good Senator, who has spoken 
frequently, allow me a few moments for uninterrupted discussion? 

Mr. 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. FAIRBANKS. I think the Senator has spoken a half dozen 

times, and I, in order to expedite the passage of the bill, have re­
fl·ained from saying anything. 

Mr. 2 ALE. I shall not interrupt. the Senator. 
Mr. FAIR BANKS. Mr. President. about fourteen years elapsed 

from the time the discussion began for the erection of the exten­
sion of the Treasury building until it was completed and occupied. 
It wa-s about eleven years after the discussion of the necessity for 
a new Congressional Library building began until the building 
was ready for nse. And some 83venteen years-mark you­
elapsed in the consideration of the necessity for the construction 
of the State, War, and Navy building and the ll.ctual construction. 

Twenty-five years, Mr. President, have elapsed ince the debate 
began as to the necessity of a hall of records. and until th pres­
ent hour all that has been accomp-lished has been to acquire a site 
for the building. The question of an appropriation comes later. 

Mr. LODGE. And an undesirable site. 
Mr. F.AJRBANKS. "An undesirable site/' the honorable Sen­

ator from Massachnsetts says. I do not admit it. That has been 
O?e of ~he great stumbli~g blocks in the consideration of this ques­
tiOn-sites. There are differences abont 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 possibly to more than the comparatively little su~ 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 question 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 expect 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 I'esidential 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 grotmds. 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 
private individuals-private speculators-and in time there will 
be erected 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 deaUng 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. That commission of seven, 
within the limits prescribed by this proposed act, is authorized to 
acquire by purchase-and if not able to purchase upon reasonable 
terms, then by condemnation-the requisite property. 

Block 167, says my friend the Senator from Maine, will be the 
one acquii·ed. I do not 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 distinguished 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 
no one knows that better than the able and 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 that. Block 167 is now partly occupied by the Court of 
Claims; it is partly occupied by the Bureau of American Repub-

lies, 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, looking 
down upon this block, is a hotel and, I believe, three residences, 
one, if I recollect correctly, unoccupied for some time. West, 
across Seventeenth street, is the Metropolitan Club. I have heard 
of protests f1·om 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. It seems to me 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 to me to be the most desirable block for a great build­
ing which shall stand as a representative of the dignity and power 
of the Government. These Department 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 has not 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 can·ying 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. FAIRBANKS. 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; but if 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 enacted, and said plan or any compensation connected therewith shall 
only ~ P.reliminary an~ shf!-11 not in any WI!-Y ~'Un with t he construction of 
the building, aud no obligation for such prelimrnary plans sha.ll be incurred 
to cost in excess of $5,000 herein appropnated. 

I mean, Mr. President, if I can have my way, upon every pub­
lic building erected here in the city of Washington, and perhaps 
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 provision 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. FAIRBANKS. 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 do not know how that will be when we get them. 
We have not got the buildings yet. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. You have got the bills. 
Mr. HALE. We have got the bills for the sites and all that. I 

am entirely willing and should be very glad to have the provision 
I have refeiTed 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-! 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 hall of records. I want Congress to 
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know before it embarks on these undertakings and appropriates 
the money what all this is to cost, and on buildings herein Wash­
ington-! do not want to interrupt the E'"Jnator from Indiana--

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I am glad t.o hear the Senator. 
Mr. HALE. But on matters here in Washington, I think, as I 

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. We are constructing a great many public buildings 
in Washington, 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. So 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 
discretion of the Secretary of State, the Attorney-General, and 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor. It is a discretion which 
they will exercise reasonably. The Senator can have no doubt 
about that. 

There was one thing stated by the honorable Senator from 
Maine that I did not understand precisely. He said that the bill 
would not go tlll'ough. Why? 

Mr. HALE. I said that I expected it would not. I do not think 
the Senate is prepared to pass the Senator's bill. I may be 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 Indiana and the Senator from Wisconsin, has spoken in favor 
of going south of the A venue. I may be wrong about that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator indicates-the statement was 
perhaps somewhat tmguarded and inaccurate-that there had 
been undue haste, and that was the sound of alarm when the 
Senator fil'st 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 
::Ma sachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. While we were dealing with that 
amendment the bill was so delayed that it failed of passage at 
the long session of Congress. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDrNG OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Texas? · 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield with very great pleastTI"e. 
Mr. BAILEY. Has it not heretofore been the idea that the 

building for the Supreme Court, at least, should be located near 
this Capitol and opposite to the Library? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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. FAIRBANKS. I agree with the Senator; but this bill 

does not make provision for the Supreme Court; it is for the At­
torney-General; it is for the executive branch of the Department 
of J u.stice. 

Mr. BAILEY. 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 to the. Supreme Court for the pur­
pose not of attending to their profession, but to hear the discus­
sion of important causes there. Every Senator has probably the 
experience that I have, of frequent 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 A venue. I think they ought 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 would 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 
housed in a building that, by common consent, is regarded as un­
safe. 

Those in charge have declined to allow us to carry books into 
our rooms over in what is known as the" Senate Annex," because 
they are afraid that if we all carry books up there the building 
will fall. [Laughter.] l\Iost of the Senators who are located in 
that building probably are wiss ~uough 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 to faU. 

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 Ground's, and pe1·forms his work well, will relieve those Sen­
ators before he takes care of others. In other words, I think it 
infinitely more important 'to provide 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 un­
necessary hazard. But 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. FAIR BANKS. 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. FAIRBANKS. I yield for a question. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. It is a 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 upon the same ground, and 
connected with it. That would give ample accommodations to 
those who now have very inferior accommodations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. One of the difficulties about securing nec­
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 vermit me? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I was going to say that the Senator and I 

have discussed the matter he has 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 qna.rters 
that do not comport with the dignity of their several offices, and 
there may be more or less force in that, but I have riot yet heard 
a suggestion that anybody connected with the public service is 
occupying condemned quarters, except several of the Senators. 

I said a moment ago that Senators of the minority were those 
occupying this building; but I will con-ect 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 Senators as well. They are 
sent down there more as a matter of seniority than they are as a 
matter of politics; and I take it that in case of accident you would 
lose about as many able-bodied men as we would. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. It would be asortofnonpartisanaccident. 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes; but I discover that it isanonpartisanship 

that comprehends only the new members. If you reversed it and 
sent the old members down there, they would have had a new 
building three years ago. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. GALLINGER. That is true. 
Mr. BAILEY. 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 influence 
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 going to obstruct the Senator's bill; but if the Senate, 
or at least that part of it that is quartered down there in this con­
demned building, had my view, there would never be another 
public-building 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. I ex­
pect to join the seniors up here, if I live long enough. I expect to 
ba provided with quarters here, and probably long before you 
would have that building 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 unsafe, and has beeu condemned as unsafe, and is so 
unsafe that theSenatorsarenot permitted to carry books up there 
to inform themselves about questions which they ought to discuss. 
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 urgent. 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 
affect the lives of Senators. If there were an explosion anywhere 
within 200 yards of the Maltby Building, it would crumble to 
the dust. It is an outrage that Senators are compelled to occupy 
such a building. 

Mr. F AIRBANKR. :M1·. President, only a word or two more. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Texas? 
:Mr. F .AJRBANKS. 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. I call the Senator's attention to 
Senate bill 3687, providing for the purchase of a suitable site for a 
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 space now occu­
pied by the Supreme Court to give the remaining Senators offices 
in this building? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 service in 
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
gested to the construction of a building for the use of the Senate 
is 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 it is 
going to be after that pattern possibly Senators would prefer almost 
to risk their lives in the present annex building, known as the 
"Maltby." 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I must decline-
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me for saying 

that I entirely agree with the suggestion of the Senator from New 
Hampshire; that it would have been betterif the Executive build­
ing had been put in the rear of the White House. 

Mr. BAILEY. So as to make a stable out of it. 
Mr. BACON. I suppose in making that suggestion the Senator 

from New Hampshire was animated by the same cousideration that 
moved Sydney Smith in 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 distinguished for personal pulchritude. 
He advised him whenever he had his picture taken to have it 
taken whilehewasatpra.yer, withhisfaceinhishat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. 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 is an 
honorable member of the Committee on Appropriations, well 
knows-$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 unkindness 
whatever-to aid us to secure the construction of proper buildings, 
and to make unnecessary that immenEe 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? 

1\Ir. HALE. The Senator should wait until we get through the 
session. The Committee on Appropriations put on last year pro­
vision for two large buildings. They were put in the appropria­
tion bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What two buildings? 
Mr. HALE. The building for the hall of records. 
Mr. F AIRBA..l~KS. That was reported from the Committee 

on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
1\lr. HALE. But 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 passed 
as a separate bill. I introduced the bill, and it was reported from 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. HALE. I know; but we put it on finally in the Committee 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 figm·es 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 prophetic. 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. It is in 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. M.cUITMBER. Mr. President, theSenatorfrom:Maine [Mr. 
HALE] seems 'very insistent on gaining further time for the con­
sideration of this subject. When I first became a member of the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, I think some five 
years ago, this matter 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 I have learned any­
thing in that committee it is that there is no hope, by any chara<:­
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 1\Iaine, might serve for ten years, and they could not secure 
the setting of a reasonable value upon any property for public 
purposes. It is necessary, therefore, that we should go 'beyond 
what is proper, or that we go to the courts in condemnation pro­
ceedings. 

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? The money in the Treasury is lying there rotting, 
whHe we are paying out. as has been suggested, $316,000 a year 
for rentals in the city of Washington. The money is there to pay 
for the building. What character 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 destruction they could 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 ns 
$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 t.o me a committee con­
sisting of the gen.tlemen who are mentioned in this bill assisted 
by the President pro tempore of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House, both exceedingly conservative, can secure for us as rea­
sonable a place for the building of this structure as we could 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 one other 
proposition, and that is the amendment offered by the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER]. Mr. President, may r 
aak for the reading of the amendment, so that I may clearly 
understand it? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 5, after the word '' archi­

tects,'' it is proposed to strike out the word'' to'' and insert: 
The successfularchitootshall receive compensation in full for plans, specifi­

cations\ and attendance at a rate not excaading 2i per cent of the total cost 
of said ouild.ing, and shall also. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am 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
ingto employ an architect for the purpose of supervising the con­
struction of the building. Under the law which the Senator 
from New Hampshire ha.s 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 me read this,iftheSenatorplease, 

before he quotes the law again. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me just here? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Ce.rtainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Since drawing the amendment I have ex­

amined the law and read it, and I am entirely persuaded that it is 
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 I submitted a while ago. I will 
send it to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator fromNewHamp­
shire withdraws his former amendment? 

Jfr. GALLINGER. I withdraw it and send the proposed amend-
ment to the desk. -

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota desire to have the amendment read before 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 coat 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 of this 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. 

Now, reading this bill-
That the construction of said building shall be in charge of the Secretary 

of State, the Attorney-General, and the Secreta.ry of Commerce and Labor 
who are herebyauthorizedand directed to select and adopt plans for the said 
building, and to make contracts for its construction-

! do not conceive that anyone will claim that the words" con­
tracts for its construction '' shall be construed to include fees for 
superintending-
after proper advertisements and the reception of bids, and, if they shall in­
vite plans by competition among architects, to pay to the person submitting 
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. 

I 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
sider 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 2t per cent upon the value of the 
building? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, as he asks 
me a question, I will say that the Senator from New Jersey in­
sists that 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 th~re is no supervision by the architect, there is no general 
rule that he shall have 5 per cent upon 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. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 
Mr. DRYDEN. The usual charge of 5 per cent by the best 

architects in the country includes the furnishing of a design, the 
preparation of detailed drawinge, the preparation of specifications, 
and the supervision of the entire work from start to finish. Now, 
as I understand, and I will speak only a moment--

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator. 

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 2i per cent. I think 
that is an extravagant price to pay the architect for what the 
amendment proposes to require of him, according to my under­
standing. The 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. 

1rir. GALLINGER. Do not the specifications cover that? 
Mr. DRYDEN. Not at all; not by any means. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Iwillamenditthen byputtingindetailed 

drawings, if it will suit the Senator from New Jersey better. 
Mr. DR1YJ)EN. 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 Architect:::' 
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. If 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
structed, 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. CULLOl\f. And turned over. 
Mr. DRYDEN. And turned over. 
Mr. McCUMBER. There seems to be considerable divergence 

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 
simply consist of showing a design of the outer structure of the 
building, without specifications. I understand that it includes 
not only the general desjgn of the building and specifications, but 
in addition. supervision of construction. 

Mr. DRYDEN. And detailed drawings. 
:Mr. McCUMBER. And all detailed drawings. But I would 

understand also that the 2t 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 buildings 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 spec­
ifications and certainly as great skill on the part of an architect 
as a $5,000,000 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 upon 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 2t 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 Dist1·ict, 
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 least, 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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bouy that they are not quite fairly treated in comparison with also contained a full and complete appropriation. The Attorney­
these who have bten here for some years. My friend the Senator General was authorized to secure plans and specifications for that 
from Texas ei·en went so far as to suggest that the l\faltby Build- building. He did so, and the plans and specifications which he or 
in~ shouhl be occupied by tho older Senators and that the new the commission, if it was a commission, <.lccided ought to be ac­
Se11,1tor ·,these who have come in more recently, should occupy cepted would cost in the neighb01·hood of sixteen hundred thou­
the space in this building. I sympathize with the Senator in this 

1 

sand dollars. 
1·errard, nl , wu~h I never had tho opportunity of occupying any Mr. FAIRBANKS. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars. 
p:rrlion of the J\Ialtby Building. Mr. ALLISON. Nineteen hundred thousand dollars. I think 

13nt I w:mt to sny to the Rena tor from Texas and other Senators afterwards it was modified so th[!,t it coulcl have been constructed 
that I 1 li•eye one of the first things necel::sary for us to do as for sixteen hundred thousand dollars. That was in lSUV. The 
rc."p ·d ap1-roprintions for puulic buildings is to provide for old building was torn down, and the Department of Justice was 
what we may c;.all an ~:cnrex to the Senate. The IIouse of Repre- compelled to lc..1.se buildings around the city until that construc­
sontatiw for a long time saw the necezsity of such an annex for tion was completed. I am not aware that from that time to this 
the lioust!, an'l they purchased what is known as the Butlel' there has been any suggestion of a statute looking to the enlarrre­
Bnilclin~ n good many years a~o and used it, and they also rented ment of the cost of the building for the Department of Justice. 
otbt·r builu:ings in and ubout the south side. The Senator from Indiana -will con·ect me if I am mistaken in 

Now I tlriuk we have reached a point where it will be necesRary that. 
for us at an early day to prO\ ide an annex building to this Capi-

1 
:Mr. F AffiBANKS. I did not understand the Senator's stato-

tol. It is obvious that we can not-- 1 ment. !\Iy attention was uiverted at the moment. 
J;Ir. BAILEY. \Yill the Senntor from Iowa pcrmit .me? He , Mr. ALLISON. I was about to state that that building failed 

stop!'\ with the statement thRt they purch.ased the Butler Building I because of an incomplete limit and because of an incomplete ap­
aud 1·ented others ou.tside. The Senator, of coru·se, is aware thnt proprlation, and because of the rule which the House has estab­
tw ye:m~ a,.,.o Congre:::s provit1ed for a stnlctnro that was to cost J lished we could not put upon an appropriation bill any increase 
so~nething more than ~,000,000 for an annex to the House. of that appropriation without first r 'moving the limit of cost ancl 

Mr. ALLISON. I mentioned th:1t fact just before the Senator fixing a new limit. I am not aware that any bill has ever been 
cnme in. presented in this body or in the other sugg~sting an enlargement 

1\Ir. BAILEY. I ditl not hear it. ' of the limit of cost in order to proviuo for a building to house the 
Mr. ALLISON. The Honse s£rclCtuTe will cost, I tbin ~.more Depttrtmcnt of Justice. If I am mistaken in that, the Senator 

than (•·'!.000,000; po8Bibly, incluiling the cou<lellllla.tion or the land, 

1 

will correct me. 
two and a half million dollars. Mr. F AIRB.ANKS. Tho Senator is not absolutely correct about 

Now, we neeU a strnc.ture, of course not as extensive as the that, bec::mse immediately following that failure a bill similar to 
structl::.ro propo"ed. on the south side of the Capitol. \Ye need a tho one now before the fien~te was prepared. It had the entire 
c.-tructuro for the m~e of the Senate, and that structure should be concurrence and approval of theAttorney-General. Hepreferretl 
pbced as near the Capitol as practicaule. It should not be where this arrangement to tho one to wbic!l the Senator refers. · 
the 1Un1tbr Builtling is now. We should purchase a correspoml- Mr. ALLISON. Then this uill, or an anangement such as i::~ 
ing- comer nortben.st of the Capitol, and erect there a suitable proposed hero, was substitutccl for that original plan? 
building- architecturally for the convenience and utility of the Mr. F AIRDANKS. Yes; the idea being that it was cheaper 
Senate. I a!!ree that that is a very important thing to do. for the Government to erect a building that would accommollnte 

The Senator from In<liana su~gested that the Committee on Ap- the State Department, the Department of Justice, and some third 
propriation.s had hardly matle in the past such provision n.s they Department, than to spend smaller sums in different inuependent 
onght to h:l"Ve made for these public buildings. Perhaps that crit- structures. 
icif'm is a yery proper one. : Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Whilst that may have been the 

!l\fr. FAIRBANKS. No; I did not intend to be understood as judgment of the Attorney-General, I haYo always believed, and I 
going to the extent which the Senator from Iowa says I did. I still believe, that the Department of Justice building ought to be 
WI\ led to ob Qrve, if my obserration is drawn out, that the Com- ~ lmilt upon the space wo now have. It is large enough for the 
mittce on Public Buildings and Grounds were endea"Voring to rc- Department of Justice. 
lieve the Government from this intolerab~A em?arrassment and Now, I believe anot~er thing;. t~at it is not. wise to have three 
continual expenEe, anu they were antagomzed m that effort by or four Departments m one building. I believe that whatever 
lt:atling influences upon the Committee on Appropriations. Of comrtruction we make for the several Departments ought to bo 
cour.se the r{'Bponsibility for enacting the law rests primarily upon mr.<.le, as far as practicable, for them independently. 
tho commit:tea of the other House. :Mr. F AIRDANKS. May I interrupt tho Senator? 

tfr. ALLISON. It does as a rule, although I believe the Com- Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. I am stating my own opinion now 
mittee on .Appropriations of the Senate has a. right to originate auout it. 
appro1)riation~ for the nece:::sities of the Departments of the Gov- Mr. FAIRBANKS. I agreo with the Senator as to that. This 
emment and for the necessities of either or both branches of Con- provision is. in the nature of things. but temporary. Originally 
gress. I do not think that as respects these que tions there is any there were three Departments provided for in the State, War, and 
necessity for a law; but! believe the llom.e have deeided oth- NavyDepartmentbuilding. OneofthoseDepartmentswillretire 
erwise. aml therefore they will consiuer no appropriations unless on the passage of this bill, and ultimately it will be occupied by 
pr 'Yious provi~ion is mn.de foz: t~1e uuild~gs by law, except that one or the other remaining:. 
they inserted m the approprmtion net m the House l(tSt year 1\fr. ALLISON. I certamly so understand. 
a provision for the collStruction of the building south of the Mr. FAIRBANKS. So with the building under consideration, 
Cf\,~itol. while there will be three Departments partially accommol!ated 

Mr. F AIRBA.NKS. And I may ask the Senat.or if the practice for the time being, there will be ultimately another building, and 
of tlteSena.t€ has not generally ueen in line with that: I this building will be eventually occupied by one Department. 

!r·Ir. ALLISON. It·has ~en rally been in line '\\ith that, and I Mr. ALLL'SON. The Senator's suggestion is in exact accord 
think o strictl:v in line w1th it. with what I was endeavoring to say, and would have said in a 

This bill proviues for an approprintion to honBe the DepartmE>nt few moments. 
of Justice. There was an appropriation made me fonr or five In 1876 or in 1877, I have forgotten which-the date is not rna­
years ~go, dm'ing the incumbency of Attorney-General Griggs, terial; perhaps earlier than that; I believe. in fact. in 18,1-we 
~ppropriating, a I remember it, twel"Ve hundred and fifty thou- commenced the construction of the State, War, and Navy Depart­
~aml doUars for a builuing for the Department of Justice, and I mont building, and everybody said at that time tho building 
think there wa a commi ion pro'Vided. I do not know whether would be ample for thirty or fifty years for tho e Departments. 
it was a commi. sion siw.ilar to this one. The Senator from lndi- Before that building was completed and after its completion there 
ana will know. was a struggle between those thrc.e Secretaries, and particularly 

:Mr. FAIR BANKS. Does the Senator refer to the act of 1800? between tlie two Secretaries of War and Navy, about the space 
Mr. ALLISON. I refer to that act. to be occupied in that building which had to be settled finally 
Mr. F AIRDANKS. It appropriated $1,000 000. by the arbitration, if I may say so, of a committee of Congress. 
:Mr. ALLISON. There was another act, w~s there not? Mr. HALE. Dy Congress. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Not as I recollect it. My under tanding 1\fr. ALLISON. By Congress practically alone. The struc-

is that ther was '1 000,000 appropriated, but the Attornoy-Gen- ture by the time it was completed, w claimed by the three ~ec­
eral n.ftermuds r ported that he coulu not const1·uct the building retaries then in service to bo insufficient for the accommodation 
within the limit. of their several Departments. Anrl now of the immense rent we 

Mr. ALLIS ..,T. I was about to come to that. During the in- ar paying a _large portion of it i for the War Deparment, I 
cum11ency of Attorney-General Griggs provision was made for think a~ountmg to $:~0,000 or$4.0.000. The Senator probau~y has 
the Department of Justice by a separate statute, I believe, and it the details; I speak only from memory~ We have entered mto 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 
amounts paid for that purpose. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Navy Department has the building. 
Mr. F AIRDANKS. I will state that the estimate for rent for 

the War Department this year is $16,800, but for the Navy De­
partment it is $24,500. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is the Navy Department; I said the War De­
partment. The Navy Department is paying $24,000 for a new fire­
proof builing, 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 Secretary 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 
small sum for rent. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Practically nothing-$720 a year. 
lli. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President, the bill provides that this 

new structure shall be occupied by ·the State Department, by the 
Department of Justice, and by the new Department of Commerce 
an<l Labor. I say, with due respect to Senators, I believe there 
are a great many people housed in this city in the public service 
who need, more than the State Department, additional room. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will bear with me a min­
ute-

Mr. ALLISON. Ce1·tainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I fear he has not taken that accurate and 

careful survey of this supject which he usually takes of subjects. 
The Senator has just stated that we are paying rent for accommo­
dating the War and Navy Departments outside. 

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 under tand that very well. That is a very 
excellent statement. The State Department portion of the build­
ing will accomodate a few people from tho War Department, but 
it is so arranged that the great body of clerks will find very little 
space there for their use. 

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 tllat require a large number of clerks. 
Six hundred, I believe, alone ai'e in the Census Bureau. The 
Census Bureau is now situated 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, brought in an item in the appropriation bill 
some two yea1·s ago, or last year, providing for the purchase of 
that ground. It received practically no 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, $26,600 a year for three years 
goes for a building for the Census Office. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator will permit an inten-uption, 
that very situation is strongly illustrative of the statement I made 
as to the difficulty of accomplishing anything here in a sensible 
way for the public business. That building. as the Senator will 
recollect, was offered to the Government of the United States at 
$2i)0,000. 

1\fr. ALLISON. Two hundred and twenty-five thousand dol­
lars. 

1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. The Senator urged that we should have 
authority upon an appropriation bill to purchase it, as I recol­
lect it. 

Mr. PERKINS. A.t $225,000. 
Mr. FAIRBA.~KS: A.t $225,000. nut somebody opposed it, 

and we are contmumg to pay $26,000, or more than 10 per cent 
upon the reasonable value of the property. 

Mr. ALLISON. The amount is $20,500, and we will be com­
pelled to pay that during the continuance of the lease, whereas, 
if 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? 

Mr. ALLISON. It was made, I think, by the Census Office, 
but they were under pressure at the time. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. I asked 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 ought 
to pay or what p1ivate individuals would pay; and there ought 
to be some way of finding relief from that oppression. 

Mr. ALLISON. There ought to be. Now, before tills building 
is constructed, I make the prediction that if we should 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 so largely condemned to-day by Sen­
ators, it was supposed that we could pick out many bureaus of the 
Treasury Department and put 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 apart for the Sixth Auditor's 
room, and that will be out in a very few months if it has not been 
ah·eady removed. I think it is still in the building. The Post­
Office Department 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 it. 

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 His. 
Mr. HALE. There is only one Department there, occupying 

that immense building, and they want more room than they have. 
As the Senator says, you can not get three Departments in one 
building. 

1\Ir. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me, I want to 
make a slight criticism upon the details of this bill in view of 
what I have already said. The bill, as I understand it, provides 
for two commissions, 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. 

1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow me. 
~Ir. ALLISON. Am I right abo1.~ that? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes: in addition. 
1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. In audition to the three sites mentioned 

by the Senator from Iowa. 
1\Ir. ALLISON. Well, that is an improvement, of course. I 

think myrelf that we ought to commence the construction of De­
partment buildings, as far as we can do it properly, on the south 
ide of Pennsylvania avenue. nut the commission which selects 

the site, as I understand it, is functus officio when that is <lone. 
1\Ir. FAIRBANKS. The commission to select the site is com­

posed of the President pro tempore of the Senate, the Speaker of 
the House of Representative , the chairmen of the Committees on 
Public Buildin~ and Grounds of the two Houses, and three Cab­
inet officers. The three Cabinet officers are to continuo and con­
struct the building after the site has been selected. 

Mr. ALLISON. So I understand. Now, that is a very excel­
lent commission, of course; but the thr~e. qabinet officers are the 
commi sion who will report after the bmlding is constructed, and 
they W.ll 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 evel"y respect. 

Whilst I have every confidence in every gentleman who occu­
pies the po ition at this time, and probably will have such confi­
dence in those who will occupy the position when the building 
shall be completed, which will be five or six years hence, it does 
seem to me that if we want to. economize in the space of buildings 
and in the const1·uction of buildings, so as not to have too great 
space, there ought to be somebody somewhere who would have 
orne 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 Department building was completed. 

1\Ir. President, whilst I do not criticise this bill in any way, and 
I do not wish in any way to impede its passage, it scorns to me 
that there are other things which are ju t a important as what 
is proposed 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 
much .rent here as we are now paying, notwithstanding thiB con­
struction. 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Io~a 

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
gard to these three Cabinet officers? For instance, if they are to 
have 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 respective Departm~nts. 

Mr. ALLISON. They should have, in a great measure. 
Mr. TILLMAN. But ifitwerean independent building, where 

each one of them would have-his own house and plan it to suit 
the necessities of the Department over which be presides, that 
would be one thing; bnt 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 argument 
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 Department, we can construct three buildings and 
improve the south 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 will 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 upon, after 
having been led into a scheme which is to house three Depart­
ments, to construct two other Department buildings, 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 into 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 through 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 ea~h of the Depart­
ments, and house every one of those Departments 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? 

Mr. 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 I or any of us will live. The Departments grow 
all the time; and long 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 notre­
member who, said: " We are renting 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 develop 
what is a great plan. We can provide that that property, with 
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., ought to be put into a building over there, corre­
sponding in external architecturewith 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. B.A.ILEY] 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 courts in a building near the Congressional Library build­
ing. I think that is more needed than is this. 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 a.ll these other things. I am sorry to have taken 
up so much time. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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. FAIRBANKS. With pleasure. 
Mr. BAILEY. My attention was diverted for the moment, but 

I am told that the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISO:N] 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 s~rv­
ice ought to be brought up here. Probably I was unfortunate in 
expressing 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. I may 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 site along the south side of Pennsylvania avenue in accordance 
with his wishes. It is perfectly 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. ffitimately 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 tow hich 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 separate building for 
each Department. This proposed building will be larger than is 
necessary for the present requirements of the State Department 
and larger than will be necessary for accommodating the Depart­
ment of J ustice-I refer to the Executive Department-four years 
to come. There will be surplus of space after those two Depart­
ments are-accommodated. That 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. Soon after this building is authorized, if it shall be author­
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 
there shall be one Department or two Departments? Shall we di­
vide over the mere question of location? It seems to me we should 
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 site below Pennsylvania avenue." The committee 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." 

1\Ir. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques­
tion there? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 opposed to a building being lO­
cated on block 167 that the building shall be located upon the 
south side of Pennsylvania avenue, east of Fifteenth street? If 
the Senator will do that, I myself will vote for the bill promptly, 
and I do not think there will be the slightest difficulty in getting 
it through. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. There are others who have a different view. 
I do not speak for them. 

Mr. BACON. I simply asked the Senator if he would be willing 
to concede that much. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is perfectly right about that. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 sug­
gested the very site that he has in his bill, and likewise made 
the suggestion concerning the south side of Pennsylvania avenue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The Senator is pe1·fectly right about that. 
I was not criticising him in any deg1·ee. 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 frankness and 
candor, elsewhere, in very powerful quarters, a very strong op­
position to carrying out the parking commission's plans south of 
Pennsylvania avenue, and when this bill goes elsewhere it will be 
antagonized more sharply be~ause we vest in the commission the 
discretion to go south of Pennsylvania avenue than for anything 
elsa 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 system1 so called, 

but I have never seen in debate anywhere opposition manifested 
to utilizing the south side of Pennsylvania avenue for public pur­
po es. Possibly the Senator has seen some debate that has escaped 
my attention. but I have been very diligent in reference to this 
matter. While I agree with him that there is very strong oppo­
sition to the adoption of the pa1·k 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-
po es. 

Mr. F AIRB.ANKS. I do not know whether there has been any 
public manifestation of opposition to this matter, but there is a 
common understanding that influential legislators in another 
branch are very much opposed to it. When Senator McMillan 
was here and occupied the chair at the head of the District of Co­
lumbia Committee, so well occupioonowbymyfriendfrom New 
Hampshire, he proposed that the hall of records should be lo­
cated in that quarter, and I was in entii·e sympathy with him; 
but oppo3ition developed so that we found it inadvisable to limit 
the officers who were to select the site to that locality. But I 
do not know that opposition was manifested in public debate. 

Mr. President, I do 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
sumed "specifications" covered all the detailed drawings. That 
was understood by those of us who have not had the experience 
the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDE~] has had. I went to 
the Standard Dictionary and found" specifications" defined to be 
"a definite, particularized., and complete st~tement.". That was 
my notion about the matter, ,but~ a 9-uestion has ariSen I w~t 
to modify the amendment by havmg 1t read, "for plans, specifi­
cations, and detailed drawings.'' 

I will allow the amendment to remain in that shape to be voted 
on. If tbe Senate wishes to adopt it, all right; if they wish to 
reject it, all right. I shall make no furthe1· modification.. 

I should like to have the Secretary state the amendment from 
the de k, so that I may see that he has it correctly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 6, line 5, after the word "archi­

tect , " it is proposed to strike out the word "to" and insert the 
following: 

The successful architect shall receive compensation in full for plans, speci­
fication , and detailed dl'awings not to exceed 2t per cent of the t.otal cost of 
said building, and ehall f'.lso. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. As tbe report of the committee is a sub­
stitute for the original bill, I ask that the amendment may be 
considered as if it were the original ·bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. TheSenatorfromindianaasks 
that, as tbe bill reported by the committee is a substitute, it may 
be treated as the original bill for the purpose of amendment. 
The Chair hears no obj-ection, and it is so ordered. 

1\Ir. CULLOM. 1\fr. President. I desire to move that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of executive business. 

nlr. F A.IRBANKS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow 
me~his motio:n., of course, it it prevails, will render it impossible 

to vote upon this bill to-night-I want to ask if it is not po~~ble 
to agree to vote upon the bill Wednesday, say before the close of 
Wednesday's session? 

Mr. HALE. Wednesday has been assigned. 
1\lr. FAIRBANKS. Wedne~day has been assigned? 
Mr. LODGE. It bas been assigned to the Senator from Neva<!a 

[Mr. STEW ART], with a bill about the regulation of milk. 
:Mr. GALLINGER. That measure will be discussed. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. 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 kno'WS 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 fix a 
time. 

1\lr. FAIR BANKS. It is not any more important than hun­
dreds of other bills. but the Senate has already spent a gt·eat deal 
of time in its consideration, and that should not be wasted. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not think the Senate has spent as much 
time on this bill as it ought to spend on it before it commits itself 
to the system to which it is proposed to commit the Senate by 
this bill. I think the bill ought to be discussed. I think the 
beauty of this city depends somewhat upon the passage or non­
passage of this bill. I confess that I am not a friend of the bill. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not charge the Senator with being 
its friend. 

Mr. TELLER. If it means what I think it means, it ought not 
to pass, not simply because of the cost~ but because it will not do 
for the city what we might do for it in expending this amount of 
money. So I 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. 

1\fr. FAIRBANKS. Then I shall move to take up the bill on 
next Friday after the routine morning business, if there is no 
earlier opportunity to do so. 

Mr. CULLOM. I now yield to the 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," I move to sb.ike out all down to and including the word 
"Columbia/' in line 12, and to insert: 

A suitable site on the south side of Pennsylvania. a1enue between the 
Capitol and the Treasury. 

I will send the bill up, so that the clerks can get it correctly 
and have it properly printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re­
ceived and printed. 

HOUSE A.MENPMENTS TO SENATE PENSIO~ lULLS. 

The PRESIDENT pro 'tempore laid before the Senate tbe amend­
ments of the House of Representatives to the following Senate 
pension bills: • 

A bill (S.3274) granting an increase of pension to Jane I. Long; 
and 

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

Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the re"pective 
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 Senate· and Mr. 
McCmrnER, Mr. ScoTT, and Mr. PA.TTEI~SON were appointed. 

SENATE AMENDMENTS TO HOUSE PE...'\SIO~ BILLS. 

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. 3032) g1·anting an increase of pension to William 
Pittenger; 

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

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

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to John 
Watt; 

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

A bill (H. R. 4136) granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
Arnett; 
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A bill (H. R. 4351) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Hinkle; 
A bill (H. R. 4526) granting an increase of pension to William 

J. Shepard; 
A bill (H. R. 5367) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

Moore; 
A bill (H. R. 5555) granting an increase of pension to James R. 

Hauptly; · 
A bill (H. R. 5865) granting an increase of pension to Joshua 

Harlan; · 
A bill (H. R. 6025) granting an increase of pension to John 

Herzog; 
A bill (H. R. 6426) granting an increase of pension to David Z. 

Beidler; 
A bill (H. R. 6705) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

A. Forman; 
A bill (H. R. 8376) granting an increase of pension to Jonathan 

J. Smith; 
A bill (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. 

Hargis. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I move that the Senate insist upon its 

amendments to each of those bills disagreed to by the Honse of 
Representatives, and agree to the conferences asked for by the 
House. 

The motion was agreed to. 
By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author­

ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate; and Mr. 
McCUMBER, Mr. ScoTT, and Mr. PaTTERSON were appointed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider­

ation of executive business. 
The motion was agreed 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. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE MARINE CORPS. 
LaurenS. Willis, a citizen of Vermont, to be a second lieuten­

ant in the Marine Corps, from the 22d day of February, 1904, to · . 
fill~ vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

C1LURM.AN OF ISTHMI.A.N 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. 

MEMBER-S OF THE ISTHMIAN CAN A.L 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
:Jllian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth­
mian Canal Commission, to fill an original vacancy. 

Carl Ewald Grnnsky, 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, tg fill an original vacancy. 

INDIA.."'l" 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
pired January 18, 1904. (Reappointment.) 

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma, his term having expired February 2, 1904. (Reap­
pojntment.) 

MARSHAL. 

Victor Loisel, of Louisiana, to be United States marshal for the 
eastern district of Louisiana, vice Charles Fontelieu, 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 ter~ having expired December 19, 1903. 
(Reappointment.) 

Executive nominations received by the Senate February 29, 1904. POSTMASTERS. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. ARIZONA. 

INFANTRY ARM. William M: Newell to be postmaster at Mesa, in the county of 
Maricopa and Territory of Arizona, in place of William M. New-

To be captains. ell. Incumbent's commission expired February 2, 1904. 
First Lieut. George J. Holden, Tenth Infantry, December 10, ARKANsAs. 

1903! vbe Taggart, Sixth Infantry, detailed as quartermaster. Omar N. Hawkins to be postmaster at Morrillton, in the county 
First Lieut. Charles F. Bates, Twenty-fifth Infantry, December of Conway and State of Arkansas, in place of Thomas D. Haw-

17, 1903, vice Benjamin, Twenty-seventh Infantry, deceased. kina, deceased. 
First Lieut. Arthur Cranston, Seventeenth Infantry, December Charles L. Jones to be postmaster at Junction, in the county of 

26, 1903, vice Schoeffel, Sixteenth Infantry, appointed judge- Union and State of Arkansas, in place of EdwardS. Parnell, re-
advocate. signed. 

First Lieut. John J. Toffey, jr., Fourth Infantry, January 2, coLoRADo. 
1904, vice Grisard, Seventh Infantry, appointed judge-advocate. Preston Holbrook to be postmaster at Blackhawk, in the county 

Ordnance Department. of Gilpin and State of Colorado, in place of Preston Holbrook. 
Capt. William W. Gibson, Ordnance Department, to be major, Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904. 

January 21, 1904, vice Lyle, promoted. ILLINOIS. 
First Lieut. Edwin D. B_!icke!, Ordnance Department, to be Robert B. Thomas to be postmaster at Lacon, in the county of 

captain, January 21, 1904, VIce G1bson, promoted. I Marshall and State of Illinois, in place of Robert B. Thomas. In-
, PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. cumbent's com~ission expired December 13, 1903. 

Commander James R. Selfridge to be a captain in the Navy IOWA.. · 
from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Capt. Frederic Singer, William A. Grummon to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the 
an additional number in grade. county of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa, in place of William A. 

Lieut. Commander Charles Laird to be a commander in the Grummon. J.ncumbent's commission expired February 26, 1904. 
Navy from the 4th day of February, 1904, vice Commander Alex- A. M. Loomis to be postmaster at Wyoming, in the county of 
ander Sharp, an additional number in grade. Jones and State of Iowa. Office became Presidential January 1, 

Ensign Charl'ea H. Fisher to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 1904. 
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, 
from the 17th day of February, 1904, vice Rear-Admiral Charles 
S. Cotton, retired. 

KENTUCKY. 

Thomas B. Kirkpatrick to be postmaster at Hodgenville, late 
Hodgensville, in the county of Larue and State of Kentucky. 
Office became Presidential January 1,1904. 

M.A.SSACHUSETTS. 

John F. Mitchell to be postmaster at North Grafton, in the 
county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of John 
F. Mitchell. Incumbent's commission expired February 19,1904. 
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Lyman D. Thurston to be postmaster at Leicester, in the county NORTH DAKOTA. 

of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of Lyman D. Albert Albrecht to be postmaster at Anamoose, in the county 
Thurston. Incumbent's commission expired February 19,1904. of McHenry and State of North Dakota. 

MICHIGAN. 

Zebedee G. Culver to be postmaster at Reading, in the cmmty 
of Hillsdale and State of Michigan. in place of Zebedee G. Culver. 
Incumbent 's com.mis.o"ion expired February 19, 1904:. 

Charles Quick to be postmaster 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 to be postmaster at Bloomfield, in the 
county of Stoddard and State of Missom·i, in place of William G. 
Kitchen. Incumbent's commission expired February 2, 1904. 

OHIO. 

Charles E. Frame to be postmaster at West Union, in the county 
of Adams and State of Ohio. 

William M. Evans to be postmaster at Hubbard, in the county 
of Trumbull and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYL V .A.NI.A. 

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. 

WASHINGTON. 

George W. Edgerton to be postmaster at Puyallup, in the county 
of Pierce and State of Washington. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, February 29, 1904-. 

NEBR..tlsKA. The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Theodore A. Gierens to be postmaster at Arlington. in the Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CouDEN, D. D. 

county of Washington and State of Nebraska. Office 'became The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, February 27,1904, 
Presidential Januru:y 1, 1904. was read and approved. 

NEW YORK. SWEARING IN OF A MEMBER, 

Charles T. Jackson to be postma.ster at Goshen, in the county By direction of the Speaker, the credentials of Hon. George A. 
of Orange and State of New York, in place of Charles T. Jackson. Castor, Member-elect from the Third Congressional district of 
Incumbent's commission expires March 6, 1904. Pennsylvania, were read by the Clerk. 

NORTH cAROLINA. Mr. Castor appeared at the bar of the House and took the oath 
Richard M. Norment to be postmaster at Lumberton, in the of office prescribed by law. 

county of Robeson and State of North Carolina, in place of Rich- I THOMAS JOYCE. 
ard M. Norment. Incumbent's commission expired February 5, The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8850) grant-
1904. ing an increase of peruion to Thomas Joyce, with a Senate amend-

oHio. ment. 
Charles H. Clark to be postmaster at Mount Sterling, in the The Senate amendment was read. 

county of Midison and State of Ohio, in place of Edgar C. Horn- Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
beck. Incumbent's commission expired January 24, 1903. concur in the Senate amendment. 

oK.L.AHoMA. The motion was agreed to. 
G. A. Hall to be postmaster at Okarche, in the county of Cana- HARRY HALLER. 

dian and Territory of Oklahoma, in place of Ellery A. Humphrey, The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 6582) 
resigned. granting an increase of pension to Harry Haller, with a Senate 

PENNSYLV ANU. amendment. 
John W. Chamberlain to be postmaster at Wyalusing, in the The Senate amendment was read. 

county ofBradford and State of Pell!lBylvania, inplaceofLottaJ. Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Eouse 
Kintner. Incumbent's commission expired February 19, 1904. nonconcur in the Senate amendment and request a conferer.ce. 

Cyrus E. Hipple to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the The question wa.s taken, and the motion was agreed to; ar.d tbe 
county of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Speaker appointed the following as conferees on the part of the 
Cyrus E. Hipple. Incumbent's commission expired February House: Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, and 
24,1904. Mr. RICHARDSO~ of Alabama. 
. Sylvester C. Stout to be postmaster at Glenside, in county of EMPLOYME...~T oF DOCKET CLERK. 
Montgomery and State of PellllBylvania. Office became Presi- Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
dential July 1, 1903. Accounts I presel).t the following privileged resolution and repor-u, 

TEXAS. which I will send to the desk and ask to have read. 
William Reese to be postmaster at Floresville, in the county of The Clerk read as follows: 

Wilson and State of Texas, in place of Paul Neubauer. Incum- HonseresolntionNo.79. 
bent's commission expired December 14, 1903. R esolt·ed. That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized a.nd directed 

WASHINGTON. to employ an additional clerk a.s calendar and docket clerk, to be paid ont of 
James Lane to be postmaster at Roslyn, in the county of Kit- ~1$2,&XJt~e~e~!ar~d of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate 

titas and State of Washington, in place of James Lane. Incum- Amended so as to read as follows: 
bent's commission expired February 2, 1904. 

CONFffiMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 29, 190/t. 

POSTMASTERS. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 

William Noble to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation, Indian Territory. 

MISSOURI. 

Benjamin C. Klnsmeier to be postmaster at La. Grange, in the 
county of Lewis and State of Missom'i. 

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 CARO~A. 

J. Sanford Patterson to be postmaster at Spray. in the county 
~f Rockingham and State of North Carolina. 

Resol1:ed, That the Clerk of the Honse is hereby authorized and directed 
to employ a docket clerk for the purpose of tracing legislation, to be paid ont 
of the contingent fund of the House, until otherwise provided for, at the rate 
of $2,000 per year, from and after January 4, 1.004:. 

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

The question was taken: and the amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso­

lution as amended. 
The question was takeu; and the resolution as amended was 

agreed to. 
RELIEF OF BATH ffiON WORKS AND OTHERS. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Claims has had 
before it, among other bills, the bill (H. R. 1034a) for the relief 
of the Bath Iron Works and others. The parties for whom this 
bill is sought to be a relief are some dozen different contractors 
and manufacturers who contracted to build a number of torpedo 
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 filll 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 Committee on Claims for the purpose of 
ask-ing unanimous consent to have the report of this hearing 
printed. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent to have the hearings before this committee on the bill 
(H. R. 1034.6) 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. P ..A.RK..INSON, 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 Jtme 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. CmoM, 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 concurrence of the House of Rep­
resentatives was requested: 

S. 623. An act for the relief of Henry 0. Bassett, heir of Henry 
Opeman Bassett, deceased. 

DISTRICT' OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 1rir. Speaker, I move that the 
House resoive itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the purpose of considering the bill 
(H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the expenses 
of the 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 reserY"ed. 
The SPEAKER. Points of order have already been reserved. 
1\Ir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Pending my motion, I should 

like to ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE] whether 
he has any suggestion_ to make as to the duration of the general 
debate on this bill? 

Mr. PIERCE. I suggest that the matter be permitted to run 
along; and when the debate has proceeded somewhat, we can 
then, if necessary, agree upon a time for closing it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That suggestion is satisfactory 
tome. 

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. LAWR&.~CE 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 Minnesota 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. Mr. 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 expenditure of public money. 

The appropriations carried in this bill, exclusive of the appropri­
ations for the water department, which are payable out of the in­
come of that department, are based upon estimates of $12,884,825. 
~his bill carries appropriations amounting to $10,059,071, being 
··~:,825,754less than the estimates. 

The amount appropriated for expenses of the District of Colum­
bia for the current year is $8,753,691. Hence this bill carries 
$1,305,380more than the appropriations for the current year. But 
this sum is made up almost entirely by two items-namely, $968,155 
of an increase for the completion of the-filtration 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 $2,500 which, under the highway act, is pay­
able wholly out of the revenues of the District. 

In addition to the amount just named, there is carried in the 
legislative bill, chargeable to the District of Colnmbia, the sum 
of$90,043. Pronsionis alsomadeforthe construction of a bridge 
across the Potoma-c River, at an expense of $99u,OOO, for which 
about $.250,000 will be required from the District funds the com-
~~~ . 

The total revenues of the- District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year 1905 are estimated at $4,730,935.10. 

It will thus be seen that the amount appropriated in this bill 
payable out of. the District revenues exceeds those revenues by 
about $830,000. To meet this excess of expenditure provision is 
made in section 3 of the bill for advances from the Treasm·y cor­
responding with those hel'etofore made. 

There have been a few additional offices provided, all of them 
being deemed necessary. In the first place, the schcol 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 smaller salaries. The minimum salary of teachers 
in thepublicschoolsof Washington has been$450 per year. That 
minimum has been raised in this bill to $500 pm· 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 the 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
strueuas being legislation 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. 1\fr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle­

man a question. Ishouid 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 m­
swertothe gentleman from New York, I wouid saythat our plan 
in connection with the extension of sewers has been to extend now 
the trunk lines for the gene.ral sewage-disposal system. As per­
haps most of the members of the committee know, the sewage of 
Washington now finds its outlet in front of the city. That has not. 
been regarded as healthful. The purpose is to collect it all into a 
great trunk sewer, carry it under the Eastern Branch, and then by 
a siphon to dispose of it 2 miles below the mouth of the Eastern 
Branch, so that none of this foulness shall enter the Potomac in 
front of the city. The caiTying on of the enterprise referred to­
that is, the general sewage-disposal system and the trunk sewers 
connected with it-is taking somuchmoneythat there is no sewer 
construction being done in the section of the city referred to by the 
gentleman. Late1· on, when this gene1:al sewer system has been 
worked out, we hope to reach that pru:t of the city to which he 
refers. 

Mr. PAYNE. When will that hope probably be realized? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am not a prophet, nor the 

son of a prophet, but! should.say it will be when we are thoroughly 
convinced that it is a wise expenditure of public money to take l.til­
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, M.r:. Chairman. 
Mr. SCOTT. I should like to inquire what has been done and 

what is now being done upon the filtration ~lant 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 thefullamountestimated to benecessary 
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? 
1\ir. l\fcCLEARY of. Minnesota. We have made-the appropria-­

tion, and that accounts, in large part, for the size of this bill. 
The1·e is an additional million dollars in that one item, and that 
accounts for a large part of the increase that the bill carries. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is: the filtration plant to be located up near th6 
source of the supply? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is located out near thB 
Catholic University and the Soldiers' Home. 

Mr. Chairman, r 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 proud 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 
dispositions to know. 

The thoug·ht suggests itself that of the many Americaus 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 pano­
rama of her streets and avenues, and the great public and private 
institutions, how few ever inquire into the machinery that makes 
Washington 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 upon the power to 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
sible? 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 would compare with the State statutes that 
control the council of an ordinary city. 

Perhaps this may seem new to somebody, but it is only there­
freshing of a treacherous memory, for everybody has read in that 
article of the United States Constitution in which is enumerated 
the powers of Congress-

Congress shall have power to exercise exclusive legislation on all questions 
whatsoever over such district, not exceeding 10 miles sqna.re, as may 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 suggested 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. 

It is safe to say that comparatively few people know bow this 
clause 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 our own confines, at the very heart of the 
nation, at our own capital, there is a district of 70 square miles, 
inhabited by over 300,000 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 makes the rules 

of evidence for the c6urts, 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. Congrec:s 
passes upon and allows every dollar of money expended in the 
District, dii·ects 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 parks, and carries away the 
garbage. In short, the Congress of the United States, constituted 
at 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
islate for it. Thus it may be said that this particular clause in 
the Constitution is interpreted literally and is executed as it is 
interpreted. 

It should also be said that under the control of Congress Wash­
ington has developed from a. neighborhood of suburban fringe of 
near-by villages, surrounded by the most inauspicious conditions, 
to that of a beautiful city. Swamps have been drained, forests 
have been renfJved, rivers have been bridged, canyons have been 
filled, and rocks have been blasted out in making way for the 
beautifully paved 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 
so much in and spent so much time in perfecting has beencarried 
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 persuaded those in control of affairs that the plan was too 
big and that the design of the draftsman was too expensive of 
execution. But. to the credit of all of them, better judgment has 
always prevailed, charity and patience on the one hand has 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 sca1·cely 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 
intl'usted when she was ready to have one. In him then was re­
posed the trust of selecting the exact location of the capital city. 
For 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 to 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 w~s 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 
compromise, so well known to all men, was finally made that the 
Southern 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 result of a barter of the "location" for the " assump­
tion of State debts.'' This only shows that those old philosophers 
were no less alive to home interests than men of more modem 
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 Rjver, 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 e:rlend 
due east, west, north, and south, but in a northeasterly, north-

~ .. .. . 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL . RECORD-HOUSE. 2559 
we terly, etc., direction, giving it such a shape that one corner is propriates 50 per cent from the District fund and the other half 
at the farthermost northern point and its opposite diagonal corner from the United States fund. In short, it may be stated as prac-" 
is the farthermost southern point. This makes it somewhat of a tically correct that the United States pays one-half of the cost of 
diamond shape as it appears on the map with its corners toward the maintenance and running of the District of Columbia, Wash­
the four points of the compass. ington, and Georgetown, and the people of the District pay the 

In 1846 that part selected west of the Potomac River andin the other half. 
State of Virginia was receded to that State, and the District of There are two reasons perhaps most potent for this arrange­
Columbia now constitutes about 70 square miles east of the west ment. First, the United States is a very large property owner in 
bank of the Potomac River. the District and city, and of couTse Government property is not 

Washington, then, with the assistance of L'Enfant, proceeded to taxable. The amount of this property is constantly increasing. 
lay ont the city of Washington. He made the streets to run north, Every year additional land is being purchased and new buildings 
south, east, and west, but across them, diagonally northeast and are being erected. When property is changed from private to 
southwest, and northwest and southeast, he ran avenues. All public ownership, and consequently withdrawn from the available 
of these thoroughfares he made of extraordinary width. All the taxable property, the share of the burden as borne by this prop­
city was to be reckoned from the Capitol. The streets are num- erty is then shifted to the remaining property of the District 
bered from the Capitol east and west and lettered from north under private ownership. But a second reason for the United 
to south. From the Capitol these streets and avenues radiat-e as States bearing one-half of the whole burden which might not ap­
the spokes from the hub of a great wheel. Between the Capitol pear to the casual observer, and which perhaps is the most po­
on one hill and the White House on another hill, about a mile and tent, is that unusual demands are made for the improvement and 
a half away, he ran Pennsylvania avenue, familiar, of course, to beautifying and control of Washington. It 1s the capital city of 
everyone who has ever visited Washington. It was down this 80,000,000 people and of the most prosperous nation on earth. 
thoroughfare, then little moTe than a cow path through a jungle Every individual feels a proprietary pride in his capital and wants 
of smartweeds, that the British went when they destroyed the it in keeping wjth the mighty, progressive nation that we are. 
Canitol in 1812. It was down this historic old street that the The Constitution placed control where it is so that the whole peo­
" Boys of '61" rn&hed to the defense of the nation, and where ple, throughCongresa, could havetheircapitaljust astheywanted 
they again marched through the mud at the close of four years of it. It is not thought proper that the taxpayers of a single city 
fighting in their last "Grand Review." Down this thoroughfare should be called upon to pay for the ideals of the people in this 
went Thomas Jefferson on horseback unattended to take the oath particular. They could not do it. It would confiscate property 
of office, and down it also the inaugural parade of every President to enforce it; hence the amicable arrangement and the "half-and· 
has led. half '' plan. 

The plan which GeoTge Washington laid out was, until the Congress exeTcises the full power reposed in it by the Constitu-
close of the civil war, looked upon by many as visionary. It cou- tion in the legislation for and the control of the District of Co­
templated an enormous expense and a great city to sust9.in it or lumbia. In both the Senate and House of Representatives there 
need it. The city was unpromising, although perhaps for this are committees on the District of Columbia, to which all matters 
she was not to blame. The uncertainty of the permanency of the of legislation are referred. The appropriations of funds, of course, 
capital until after the civil war gave little h~a1·t to the residents go to the Committee on Appropriations. 
to improve Washington. But after Appomattox all uncertainty This appropriation bill that we now· present is the annual 
was removed. Washington was to continue foreve:;_· t he seat of budget of the District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. It 

, government of the American Republic. To be sure, there was no is made in accordance with the laws that I have heretofore men­
public edict to this effect, as indeed there- could be none, buJ:j the tioned. The committee have given it very careful consideration, 
verdict was rendered in two millions of hearts and minds in the and we believe it is as nearly perfect as could be made. As it 
last'' Grand Review.'' Four years of warfare had more intimately shall be read item by item and paragraph by paragraph oppor­
acquainted the people with the historic significance of Washing- tunity will be given for every Member of the House to understand 
ton. Its defense and preservation by the heroes in blue had en- ~ every detail and to criticise it and to amend it if they so choose: 
deared it to every Northern soldier, and the verdict was sealed, [Loud applause.] · 
silentlv but effectually,and from that time all effort to remove it Mr. PIERCE. I yield one hour, or so much thereof as he may 
has ceased. desire, to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT]. 

In 1871 Congress established a government for the District, Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, four or five days ago the dis~ 
giving it a governor and Delegates in Congress and providing tinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] consumed 
for popular elections. At this time and under the impetus of this about an hour of the time of this House in undertaking to tell 
first real attention that Congress had given to the development of us what the Democratic party stands for. I should be glad to 
the District the first move of any consequence for the improve- have the gentleman from Connecticut present. 
ment of the city was made. Several millions of dollars (probably Mr. BENTON. He is here. · 
about thirty millions) were expended by the administration of af- Mr. GILBERT. I propose to take so much of the hour now 
fairs in opening up the streets and in extending the city. But following as may be necessary to point out what the Republican 
popular government soon demonstrated itself -to be a failure. at party is and what it stands for, and, like the gentleman from Con­
least the people of the District evidently thought so, for they necticut [Mr. HILL], I shall decline to be interrupted until I shall 
united in a request to Congress in 1 74 to establish a government have concluded what I have prepared to say, and then I shall be 
other than one dependent upon elective franchise of the people of very glad to attempt to answeT any reasonable questions that may 
the District. be propounded. . 

This may be the first time that people have asked that their The Republican party was at the outset not a political organiza-
consent b~ taken away from them in governmental affairs. Ac- tion at all. It was a party of wild-eyed religious fanatics, who 
cordingly the commissioner system was established in 1874, sim- despised the Constitution and evaded the laws. They emphasized 
ilar in many respects to what pertains now, and in 1878 the certain glittering generalities in the Declaration of Independence 
presentgovernmentoftheDistrictwasgivenbyCongress. Under and denounced the express provisio!lS of the Constitution of the 
this government. known as '' the commissioner system,'' exempli- U n~ted State~. ':f'hey were almost as frenzied ~d unreasoning in 
fied and perfected from that of 1874 by the act of 1878, the beautiful their determmation to free the negroes and giVe them political 
Washington of to-day has grown. By this arrangement the peo- and social equality as were the Crusaders in their determination 
pie of the District gave up their right of representation in Con- to rescue the Holy Sepulcher from the hands of the Moslem. 
gress and their right of franchise. Congress, on the other hand, The :firstRepublican platform, adopted in 1836, upon which Fre­
agreed to assume one-half of the expense of operating the city in mont was nominated for the Presidency, demanded the irnmedi· 
the future. By the provisions of that government the Pl·esident ate admission of Kansas as a State of the- Union. Kansas then 
appoints two Commissioners, residents of the District, who, to- had a sparse pop-ulation of only a few thousand, spreading over a 
gether with a member of the Engineer Corps of the United States vast wilderness. Now, when three great Territories with a half 
Army, detailed by the President, constitute the Board of Com· million of people ea-eh demand admission as States, this party con­
missioners, with executive powers in administering the affairs of tinnes in its platforms to promise admission and continues to· 
the District in accordance with the laws that CongTess provides. violate the pTomise. For example, the platform you adopted in 

This government has existed since 1878 and is the most sa tis- 1892 contained, among other things, this promise to the Amedcan 
factory to the people of the District of Columbia and to Congress people: 
of any that has. been tried. The Commissioners, through offices . We favor the .admission of the re~aining Territories at the earliest prac­
created and provided for by Congress in their general laws, levy bcable day, hanng due regard to the mterest of the poople of the Ter1·itories 
anp. collect taxes of the people of the District. The taxes are paid and of the United States. 
into the Treasury of the United States and are there kept in a You repeated this promise in 1896, and then again in the plat-
separate fund for the District of Columbia. They are then all form of 1900 yon proclaimed: 
paid out under the appropriation bills passed by Congress. By We favor home rule for and the early admission to statehood of the Terri· 
the terms of the act of 1878 of every public expense Congress ap· tories of New Mexico, Arizona, and Oklahoma. 

\,. 
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How many more times are you.g.oing to write these falsehoods 
iu your platforms and how many more years will these people in 
the 'I'erritories be denied the right of local self-government? Has 
your fondness for holding crown colonies in the Orient tempted 
you to hold thES3 neigh bon and kindred of our own .country in 
subjection also? Do the people who inhabit the poor hillsides of 
New England dread to see the seat of political empire drift away 
to the South and West? . 

You wanted Kansas to come in immediately because she would 
have strengthened YO!li political power. You oppose the admis­
sion of these three great Territories because you fear six · more 
Democratic Senators and quite an additional number qf Demo­
cratic Congressmen. This is the state of the Union upon that 
matter. And speaking 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, apd see how it is .strewn 
with wrecks and betrayals of the people's confidence. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] . 
. In the platform of 1868 this Republican party announced 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 South. 
No civilized.people in modern times, though subjugated by war, 
were ever subjected 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 N ortb. . 

These illiterate negroes mounted the bench as judges of the 
courts. They filled the halls of the State legislatures and inau­
g-tirated such a carnival of crime and corruption as were hideous 
to contemplate. Such pollution of society ensued, such misery 
fqllowed, as ~o other people endured. Yes, these issues are dead; 
but these historical facts are not, and should not be forgotten. 
lf, when England conquered the ~epublic of South Africa, she 
had disfranchised the white populatiOn of those cpuntr1es and had 
pi.aced the right to vote exclusively~ the hands of the negro 
slaves, the case would still not have been as_ great an outrage as 
was heaped upon the southern people of our own land. T}le out­
rage would not have been so great, because negr? slaves of .South 
Africa were_ as intelligent as the negro slaves of the Southern 
States, whereas the B?ers 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 people were of 
the same blood, descen,ded from the same sjres, speaking the same 
language, and inhe1.'iting 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 memorie_s the needless cruelties and frightful devas­
tations that were visited even upon 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: 

It suppressed a gi~antic rebellion, emancipating four million of slaves, ~e­
creeing the equal citizenship of all, and established universal suffrage, exhib­
iting unparalleled magnanimity; it criminally punished no man for political 
offenses. -

There is not a single truthful statement in that whole par­
agraph. The Republican party did not suppress any rebellion. 
The Democrats 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 to suppress the rebellion as did those Republicans who claimed 
the sole credit. 

The Republican party never saved the Union at all and never 
freed a negro slave. Missouri 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. W-est Virginia furnished 32,068 Union soldiers. I have 
heard no less an authority than Judge Harlan, of the Supreme 
Court, say that the Union was saved in a great 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 
th~ir b_rethren of the South and fought to maintain and perpetu­
ate the Government of their fathers. Think of this declaration in 
the platiorm, " exhibiting _unparalleled magnanimity; it crimi­
nally punished no man for political offenses." When the German 
army conquered the Turks at Poltawa, the Turks were permitted to 
return home and to maintain their local laws and institutions. 

When the Frenoo 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 conquered 
the Greeks, these people retained their local laws and institutions 
and were allowed 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 South 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_n.ow to the platform of 1876,let us read this paragraph: 
We rejoice in the quickening conscience of the people concerning political 

affairs. 

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 bad been defeated at the polls, and to count out a man whom· 
all honest men now admit was duly elected. So, having perpe­
trated the greatest election fraud in our history, and having for­
cibly canceled the certificate of the people at the polls, this party 
in the next platform of 1880 with great impudence declared, ' The 
honest voter must be protected against terrorism, violence, and 
fraud." 

But let us hasten on to 1884, when that party began its series of 
promises to reduee the tariff-promises which it never. intended 
to fulfill. Instead of redeeming this pledge 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 campaign 
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 newspapers and magazines of the country. [Applause 
and laughter.] Then look at this siren song which was sung in 
that same platform: 

The Republican party has gained its strength by quick and faithful re­
sponse to the demands of the people for the freedom and equality 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 forced 
upon the people a black, odoriferous geranium 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 dinner. 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 seat 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 deliv­
ered the other day by ex-Secretary of War Root at the law school 
banquet? 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 neces...c:ary- for me to not only make laws 
and pronounce judgment without any occas10n for discussion, except in EO 
far as I would choose to weigh the question involved in my own mind, affect­
ing lO,OOO,<XX> of people; and not only to make laws and pronounce judgment, 
but to execute judgment with overwhelming force and great swiftness. · 
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Think of this for one moment and think how rapidly we have 

degene:tated from the institutions ·founded by the fathers of this 
RepuvUc. 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. But now 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 Republicanpartythathas the unspeakable impudence to 
talk about " liberty and equality." 

But hastening on to the platform of 1888, we find this ebumtion 
of patriotism from the swelling bosom of the Republican party: 

The Republican party would accept all needed reductions in the national 
revenues by repealing the tax upon tobacco, which is an annoyance and a 
burden to agriculture. 

Then, why don't you repeal the tax on tobacco and relieve the 
farmers of this annoyance and burden to agriculture? Yon elected 
your candidate to the Presidency in 1888. You have controlled 
Congress ever since. Time and again the Democrats have urged 
you to redeem this promise to repeal this tobacco tax. There are 
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. TRmBLE, still another 
by my distinguished 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 sepulcher 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. Chail'IIl.an, it is easily to be seen that my 
colleague is serving his first term in Congress. [Laughter.) He 
will learn more after he stays here. If tobacco was grown chiefly 
up yonder on the barren hillsides of New England, this war tax 
would have been abolished years and years ago. It is about the 
only relic that is left upon the statute books of that regime under 
which the Government taxed anything and everything in order 
to carry on the war. 

Here is another sweet exhalation from the swelling bosoms and 
perfumed breath of the Republican party: 

We declare our opposition to all combinations of capital, organized in 
trusts or otherwise, to control arbitrarily the condition of trade among our 
citizens. 

Opposed to trusts, are yon? In every Congress your leading 
Members put out three standard arguments, and standing argu­
ments, too. The first is that there are no trusts. 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 trusts. 

The Sherman antitrust law was enacted in July, 1890,morethan 
thirteen years ago. It provides that'' every contract, combination 
in the form of trusts or otherwise, or conspiracies in restraint of 
trade or commerce among 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 one 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 stripes 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 the trusts, with the trusts for their clients, are brought 
here from New Jersey and Pittsburg to fill the office of Attorney­
General of the United Stltes, and of course they are not able to 
fine any of the trusts. In th~ 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 unexponded 
in the Treasury, and no prosecutions are inaugurated. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, will the gen-
tleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GILBERT. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman: I wanted to 

suggest to the gentleman's memory the fact that on last Saturday 
only the Republican side of this Chamber voted unanimously, or 
perhaps with three exceptions, against a proposition to prevent the 
Secretary of the Navy from making 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 iu 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, the average 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 fro;m the regular 
course of my remarks to make a historical allusion. There was 
a triumvirate in the old days-Crassns representing the newly 
rich, Pompey representing the old democracy, and Julius Cresar 
representing the" rag-tag" and the rabble of the day. The next 
step was a combination between Crassus and Cresar-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 
bring a return cargo. And 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 putting 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 country and imported into those countries. 
Under this Dingley Jaw 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 single 
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 yon procured this unprecedented 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 out, " Stand pat," and " Keep on 
letting well enough alone." So when Washington and the ragged, 
hungry soldiers at '1\-enton and Valley Forge were fighting for 
our liberty the plutocrat of that day and the money changers 
were as a class " stand patters," and their watchword was, " Keep 
on letting well enough alone.'' 

That is always the war cry and the campaign cry of the privi­
leged classes in all the ages of the world. The revolutions in 
the world's history that have come for the betterment and the 
npbuilding and the promotion of the welfare of mankind have 
always coma from the undercrnst, who were oppressed and who 
were opposed to the doctrine of " stand pat " and " keeping 
on lettmg well enough alone." [Applause on the Democratic 
side]. 
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But take this fine declaration from the platform of 1896: nounces: "We have conducted, and in victory concluded, a war 
The R.epubli n party bas always been the champion of the oppressed and for liberty and human rights. No thought of national aggran­

r ecognizes the dignity of manhood, irrespective of faith, color, or nationality. dizement tarnish eel the high purpose with which American stand· 
I snppo e this was written e.xclusively for the benefit of the ards were unfurled." That sounds fine, doesn't it? What are 

negTo, because. strange as it may seem, while the Caucasian race the facts? Democratic votes forced your party into the war, and 
and the African race stand at opposite ends of the line with re- Democrats took the leading part in its prosecution until Cuba 
gard to the different races that make up the human family

1 
the was libe1·ated; and then the Republican party came in for the 

Republican party has all along·manifestecl a strange solicitude for spoils and for the subjugation of the Philippines. 
the negro race alone. They have never shown any especial anx- The commander in chief of the Army was Gen. Nelson A. 
iety for the welfare of the Chinese, or the Indians, or the Boers, Miles, a Democrat; the man who had charge of the navy at Cavite 
or the }._1·menians or for the Circassian slaves, or for any other and Manila and who destroyed the Spanish fleet was Admiral 
race except the beautiful and sweet-smelling sons of Ham. Dewey, a Democrat; the man who had command of the fleet at 

But I am gla-d to be able to say that distance lent enchantment Santiago and who knocked the Spanish fleet into "smithereens" 
to the objects of their devotion and that with closer proximity was Admiral Schley, a Democrat; the man who was put in charge 
and better knowledge their original enthusiasm is softening down of the civil government of Cuba was Gen. Fitzhugh Lee, a Demo. 
in some degree to a condition of reason and common sense. crat; the man who had charge of the land forces in Cuba and who 

In the platform of 1900 the party made this declaration: sent no grumbling complaints home, was Gen. Joe Wheeler. a 
Were ew our allegiance to the principle of the gold standard and declP.re Democrat; the man who had command of the land forces in the 

our confidence in the wisdom of the legiSlation of the Fifty-sixth Congres, field in the Philippines, did the main fighting, and was n ever 
by which the parity of all our money and the stability of our currency upon guilty of torturing anybody was Gen. J. Franklin Bell, of my 
a. gold ba....<>is has been secured. own city, and a Democrat. The Republicans were not idle. They 

At last, after a century of support given to wildcat banks, free- were bnsy, too. A distinguished Republican was accused of fur;. 
silver coinage, and fiat money, this Republican party, by strange nishing the soldiers embalmed beef, and how many of the soldier 
political fortune. has come to pose as the champion of sound boys were made sick and how many died from this cause will per· 
money. In the old days of Jefferson and Jackson the Democratic haps never be known. Then there was a. Republican home doctor 
party was the advocate of sound money, contending that gold sent to Cuba who was accused of befriending the g<1mblers and 
and silver were the only legal-tender money authorized by the other lawbreakers. 
Constitution, whereas the Federalists, headed by Nicholas Biddle, There were two Republicans, Rathbone and Neely, that had 
were clamoring that the issues of the national bank should be charge of the post-office affairs in Cuba, and who were found 
made a legal tender, and they were also the advocates and de- guilty by a jury of peculations and fraud. There was little Gen­

·fenders of a general system of wildcat banks. eral Funston, a good Republican, who violated the rules of civ· 
The Democratic party, on down to the days of Tilden and Hen- ilized warfare, dressed in the uniform of the enemy, forged let­

dricks, of Justices Field and Lamar, were still the friends and de· ters, scouted all the laws of hospitality, and captured Aguinaldo. 
fenders of sound mon-ey and were still contending that gold and Then there was General Davis, a good Republican, who had charge 
silver we.re the only legal-tender money authorized by the Consti- of the commissary, and who sold rice 2.nd other provisions to the 
tution. In tho e days the Republican party was the creator and starvingnativesatenormousprofits, and last of all, the Republican 
defender of fiat money. That party created the greenbackmoney Congress refused to limit the friar lands for the benefit of home 
and made it a legal tender in payment of all debts, public and seekers, but placed in the bill provision permitting corporations 
private, except duties upon imports and interest upon the national and syndicates to -purchase and exploit these lands in large tract:J. 
debt. The Supreme Court in an opinion written by a Democrat, What does the Republican party now stand for? It stands for 
Mr. Justice Field, decided that gold and silver alone could be the open door in China, while busily pursuing a policy that would 
made a legal tender and that the legal-tender feature of the green- close the doors of Europe and Canada.. It stands for ship sub. 
back legislation was unconstitutional and void. The Republican sidies to build up our foreign trade, while it drafts bills giving 
party, to a void this decision, proceeded to reorganize that court, most of the subsidy to fast passenger steamers, the floating pal­
created new judges. and these places were filled by a Republican aces of the seas, that carry those trust magnates and millionaires 
President with judges known to support the contention of that back and forth aero s the oce::}.n, instead of giving it to the vessels 
party. that carry the freight. It stands for the Monroe doctrine and 

What a howl they made down in my State in 1896 about the foments an insurrection in Panama. It stands and preaches that 
claim that the long-haired 16 to 1 Populists and anarchists were to put articles on the free list increases the price to the consumer·, 
going to reorganize the Supreme Court, that it was going to be a while it is forced to take off a tariff from quinine and coal in order 
revolution. to relieve the distresses of the people. It stands fo.r high protec-

Thus a new decision of that court was obtained, upholding the tion in order to build up the farming interests of this country and 
constitutionality of the legal-tender function of the greenbacks. help Cuba to remove her protection in order to benefit the fal"'llers 
This wa the beginning of that long series of Republican legisla- of Cuba. This party stands for extraditing criminals from across 
tion in the intere t of the money cla. es which has proved a very the sea and refuses to bring criminals from across the Ohio River. 
Pandora's box of evils. The Republican party opened the silver It promise in platforms to destroy the trusts, but gathers its 
agitation in 1873 and continued it in their platforms down to the chief campaign funds from them; refuses to prosecute themyand 
mestin rr of their convention of 1884. They in erted in their plat- now has a bill in the Senate making lawful all reasonable trust 
form of 1 -! a demand for an international agreement to fix the criminals and repealing the imprisonment clause of the Sherman 

andard of value between gold and silver. Then in their plat- law as to thee criminals who are unreasonable. It stands in 
form of 18..,8, they denounced the Democratic party for its effort favor of the Nicaragua Canal in all its platforms, and gives to a 
to demonetize silver. Continuing their oft-money crusade and defunct French corporation 4:0 000,000 in order to get a chance 
lo'"e for unsound money, this party, in its platform of 1892, an- to build a canal at another place. It stands posing as the friend 
nounced thi doctiine: of the laboring man, and votes down the Clark amendment by 

Th(j America.n peopl~. from tradition and interest, favor. bimetallism, and which the Chinese would be effectually excluded and 1·efuses to 
the Republican party demands the use of both gold a.nd silver as standard to pass the eight-hour law. It stands as the pretended friend of 
money. reciprocity and refuses to ratify every reciprocity treaty that is 

Still on c1o·wn to 1896. and in the platform of that year, theRe- pre e-nted to the Senate. There is no heresy and no delusion in 
publican pa ·ty pledged it elf to promote bimetallism by inter- finance, economics, international law, or politics which this party 
national agreement that never until the platform of 1900 did ha not at some time or other embraced or practiced and at other 
the Republican party become the open advocate of the gold stand- timesdenonnced. A medley of contradictions and inconsistencies, 
ard or become the n·iencl or supporter of what it plea es to call it stands for anything and for everything and for nothing at all. 
' ..,mmd mon y," and this attitude it assumed by a strange rever- The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 
sal of the po· itions of both of the two gre political parties. On has expired. 
the other hand. the Democratic party, reading the Constitution Mr. GILBERT. :Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five 
finds thi language: • No State shall make anything but gold and minutes granted me by mebody who has charge of the time. 
sil'"cr a legal tender in the payment of debts," and by this con- Mr. PIERCE. Mr. Chail"man, I yield five minutes to the 
·titntiona l pro vi ion the Democratic party has consistently st--ood gentleman. 
during all the year of our national life. Mr. GILBERT. Can such a medley of contradictions and in-

Now, let u come to 1900 again and notice the last effusions of consistencies continue to win the elections? I am sure I do not 
the •· Grand Old Party." This was the convention in which the know. This combination has usually won in the worlds history. 
chait-man b . i ted that ex-Governor Taylor. of Kentucky, should Only few exceptions can be found here and there as oases in the 
come upon the platform so that all could see and hono~ him. great desert of huma:r: wret~hedness. Pa~al and vi~ious la.ws 
Thi was th3 platform written at ·the cottage of E. A. Gnscom, l enacted and enforced m the mterast of certam occupations or lo· 
the president of the International Transportation Company and calities in cour e of time always re ult in building up a la~·g~, 
the head and front of the ship-subsidy steal. This platform an- wealthy, aristocratic class, and this class, by power and prestige, 
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terrify the timid, corral the poor and ignorant, purchase and con­
trol the venal and purchasable vote, and thus have usually suc­
ceeded in outvoting the great intelligent middle class that con­
stitutes 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 th~ people and governors of provinces have 
returned loaded down with the wealth collected from the people 
by fraud and extortion. Thus prepared be becomes ready to give 
entertainments to please the ragged and hungry populace and to 
buy their votes. Crowds thronged the Colosseum and the Circus 
Maximns to enjoy and applaud. Young damsels of the patrician 
class sat with smelling bottles, themselves beautifully 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 d,eal of stinking 
breath that he swooned and refused the crown that was offered 
him by the foolish pop1J,lace.'' 

Are we traveling away from our moorings and going in the 
same direction? Some day, 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 laugh nor giggle this party 
out of existence. I am not a prophet, but when the old doctrine 
of the Democratic party of '' equal rights and opportunities for · 
all and exclusive privileges to none" shall have perished, then 
the liberty of the people will have perished also. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Kentucky yield 

to the gentleman from Kansas? 
Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gent leman 

a question. The gentleman, when he began his address, stated 
that he desired not to be interrupted, 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 go down into history as the Booker 
Washington incident. I should like to inquire whether he would 
criticise as severely a Democratic President who would receive at 
his table at the White House a negro as he has criticised a Repub­
lican President? 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, that is an impossible assump­
tion. 

Mr. SCOTT. By no means impossibleJ Mr. Chairman, for the 
reason that it has already happened. 

Mr. GILBERT. There is avast difference between the equality 
which a Democrat and a Republican regards the colored man. 
Will you let me give you an illustration? 

Mr. SCOTT. Let me ask you this question--
Mr. GILBERT. Wait a minute; I want to answer the first 

question. A few days ago a colored 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 thirdhonseand 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 door for something to 
eat? Walk around to the kitchen and get your breakfast." That 
third man was a Democrat; the other two were Republicans: 
[Laughter and applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. 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 CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansa-s asks unani­

mous consent that the gentleman from Kentucky be given two 
minutesywre. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. GILBERT. Go ahead; I would be delighted to try to an­
swer the question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I would like to ask if the gentleman knows during 
President Cleveland's first Administration he entertained at his 
table at the White Honse a negro? 

Mr. GILBERT. No; but, mind you, we are not particularly 
claiming Mr. Cleveland. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. As matter of fact, that never 
happened. 

Mr. GILBERT. I never heard of it before, and if it did hap­
pen it may be barely possible that Mr. Cleveland was not a first­
class Democrat. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCHRAN. That is cumulative proof that there is no 
better Republican in this country than Grover Cleveland. [Laugh-
ter.] · 

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 Honse of Representatives by Mr. 
BARNES, one of his secretaries, who informed the House of Rep­
resentatives that the President had approved and signed bills of 
the following titles: 

On February 20, 1904: 
H. R. 2427. An act granting a pension to Cynthia Thomas. 
On February 26, 1904: 
H. R. 3584. 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 Company right to construct and maintain a dam, 
and so forth, approved February 8, 1901; 

H. R. 134. An act granting a pension to Wilhelmina Miller; 
H. R. 195. An act granting a pension to Michael Landy; 
H. R. 219. An act granting a pension to Minerva J. Burton; 
H. R. 529. An act granting a pension to Emma H. Higley; 
H. R. 754. An act granting a pension to John M. Lawton; 
H. R. 1855. An act granting a pension to Harriett B. Riley; 
H. R. 204:0. An act granting a pension to James Anderson; 
H. R. 2932. An act granting a pension to Dudley R. W. Wil-

liams; 
H. R. 3298. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Pennock; 
H. R. 3299. An act granting a pension to Medie M. Flanders; 
H. R. 4365. An act granting a pension to Barney L. Brookins; 
H. R. 4578. An act gra~ting a pension to Catharine M. McClan-

ahan; 
H. R. 4625. An act granting a pension to Theresa B. Nash; 
H. R. 4946. An act granting a pension to James F. Wheeler; 
H. R. 5372. An act granting a pension to Mariah Kuechler; 
H. R. 5528. An act granting a pension to Maria Lindhorst: 
H. R. 5538 . .An act granting a pension to Jane Elizabeth Bul-

lock; 
H. R. 6085. An act granting a pension to Anna M. Maier; 
H. R. 6547. An act granting a pension to John Holzer; 
H. R. 7072. An act granting a pension to Mary McCall; 
H. R. 7515. An act granting a pension to Rebecca A. Mathias; 
H. R. 8123. An act granting a pension to Eliza S. Smith; 
H. R .. 8728. An act granting a pension to Matilda Lafferty; 
H. R. 8920. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Tucker; 
H. R. 9029. An act granting a pension to Georgie S. Barbour; 
H. R. 138. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Hale; 
H. R. 165. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Adelsperger; 
H. R. 198. An act granting an increase of pension to Emmett 

Cole; 
H. R. 249. An act granting an increase of pension to Mollie J. 

Mitchell; 
H. R. 561. An act granting an increase of pension to Eri Summy; 
H. R. 610. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 

Alexander; 
H. R. 660. An act granting an increase of pension to John S. 

Sines: 
H. R. 681. An act granting an increase of pension to Ella P. 

Kersteter; 
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; _ 
H. R. 727. An act granting an increase of pension to James K. 

Blye; 
H. R. 734. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 

McAlister; 
H. R. 812. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles F. 

Emery; 
H. R. 937. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark A. 

Shelton; 
H. R. 1156. An act granting an increase of pension to John Pan­

gratz; 
H. R. 1294. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

McBrien; 
H. R. 1483. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 

Black; 
H. R. 1487. An act granting an increase of pension to Dexter T. 

Drake; 
H. R. 1497. An act granting an increase of pension to Dana 

Cook; 
H. R. 1859. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

Cannon; 
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H. R.1006. Anactgrantinganincreaseo.fpensiontoGeorgeW. 
B~chard; 

H. R. 2016. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Gardner; 

H. R. 2111. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D. 
Towsley; 

H. R. 2201. An act granting an increase 'Of pension to G~org~ 
McDonald: 

H . B. 2553. An a.ct granting an increase of pension to George 
Wintz; 

H. R. 2822. An act granting an increase of pension to Louiza. 
Phillips; 

H. lt. 2912. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
A. Jones: 

H. R. 2916. An act granting an incre1lSe of pension to Francis 
S. Howard; 

H. R. 3172. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
E. P~oue; 

H. R. 3272. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
Hardy· 

H. R. 3337. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Craizue: 

E. R. 3345. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
P. Clarke; 

H. B . 3367. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Kerby· 

H . R. 34.07. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Le~is; 

H. R. 3411. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
J. Hart; 

H . R. 3435 . .An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Pratt: 

H. R. 3521. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H r..-wker; 

IL R. 3616. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Davis; 

H. R. 3617. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
M. Eyerett~ 

H . R. 3665. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 
J ones: . 

H. R. 3815. An act granting an increase of pension to Hester 
E. Mooney; 

IT. R. 4031. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel R. 
Wasson; 

H. R. 4276. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamilton 
E . Burritt; 

H . R. 43-23. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Wurtz; 

H . R. 4325. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
SilJE; 

H. R. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Meldr iiil1; 

H . R. 4629. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. P ond; 

H . R. 4759. An act granting an increase of pension to David P. 
McDonald: 

H. R. 48i'7. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
N. Thorpe; 

H. R . 4915. .An act granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Hibbert: 

H. R. 4937. An act granting an increase of pension to Emily 
Conk1in: 

B . R. 519!l . .An act granting an increase of pension toEmmaM. 
J o I!son : 

H . R . 5299. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
W heeler: 

H. R. 5471. An act granting an increase of pension to A. Marion 
Gamble: 

H . R. ·5531. .An a-ct granting an increase of pension to Marvin 
Nash; 

H . R. 5534. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline 
Sha.w Lo~ejoy; 

H. R. 09. An act granting an increase of pension t<> Benjamin 
F. Grigsby; 

H. R..;; '17. An act granting an i.n.crease of pension to William 
P. Hereford ; 

H . R . 5o34. .An act granting an inereas9 of pension to Robert L. 
Miles: 

H. R. 569!l. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
J o1mson: 

H . R. 5718. An act granting an increase of pension to Adolph 
Heiser: 

H. R. 5720. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
T. Filler; 

H. R. 5818. An act granting an increase of pension to Philip 
Snow; 

H. R. 5883. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
W.a.rentz; 

H. R. 5.972~ An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
A. Wilbur; 

H. R. 6005. An act granting an increase o.f pension to George B. 
Davis; 

H. R. 6020. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F~ Conner; 

H. R. 6023. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wigert; . 

H. R. 6028. An act granting a.n increase of pension to Anson 
HeffJ:on; 

H. R. 6032. An a.ct granting an increase of pension to Charles 
S. Bellows; 

H. R. 603(). .An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Shafer; . 

H. R. 601S1. An act granting an increase of _pension to Alpbeus 
D. Brown· 

H. R. 6071. -4-n act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 
C. Null; 

H. R. 6091. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
llio~; · 

H. R. 6342 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Springer; 
H~ R. 6442. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 

Wallace; 
H. R. 6562 . .An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 

A. Thcrmpson; 
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. 

Reeds; 
H. R. 6947. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

H. Cooper; 
H. R. 6994. An act granting an increase of pension to Theresa 

Nebrich: 
H. R. 7095. An act granting an increase of pension to Harrison 

H. Hakes; 
H. R. 7355. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Barrett; 
H. R. 7374. An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez 

Pe-rkins; 
H. R. 7439. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen M. 

Bates: 
H. R. 7447. An act granting an incre.ase of pension to William 

Bailey; 
H. R. 7594. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. Miller; 
H. R. 7682. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Howard; 
H. R. 7732. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 

Chenowith; 
H. R. 775f). An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Schroder: 
H. R. 7757. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 

Da vidheise.r; 
H. R. 7798. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

Black· 
H. R. 7799. An act granting an increase of pension to J ohn 0. 

Rice· 
H. R. 8187. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

J effrey; 
H. R. 8207. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Johnson.; 
H. R. 342. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 

E. Davi: 
H. R. 8717. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Edwards; and 
H. R. 8729. An a-ct granting an increase of pension to Gustus S. 

Renick. 
On February 27, 1904: 
H. R. 7287. An act to a.uthmize the Mobile and West Alabama 

Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge aero s the 
Tombigbee River between the counties of Clarke and Choctaw, 
Ala., in section 7, township 9, range 1 west of St. Stephen's me­
ridian. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. APPROPRIA.TION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. SCOTT. Ii the gentleman f rom Minnesot~ will kindly yield 

me five minutes, I shall be Yery much obliged. 
1\!r. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I yield to the gentleman from 

Kansas five minutes. 
Mr. SCOT!'. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the 

last question which I asked him was a good illustration of what I 
think the lawyers call " confession by avoidance." 

- l • I I .· 

. . 
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Mr. GILBERT. That is a good plea in any-court. 
:M:r. 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 
inte1·ested in it. Dm'ing the first Administration of Mr. Cleve­
land a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to 
the White House, introduced to the PTesident, 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 that in­
troduced the negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is 
making this statement? 

Mr. SCOTT. I make the statement on my own authority. 
Jllr. COCHRAN. Were yon present? 
Mr. SCOTT. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will 

conoborate me as to the fact. 
1\fr. COCHRAN. Who was this negro? 
Mr. SCOTT. It was C. 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 House one moment to the 
difference in the character of these two men. Concerning Booker 
Washlngton. the least that can be said of him is that he is a good 
man. But I think it might also be said that if he had a white 
skin it would be considered an honor by any gentleman to know 
him; that he is a gentleman and a scholar. So much of a scholar 
that he haB 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 to lunch 
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 
facu1ty 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; but, 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 hav-e 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. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas 
that the declaration was that he was second to Robert E. Lee. 

Mr. SCOTT. I can not quote- the language exactly for I do not 
remember it. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his 
standpoint I should supJ?ose it wou1d be considered quite a com­
uliment to be named as second to Robert E. Lee. 
- The CHAIRl\fAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. :M:r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman be given five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. 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. I will yield the gentleman five 
minutes' time. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 1\fr. Chairman, I would lili:e 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 not attempt to say that the utterance was not true. They 
rebuked him because they were forced to do so by the public 
sentblent 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.] 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a question for the gentleman and his 
friends on that side to decide between themselves. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCIDN. 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.fioor of this House that if Booker Washington had a 
white skin, any one of us would receive him on terms of eq_uality. 

1tfr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Why does not the gentleman re­
ceive him, having a black skin? 

1\Ir. SCOTT. We do receive him in every proper way. 
:Mr. CLAUDE KITCIDN. Does the gentleman mean to say 

that he receives him as his equal? 
Mr. SCOTT. Not as my social equal--
M.r. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The black skin is the cause of it, is 

it not? 
Ml'. 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 wili allow me--

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. We are alike, then. Thegentlem.an 
has the same prejudice that we have-on account of the skin. 
There is no difference between us on that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am not standing here to make a plea for social 
equality. We all know that is impassible. 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 lie invited C. H. J. 
Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of Mr. 
Washington, which everybody in the country recognizes, because 
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 
negTO, as black as you ever saw. He had been a ward heeler, and 
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He had no great 
accomplishment to his credit; he had no education to speak of; he 
had nothing to commend him to any man s consideration, par­
ticu1arly nothing to commend him to the consideration of any 
Democrat, except the presumption that he carried some negro 
votes in his vest pocket &.nd cou1d deliver them to the Democratic 
party. 

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 Eome Democratic leaders of Kansas, taken to the 
White House. introduced- to the President, seated at his table, 
and afterwards paid the price by re:::eiving the appointment of 
register of deeds of this Distlict. 

l\fr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman approve of 
Gro\""er Cleveland asking that negro to dine with him and dining 
with him? Does the gentleman appro"'\""e of that? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not approve of it, because I know the char­
acter of the man. I would not invite him to my house if he were 
a white man. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Because he is a Democratic negro­
js not that it? 

:Mr. SCOTT. That is not the reason. It is because the man is 
utterly without character, without education, 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 colleague was uresent when 
it was done. ~ 

Mr. SCOTT. I did not say that. I simply said my colleague 
was cognizant of the fact. 

1\fr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Did not a Republican from Kansas 
introduce him to the President? 

:M:r. SCOTT. Oh, no; hy no means. I have already said he was 
introduced by a Democrat. 

Now, Mr. C'hairman; I have alluded to this matter, not to apol­
ogize for President Roosevelt, wilo needs no apologist~ but merely 
to call attention to the glaring inconsistency which goes into 
hysterics over a. courtesy paid to a man of admitted high charac­
ter and who has done and is doing a splendid and noble work, 
while utterly jgnoring a similar attention paid to a man without 
standin()' or character or accomplishment and whose only claim 
to consideration was the presumption that he could swing a cer­
tain number of votes. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman s time has expired. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 

gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] such time as he 
may desire. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, much has been said of late, 
both in tills Chamber and elsewhere, upon the hustings and in 
the public press, upon the subject of reciprocity. The question 
has been discussed as to whether, as an economic policy it is 
DemocTatic or Republican. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LIND], who addressed the committee some days ago, assured us 
that it found its first expression from the lips of Thomas J effer­
son, and yet I find in the laBt Democratic campaign text-book 
this assertion: 

Reciprocity looks like f1·ee trade, but tastes like protection. In practice 
reciprocity is worse than protection. Free trade would open our markets to 
benefit our own country. Reciprocity cares nothing for the consumer and 
hunts the foreign market with a. club. Reciprocity is based on the same false 
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 then, again, I find in. a magazine article written by the 
gentleman from Mississippi [1\fr. WILLIAMS], the leader of the 
minority, this declaration: 

There is also a ta.rifi' revision by piecemeal, which is the handmaiden of 
the other system. This is tariff revision by reciprocal trade aareements 
with other nations. Much can be done along this piecemeal line of tariff ra­
vision 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 of reciprocity-one Democratic and the other Re­
publican, and that they differ in toto coelo. 

The reciprocity in trade relations advocated by the Democratic 
party embraces reciprocity in competing articles, and is therefore 
free trade in whole or in part, dependent upon the terms of the 
particular agreement. It is of 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 argument 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 a1·ticle into compe­
tition in the home market is to abandon in that case the principle 
of protection and to adopt that of free trade. 

Republican reciprocity is reciprocity in noncompeting articles 
and in nothing else. [Applause on th~ Republican side.] I know 
of no better definition of it than that given by ex-Postmaster­
General Charles Emory Smith. He says: 

When rightly understood the principle is axiomatic. Brazil grows coffee, 
but makes no machinery. We make machinery, but grow no coffee. She 
needs the fabrics of om· 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 inaugural address: 

The end in view­

He says-
always to be the opening up of new markets for the productB of our country 
by granting concessions to the products of other lands that 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 Republican 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 with under three 
heads: First, 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 assi~e~ for the mak­
ing of that treaty, amongst others that Great Bntam 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 the legitimate 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.'' 

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, instead of using my 

own words, to let Mr. Blaine tell the story, as he does, in his 
Twenty Years in Congress. He says: 

When the independe??e of the colonies .was recognized in the preliminary 
treaty of 1782, the proVlBlonsagreed upon m regard to two subjects were held 
by both GovernmentB 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 people 
of.th~ New E~gland colonies, had as B~it_ishsubjects used aU the British fish­
enes m what lS now known as the Domm10n of Canada and the island of New­
foundland, and in the preliminary treaty to which George III gave his 
asse~t in 1782, as we~~ m the final an~ more defini~ treaty of 1783, it wr.s 
proVIded tlu!-t the pnvilege should contmue to be ei1Joyed by citizens o! the 
new Republic. 

No doubt of the intent and proper construction of this clause in both 
treaties had even been suggested until the English and American negotiators 
were engaged in framing the treaty of peace at Ghent in 1814., at the clor::e of 
the second war with Great Britain. The British negotiators claimed that 
the wa~ of 1812 had put an end. to all existin~ treaties, and that the fishery 
cla~ m the. trea~y of 1782 bemg no lon~er m force our fishery rights had 
exp1red, and if reVIved at all must be reVIved under new treaty stipulations. 

* * * * * * "' The position thus taken by the British Government was plainly untenable. 
The treaty of 1782 was only the formal declaration of certain factB consequent 
upon the termination of the Revolutionary war. That treaty recognized 
tlu·ee conclusions as fully established: First, the independence of the thir­
teen colonies; second, the territorial limitB of the United States; third the 
rightB and methods of t.he common fisheries in colonial waters the citi~ens 
hfl:d.exercised as British subjects. The history of the ne~otiation and the ex­
pliCit lan~ge of the tr~aty proye that the clause touching the fisheries was 
the recogmtion of an eXISting r1ght and not the grant of a new ricrht. The 
British Government in 1814 might with equal force and justice have claimed 
that under this theory of the abrog:ation of the treaty of 1782 by war the 
recognition of our independence ana the establishment of our boundaries 
had also become 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 roth of October, 1818, a treaty was concluded at London containing 
as its first and most important proVIsion an absolute surrender of some of 
our most valuable rights in the fiSheries. 

From the execution of this treaty-as might have been seen-the misunder­
standing between the two countries in relation to the fisheries became more 
complicated. * * * 

The right in the fisheries conceded by the treaty of lSM-originaUy ours 
under the treaty of 1782, and unnecessarily and unwisely renounced m the 
treaty o! 1818-wa~ not.given freely, but in consideration of a great price. 
That pnce was remproe1ty of trade (so called) between the United States and 
the British North American provinces in certain commodities named in the 
treaty. The .sele~tion, as shown by the schedule, was made almost wholly to 
favor Canadian mterests. There was scarcely a product in the list which 
could be exported from the United States to Canada without loss, while the 
great market of the United States was thrown open to Canada without tax 
or charge for nearly everything which she could produce and export. All her 
raw materials were admitted free, while all our manufactures were charged 
with heavy ~uty, the market being reserved for English merchants. The 
fishery question had been adroitly used to secure from the United States an 
agreement which was one-sided, vexatious, and unprofitable. It had served 
its purpose admirably as a makeweight for Canada 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 
vexatious, 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 870,152,163, and the balance of trade 
was against us in the sum of 828,134,749. 

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. H~ 
says: 

Our exports to Canada in 1855 were $20,828,676, but under the operation of 
reciprocity, ~en commenced, they dwindled ~ twelve years down to 
$15,243,834:, while the exports of Canada to the Umted States increased from 
12,000!(XX) and odd to !6,000,(XX) and odd. When the treaty be~an the balance 

of traae had been $8,000,<XX> annually in our favor and that pa1d in specie, but 
at the end the balance against us to be paid in specie in a single year was 
$30,<XX:l,OOO. Here was a positive yearly loss of over $5,<XX:l,OOO of our export 
trade and a loss of $38,<XXl,<XX:l spec1e, all going to enrich the Canadians at our 
expense. 

Now, I want to show you the difference in the conditions that 
existed under this reciprocity treaty and as they exist to-day, and 
I propose to show you those conditions not by any mere uncorrob­
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 by the fact tha~ while the export in 1866 amounted to $44,000,­
<XX:l, the export in 1903, less precious metals and articles not the produce of 
Cana~, w.as no more than $48,959,000. .On the other hand, a comparison of 
Canaruan rmport returns from the Umted States will show remarkable in­
crease, as the subjoined table will demonstrate: 

Canadian imp01·ts ft·om the United States for consumption. 
1866 .•. -------------------- $28,794,000 11001 ______ ------------- ---=- $110, 4.85, fKX) 

lm======================= l~:m:~ ll~lt======================: ~:~:~ 
These are imports from the United States into Canada for oon­

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 subjoined table, showing the Canadian importation of manufactures 
from Great Britain and from the United States since 1898, wip. be of interest, 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-_HOUSE. 2567 
especially when taken in connection with the "fact that Canada 1la.s given a 
tariff preference to Great Britaili, first of 12t per cent, 1897 to 1898, then of 25 
per cent to 1900, and of ~ per cent since that time. 

Canadiam, imports of manufa;ctu:res. 

Year. From G·reat !From United 
Britain. States. 

1898 ----------·-··· --------------------------
1899 ---------------------------------------------
1900- -------·-- ---- --------------------------------
1901 -----------------------------------------------
190"2 ---------------------------------------­
~903 ------------------------------------------

$26, 243, 000 
31,187,000 
31,328,000 
36,469,000 
41,675,000 
50,.473,(XX) 

$41,-510,000 
49, "362, <XXI 
60,473,000 
62, '643, <XXI 
69,536,000 
16,291J <XXI 

This great increase in the sale of manufactures by the United States to 
Canada between 1898 and 1903, in the face of the Canadian preference in favor 
of British imports, gives evidence of the strong ho1d that the American man­
ufacturer has upon t he Canadian marketJ and of his ability to meet all com­
petitors in the market upon equal terms .. 

These two tables., with their authors' comm-ents, are eloquent 
witnesses -as to existing conditions. 

Let me add that the balance of trade in onr favor la-st year was 
$73,554,000. 

I have here a copy of a speeeh 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 Unit-ed States. And after go­
mg on to show how favorable the conditions are under existing 
circumstances to the U.nited States, and unfavorable to Canada, 
he pays us this tnlmte: 

The American policy has been applied not only to us but to all th.e world. 
The object of the United St.&te3 has been to sell an that it posslluy could of 
the products of its soil and its mills and its worKshops, and to buy just as 
little as it could from other countries, ana thus having as much of the bal­
ance of trade in its own .favor as possible. The result has been that the bal­
ance of trade in favor of the United States last year amounted to $600,000,000 
.against the whole world-$71.<XXI,<XX> against Canada. Tha-t is a good thing 
for the United States, and will be her policy as long as the -rest of the whole 
world will permit her to do it, but it is not a. good thing !or us. . 

Now, what does this gentleman who speaks for his people offer 
ns by way of temptation to change this condition of things which 
is so highly advantageous to the United States and which is not 
so advantageous to Canada? 

He says: 
Something must be done to change the trade conditions that exist between 

the United States a.nd Canada. Free trade in natural products would afford 
a r easonable adjustment. N otbing short of this will do it, and this condition 
of free trade of nat ural products must be granted br, the United States with­
out a solitary concession from Canada fnrtherthanithasalready made. We 
can not afford 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 proposition, indeed! Now, I want ta show you--

:Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. LIND. Is it not a fact that with the exception of the last 

year of that treaty, after notice of abrogation had been served, 
the excess of our exp011is over Canadian imports was substan­
tially as great as has been the relation of exports and imports 
since? 

M1·. DALZELL. Well, I do not have the figures here. I did 
not go into detail any further than Senator Morrill. But I sb.ould 
answer the question, speaking generally, by saying "No_,., be­
cause the figuTes 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
rogation of .the treaty had been given, our excess of exports to 
Canada was relatively as much as it has been in any years since 
m· any -period of years. 

Mr. DALZELL. I have been unable to find anywhere, and I 
have given considerable attention to the subjeet, a single solitary 
reason from the United States standpoint that would justifY a 
treaty with Canada in natural products. 

Mr. LACEY. If my friend will allow an interruption here­
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. LACEY. The four years' time to which the gentleman 

from Minnesota alludes was during our civil war, when it was 
very difficult to get at -what would be a fair basis to figure upon. 

Mr. LIND. Yes; but the facts are as I state, are they not, 
Mr. L.A.OEY? 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, is the gentleman from Minne­
sota aware that during the life of that treaty we gained 11 per 
·cent in onr export trade and Canada gained 500 per cent in her 
trade with us? "That is the fact. -

Mr. LIND. No; I think tha.t is a mistake. 
Jrlr. DALZE.LL. Mr. Chairman, I propose to show that ever-y 

-distinguished .statesman in onr history who has dealt With this 
·subject at aU occupies the same position with respect to this 
Canadian question that I am now endeavoring to sustain. 

The first of the Republican lleaders who is recorded as having 
expressed an opinion on the subject of reciprocity seems to have 
been Senator Charles Sumner, of MassachUEetts, who, as chairman 
of the Committee on Foreign Relations, on the 11th of January, 
1865, Teported favorably the joint resolution for denouncing the 
Canadian treaty. 

On this occasion Senator Sumner argued that the e-vent had 
shown that the treaty was much more advantageous to Canada 
than to the United States-that, in short, it was ._,unilateral, and 
hence not reeiprocal."' The Senator went on to say: 

The ..reciprocity treaty has a beautiful name. It suggests at once exchange, 
equality~ equity; and it is because it was supposed to advance these ideas 
practicruly tha.t this -treaty was originally accepted by the people of the 
United States. · 

Mr. Sumner proceeded to show by figures that the rev(IDue 
gained to Canada nnder the treaty nad been very great and the 
re-venue lost to the United States .still greater, and that therefore 
the advantages of the treaty "are not shared equally by the two 
countries," so that "it loses title to its name.,., The opinion ex­
pressed by Senator Sumner was expressed also by the following 
prominent Republican Senators: Sherman, of Ohio; Collamer 
and Foot, of Vermont; Morrill, of Maine; Chandler, of Michi­
gan; Doolittle, of Wisconsin; Wilson, of Massachusetts, and 
others. 

In his .first annual message to Congress, under 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. I quote 
this extract from his message; 

The question of renewing a. treaty for reciprocal trade betwean the United 
States and the British provinces on this continent has not been favorably 
considered by the Administration. The advantages of such a treaty -would 
be wholly in favor of the British _producer. Except possibly a. few engaged 
in the trade between the two sections no citizen of the United States would 
be b enefited by reciprocity. Our internal taxation would prove .a protection 
to the British producer a1most equal to the protection whioh our manufac­
turers now receive .from the ta.r.i.ff. Some .arrangement, however.? for tlie 
re~tion of commercial intercourse between the United States ·ana the Do­
mmion af Canada Ill3Y be desirable. 

President Grant, in his second Administration, .assisted by his 
Secretary of State, Hamilton Fish, made ·an e-ffort to perfect a 
new reciprocity treaty with Canada, embracing among other 
items the admission into Canada of a large number of our manu­
factured articles free of duty. The treaty miscarried, as did all 
other subsequent tentative treaties with Canada, the prevailing 
idea in opposition thereto apparently having .always been that 
the productions of Canada were practically identical with our 
o'Wn productions, and hence any general :admission of 'Canadian 
products into this country free of duty or a.t ;reduced rates of 
duty would necessarily compete injuriously with. our own indus­
tries. 

I have a.h'eady quoted Senator .Morrill, but I will quote him 
again: 

It is said we must do something to build up and extend our foreign com­
m erce-to which I agree-and to do this it is stran~ely -proposed at once to 
surrender much mora of our markets at home than 1.S offered to us abroad­
to whicb. I do not agree. We are asked, so to -say, to throw into the sea a 
greater amount of bait than will be roturned in the catch of fish_ Eleven 
years of this over-baited traffic, giving up superior markets in exchange for 
inferior markets, did not win the commercial or political friendship .of the 
Canadians. 

I quote now from another distinguished President-.President 
Harrison-from his message of June 20, 1892: 

A rE'c:iprocity treaty limited to the exchange of natural products (refer­
ring tothecaseof Canada) would have beensuchonlyinform. The benefits 
of such a treaty would have inured almostwholly.to Canada.. Previous ex­
periments on this line had been unsatisfactory to this Go.-ernment. A treaty 
that should be reciprocal in fact and of mutua.! advantages m ust necessarily 
have .embraced an ilDportant list of mannfactured articles and h ave secured 
to the United States a f1·ea or favored introduction of these articles int o Can­
ada as against the world. 

And again, in his fourth annual message, Mr. Harrison .said: 
. . During the past year a suggestion was received through the British min­
ister that the Canadian government would like to confer as to the po.ssibJ..ity 
of enlarging, upon terms of mutual advantage, the commercial exchanges of 
Canada and of the United States; and a conference was held at Washirigton, 
with Mr. Blaine acting for this Government and the Br itish minister at t his 
capital and three members of th~ Dominion ca1rinet acting as commissioners 
on the pa.:rt of Great Britain. The ·conference developed the fact that the 
Canadian government wa-s only prepared to offer to the Uruted States, in ex­
change for the concessions asked, the admission of natural-products. The 
statement was frankly made that favored rates could not ba given to the 
United .states as against the mother conn.try. This admission, which was 
foreseen, necessarily :terminated the conference upon this ques.tiOIL The 
beneiits of an exchange of natural products would be almost wholly with the 
people of Canada. 

The objections to the Canadian treaty have never been better 
stated than they were by Mr. Roberts, T1·easurer of the United 
States, who said: 

The commerce of Canada and ofihe United Statescovernsnbstantiallythe 
:same classes of articles. The question of reciprocity or commercial union be­
-tween Canada and the United States is a very different one from that which 
-would arise -over the proposition far Teciprocity with Mexico or with the 
South American republics, for ·the reason that Canada. :Produces almost 
identically, so far asitsproductiongoes, ~esame arliclesa~the United States 
Jll'odnces. Therefore there can be very little of exchange m the sense of our 
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getting back for OlU' prodti-cts what we do not ourselves produce. The trade 
with Canada. woul'.! be inviting competition, so far as there is a production in 
Canada, as against our own producers. 

Now, I submit that every utterance of this long line of distin­
guished statesmen on this subject i~ jUBt as applicable to-day, 
justa.s pertinent, as it was when uttered first. I submit 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 people 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.] 

Now, I will not stop to talk 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, becaUBe 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 du~y and. that a duty 
was imposed upon nearly all of our products m therr ports gave 
rise to the idea that we might very well make some alTangement 
whereby we could, for the concession of our free list. obtain like 
concessions from our neighbors. In 1883 a treaty with Mexico was 
attempted and failed. In 1884 a treaty with Cuba, Porto Rico, 
and Santo Domingo was attempted and failed. Both Mr. ~hur 
and his Secretary of State are upon record as to what they believed 
to be the true principles of reciprocity. A letter of Secr.eta~y 
Frelinghuysen, sent to the Senate and subsequently embodied m 
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 products which would come. into 
competition with our own manufactures and products should not be adnntted 
to the free list. 

Mr. Arthur, in his messages, announced the same principle: 
The need has long been recognized of some arrangement by which the 

natural market of the large 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 ~ountry does not pro4uce 
or produces in inadequate ~uantity shall reach thell' natural market of con-
sumption in this country. * * 

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 unhampered 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 havin~ been called at his 
suggestion in the first instance, and Mr. Hamson sent that report 
to Congress with a message. 

And that was the beginning of practical Republican reciproc­
ity. The Blaine plan was th~t instead of placin~ our n~mcom­
petitive articles on the free hst they should rece1ve 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 throu~h the 
legislative history of the McKinley law, that finally embod1ed the 
Blaine reciprocity. It is sufficient to say t_hat certain articles, 
noncompetitive, were placed upon the free list-sugar, molasses~ 
tea coffee hides-and. the President was authorized to remove 
the~ fro~ 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, becaUBe, 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, becaUBe it is 
familiar to a great many gentlemen who are here, and I am more 
anxious ab9ut results than I am as to. how. they w~re brought 
about. It will be observed that the reCiproCity proVIded for by 
the McKinley law was reciprocity in purely noncompetitive ar­
ticles That was a time when our sugar indUBtry had not as yet as­
sumed such proportions as to be called a "hom.e industry,'' r~quir­
ing protection, and it was put upon the free hst, and constituted 

one of the articles on the free list. to be used in making these 
negotiations. 

The 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, without the possibility of harm to any 
domestic indUBtry 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 came into power, without either rhyme 
or reason. 

But I must hasten on. I want to call attention particularly to 
the provisions of the Dingley law, because there never was a Jaw 
put upon the statute books that is so little 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 first class 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 charged with a duty. 
For this duty the President is authorized to substitute a certa.in 
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 to impose a certain duty, unless the countries 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 indUBtry. 

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· 
aided all over this country-it is heralded all over the country to· 
day-that the schedul~s 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, etc., 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 wa.s no rea.son 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 thoEe 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. Let me say to my friend from Mississippi that 
I think I know what he is going to say. I have read his magazine 
article, and I propose to address myself to it in the course of a few 
minutes. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to 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 President given authority under the 
Dingley bill to negotiate reciprocity treaties with a reduction of 
20 per cent? 

Mr. DALZELL. I knew that was what the gentleman was going 
to ask me. I will answer it in a moment. 

Mr. WILLIA.MS 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 Mia· 

souri will permit, I would like to have my question answered first. 
Mr. CLARK. That is all right. I thought the gentleman was 

going to answe1· it directly. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. In this connection, as I 

understand the gentleman, when he has said that articles were 
put 20 per cent too high in only certain cases which he mentioned, 
I ask this question: What articles are put within the power of 
the President as a basis to negotiate reciprocity treaties upon 
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 

two. I am 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 art:cles? 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. There is a limitation that the 

gentleman has not paid any attention to. I will satisfy the gen­
tleman, if he will only wait a 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 out 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 public. 

:Mr. LIND. You have reduced the duty on argols and such, 
have you not. since the passage of the Dingley bill? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do not 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 ape­
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 upon 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 products 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 fourt.h 
section measures the extra duties of the Dingley bill. But his 
position is not tenable for the reason that the schedules of the 
bill had been fixed before this section was suggested by the Sen­
ate, and without any reference thereto, and without any knmyl­
edge by the House that fixed the schedules that any such sugges­
tion would be made on the part of the Senate. 

But the section was not agreed 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 
products. They did so for the further reason that they did not 
believe 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-viz, that of section 3-and also a provision which 
mightresultinreciprocityincompetitivearticles,butthelatterwas 
so guarded 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 American.industry, whether large or small, is 
equally entitled with every other American industry to protection 
for its 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 are-
versal of the Republican policy. . 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the gentle-
man my question now. 

Mr. DALZELL. All right. 
Mr. CLARK. 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 not 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 do not 
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. CLARK. In the second pla~e, 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 questiop is this: If the gent~ 

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. Not at all. The Republican party has been 
consistent from the beginning; it never agrJed to any reciprocity 
treaty that involved anything except noncompeting articles. [ Ap­
plause on the Republican side.] And it is because it has been 
consistent to its principles that those treaties have never been 
ratified, and, in my judgment, they never will be ratified by Re· 
~llica~ : 

: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. Will 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 could. Yes, by putting the~ 
on the free list. 

Mr. LIND. But is there anything now not on the free list that 
could be made the subject af reciproeity 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, I mentioned that-statuary and painting. 
Mr. PAYNE. He is asking 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 competition with· French champagne. 
We ~o not have any competition in argols; we do not have any 
competition in any of these articles-paintings--

Mr. LIND. One more 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 re~iprocity 
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 hand, it 
was an exception. It 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 is not 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 
Dingley 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 
speech that, taken · by themselves, may be construed to mean 
almost anything; but taken as a whole the speech was a McKinley 
speech. It was a speech, 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 trade arrangements which will not interrupt home production 
we shall extend the outlets of our increasing surplus. 

And then again: 
We should take from our customers such of tlleir products as we can use 

without harm to our industries and labor. 
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And·all through that speech, in which he glorifies our .prosperity, 
be attributes its existence to the policy of protection. Whether 
that be so or not, the faith of the Republican p;:1rty to-day on this 
·subject remains as declared in 1900 at Phlladelpbia: 

We favor the ~.ssooiate policy of reciprocity, so directed as to open our 
markets on favorable terms for wllat we do not ourselves 'Produce in ex­
change for free foreign markets. 

Now, why change this policy at all? Why not cling to the pol­
icy of reciprocal relations with respect simply to noncompeting 
articles, and so preserve our home interests? ·oh, they say, 
because we want to get foreign trade. Well, what is the matter 
with our foreign trade? There certainly is nothing of criticism 
to ba said about its present status, and 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 mll take care of 
itself in the future, as it has in the past. Why, during the last 
thirty years our foreign trade bas grown more than that of Great 
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 hexe some figures that I will not stop to read at length, 
but I will give you the .results of them. I :have first a table show­
ing the exports of domestic products from the United States, Great 
13ritain, Germany, and France, and I find that between 1872 and 
1901 the increase of the United States foreign trade was 168.39 per 
cent. I find that the increase _of trade of Great Britain in the 
same period was 8.49 per cent. I find that the increase of ·trade 
of .Germany was 91.19 per cent and of France 6.68 per cent-tbat 
is to say, while Germany, which next to the United States grew 
the most, increased 91 per cent, the United States increased 168.39 
per cent. 

I 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 products of the 
United S.tates, Great Britain, Germany, and France, and I will 
read you the result as to that. 'The United States between 1872 
and 1901 increased 73.06 per cent, Great Britain increased 28.10 
per cent, Germany increased 76. 7.4 per cent, France increased 
14.32 per cent. 

The tables are as follows: 
Exp(YI'ts of domestic p1·oducts fmm United States, G1·eat Britain, Ge1·many, 

and France. 

United States _____ ------------------ $505,033,439 $1,355,481,861 168.39 
Great Britain ______ ------------------- 1,241, 760,00> 1,347,132,617 8.4-9 
~1·many ------------------------------ 551,618,000 1,054,685,000 91.19 ..France______________________________ 726,00),000 774,497,&Xl 6.68 

Imparts entered fm· consumption into United States, Great Britain,, Germany, 
and France. 

Conn try. 1872. 1901. 

-------------------------1---------·r---------
United States ________ : ___ --------------
Great Britain----------------------
Germany----------------------------­
France_--------------------------------

$663,146,657 
1, 535,123, 000 

775, 128,<XX> 
689,100, 000 

$899, 793, 754 
2,210,111, <XX) 
1, 290, 254, ()()() 

843, 254, 000 

!
Percent 

of in­
crease. 

85.68 
43.97 
66.4.'> 
22.if/ 

TotaZ imports en:tm·ed for cO'ItS'Umption and ex-poru of domestic products, 
United States, Great Britain, ·Germany, rutd.France. 

Country. 1872. 1901. 

!
Percent 

of in­
crease. 

United States ______ ----·--------------- $1,168,180,006 $2,255,275,615 00.06 
Great Britain ______ ------------------~ 2, 776,883,000 3,557,243,617 28.10 
Germany-------------------- ____ ------ 1,326, 746,000 2, 344,939,000 76.74 
France ________ -----_------------------- 1,415,100,000 1, 617,751,600 14-132 

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. In 1892 our ex­
ports of manufactures amounted to only $158,500,917, or 15.7 per 
cent of our exports. In 1902 our exports of manufactures 
amounted to$403,641,401, or 29.77 of our exports, an increase since 
1892 of 154.7 per cent. Why, the growth of our foreign trade has 
been the wonder of the world. We have heard 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 mus.t b.uy or we can not sell." 

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
Jlression 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 l-ength, in 1892 we bought at the rate of $12. n per capita; 
in 1894, $9.41; 1895, $10.61; in 1896, $12.29. Then coming to a 
later period, 1900, 1901, and 1902. In 1900 we bought at the rate 
of $17.96; in 1901, 610.58; in 1902, $11.43. The tables in full are 
as follows: 

Year. Amount. I Per 

----------------------------------·!--------- ~ptta. 
1893 --------------------------------------------------
1 9:1 ---------------------- ··- --------------- •• ----------
1 95 ----------------------------------------------------
1896 --------------------------.---- -------------·----
19(X) ------------------------------------------------
1901 ------------------------------------- -------------
190'2 --. ---------- -- .... --------------- ·-- ----.-----------

$866, ®, 922 
654, 99!, 622 
731,969,965 
779' 72!, 674 
8!9, 9il, 184 
823,172,165 
903, 3:.'0, 943 

$12.73 
9.41 

10.61 
12.29 
17.96 
10.58 
11.43 

There are reasons why we should not be as great buyers as 
·some otber nations. Those reasons are to be found in our 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 m11 ever continue 
to be so long as our industries flourish and our wage-earners are 
in receipt of such wages as enable them to be large consumers. 

Yes; but gentlemen say, " ·Oh, well, we will be shut out of 
the markets of the W01'1d. They will raise their tariffs on us." 
My friend from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] indulged in a sad 
foreboding 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 tha.t foreign tariffs were going to bar us out of the 
markets of Europe. Why, Mr. Chairman., men in the aggregate 
are just like individuals. They buy where they can buy best 
and cbeapest, and buy from the :party who has what they want 
to sell. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent that 

the time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania may be extended 
until he completes his Temarks. 

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 
BUlillller. ' ' 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Ever since the enactment of the Dingley 
tariff bill have not the Eul"opean countries that furnished us mar­
kets for our goods heretofore almost all of them discriminated 
against our iron and steel manufactures? 

Mr. DALZELL. They do not seem to have affected our pros­
perity in that direction.. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will ask the gentleman from Penn.syl­
vania if it is not a fact that our exports last year were less than 
they were five years ago? 

Mr. DALZELL. I dD not have before me the :figrrres, but I will 
Bay that there are periods of depression, and sometimes there are 
long times of depression; but there is always a reason for it, and 
generally tempm-ary. 

Now, with re·spect 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 allowiDe to ask him just 
one question? 

Mr. DALZELL. I will. 
Mr. STANLEY. Does the gentleman not concede that a-high 

protective rate on the part of Great Britain would be a great ca­
lamity to this country? 

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 geiltleman--

Mr. STANLEY. I am 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 an article 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 as I 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 
it.s corn, half of its meat, and three-fourths of its cotton. In 1901 
Europe took over 50 per cent of om· 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 yon 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 reciprocity 
so directed 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 shall lose his 
job or part with a penny of his wages. The game is not worth 
the candle. 

In the long run we shall have our full share of the world's 
markets. We shall have it because we shall deserve it. 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 people on the face of the earth, and all 
of it backed by such wise policies as shall most advantageously 
develop their great resources. [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: 

H. R. 19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, 
Ind. T.; 

H. R. 11021. An act granting an increa£e of pension to Joseph 
Weems; 

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 Beaumont, in the eastern district of Texas. 

The message also announced that th~ Senate had passed the fol­
lowing resolution: 

Resolved, That the action of the President pro tempore in signing the bill 
(S. 167) "granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe" be rescinded, 
and that the bill be r eturned to the House of Re;I?resentatives with the re­
quest t hat 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 tt 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 is a 
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 special figures here and there, seemingly contra­
dicting any principle, no matter how well grounded and fixed that 
principia may be. 

So gentlemen every now and then attempt to show that protec· 
tion, a policy which is inaugurated for the purpose of raising 
prices for the benefit of the man or industry protected, does really 
lower prices and thereby destroys its own purpose, and so gentle­
men now and then, as in this debate, attempt to show that people 
gt·ow rich by the "balance of trade" in their favor, or grow poor 
by 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 Stuart 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 compared with tlie 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 ti.Ihe, 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 example, 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 anything 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 all6l 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 would 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 spinner, 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" at all. 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. · 

If either of any two of us had sold always and never bought, 
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 (Principles 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 thev 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 at tempted, as far as was physically 
possible, to produce for themselves what they now import from one another, 
the 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 that its labor and capital could be em­
ployed to greatest advantage by being removed bod.Ilv to the other. The 
labor 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 greater than it is if 
everything were produced where there is the greatest absolute facility for its 
production. -

But nations do not, at least in modern times, emigrate en masse; and while 
the labor and capital of a country remain in the country, they ar e most bene­
ficially employed in producing for foreign markets as well as for its own the 
things in which it lies under the least disadvantage, if there be none in which 
it possesses an advantage. 

Before proceeding further let us contrast this view of the benefits of inter­
national commerce with other theories which have prevailed and which to a 
certain extent still prevail on the same subject. 

According to the doctrine now stated, the only direct advantage of foreign 
commerce consists in the imports. A country obtains things 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 commoditi~ it 
wants for the same labor and capital, or the same supply for less labor and 
capital, leaving the surplus disposable to produce other things. 

The vulgar th~o~ disregards this ~nefit and deems the ad"\'"antage of 
commerce to reside m the exports; as if not what a country obtains, but 
what it parts with by its foreign trade, was supposed to constitute the gain 
to it. An extende.d market for its produce; an abllJ?.da~t consumption for its 
goods;. a vent for Its suriJlus; are the phrases by which It has been customary 
to.des1gnate the uses and recommendations of commerce with foreign coun­
tries. 

-----.. 
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This notion is intelligible when we consider that the authors- and-leaders 
of opinion on mercantile questions have liitherto been the selling class. It is 
in truth a surviving relic of the mercantile theory, accordirig to which, 
money being the only wealth, selling or, in other words, exchanging goods 
for money was, to countries without mines of their own, the only way of 
growing rich; and importation of goods-that is to my, parting with money­
was so much subtracted from the benefit. 

Adam Smith says, in his celebrated first chapter of book four, 
sapping and annihilating the me1·cantile theory, a chapter which, 
by the way, every young and old student of thifr subject ought to 
read carefully, amongst other things these: 

We say of a rich man that he is worth a great deal and of a poor man that 
he is worth a very little money. * * * Wealthandmoney,in short, are, in 
common language, considered as in eyery respect synonymous. 

A rich country, in the same manner, * * * is supposed to be a country 
abounding in money; and to heap up gold and silver in any country is sup­
posed to be the readiest way to enrich it. For sometime after the discovery 
of Amei·ica the first inquiry of the Spaniards, when they arrived upon any 
u.nkliown coast, used to be, if there was any gold. or silver to be. found in the 
neighborhood. By the information which they received they judged whether 
it was worth while to make a settlement there or if th.e country was worth 
the conquering. 

Plano Carpino, a monk sent ambassador from the King of France to one of 
the sons of the famous Ghengis Khan, says that the Tartars used fr.eauently 
to ask him if there was plenty of sheep and oxen in the Jiingdom of France. 
Theirinquiryhad the same object with that of the Spaniards. They wanted 
to know if the country was rich enough to be worth conquering. Among the 
Tartars, as among all other nations of shepherds, who are generally ignorant 
of the use of money, cattle are the instruments of commerce and the measures 
of value. 

Wealth, therefore, according to them consisted in cattle, asaccordin~ to 
the Sp!I.Iriards i~consisted in gold and Silver. Of the two the Tartar-notion, 
perhaps, was the nearest to the truth. 

* :;: * * • • • * 
In consequence of these popular notions all the different nations of Europe 

ha'le studied, though to little purpose, every possible Jll.a<tns of accumulating 
gold and silver in their respective countries. Spain and Portugal, the pro­
prietOl's of the principal mines which supply Europe with those meta.ls1 haye 
either prohibited thell' exportation under the severest penalties or subJected 
it to a considerable duty. 

The like prohibition seem..s- anciently to have made a part of the policy of 
most other European nations. It is even to be found, where we should least 
of allexyect to find it, in some old Scotch acts of Parliament, which forbid, 
under heavy penalties, the carrying of gold or silver forth of the kingdom. 
The like policy anciently took place both in France and England. 

When those countries became commercial, the merchants found this pro­
hibition extremely inconvenient. They could frequently buy more advan­
tageously with gold and silser than with any other commodity the foreign 
goods which they wanted. either to importinto their own or to carry to some 
other foreign country. They remonstrated, therefore, against this prohibi­
tion as hurtful to trade. 

* * • • • • • 
Tlwt this expm·tation (of money) could. only be prevented. by a proper at­

tention to what they called the balance of trade. That when the country 
exported to. a greater value than it imported a balance became due to it 
f1·om foreign na.tions, which was necessarily paid to it in gold and silver and 
thereby increased the quantity of those metals in the Kingdom. But that 
when it imported to a greater value than it exported a contrary balance be­
came due to foreign nations, which was necessarily paid to them in tha same 
manner and thereby diminished the quantity. 

* * • • • * • 
Those arguments were partly solid and partly sophistical. Theywere solid 

so far as they asserted that the exportation of gold ana silver in trade might 
frequently be advantageous to the country. They were solid, too, in assert­
ing that no prohibition could prevent their exportation when '{lrivate people 
found any advantage in exporting them. But they were sophistical in sup­
posing that either to preserve or to augment the quantity of those metals 
required more the attention of go-vernment, than to preserve or to augment 
the quantity of any other useful commodities, which the freedom of trade, 
withon.t any such attention, never fails to supply in the proper quantity. 

* * * * * * * Such as they were, howev~ those arguments convinced the people to 
whom they were addressed. ·1:ney were-addressed by merchants to parlia­
ments and t.o the councils of princes, to nobles and to country gentlemen; 
by those who were supposed to understand trade to those who were con­
scious to themselves that they knew nothing about the matter. That for­
aim trade enriched the country, experience demonstrated to the nobles and 
co~ try gentlemen, as well as to the-merchants; but how 01~ in what manner 
nona of them well knew. 

The merchants knew per~ectly in what ma~er it enriched thelllB;Olves. It 
was their business to know 1t. But to know m what manner 1t enriched the 
co,intry was no part of their business. This subject never came into thet= 
consideration, but when they Jw,d occasion to apply to then· country for some 
change in the laws relating to foreign trade it then became necessary to 
say something about the beneficial efiects of foreign trade and the manner 
in which those effects were obstructed by the laws as they then stood. 

To the judges who were to decide the business it appeared a most satisfac­
tory account of the matter when they wer.e told t~at f~reign "t!ade brou_ght 
money into the country, but that the laws ill question hindered1tfrom bnng­
ing so mnch as it otherwise would do. Those arguments therefore produced 
the wished-for effect. The prohibition of exporting gold and sil-ver was in 
France and England confined to the coin of those respective countries. -rrhe 
exportation of foreign coin and bullion was made free. In Rolland and in 
some other places this liberty was extended even to the coin of the country. 

The attention of goyernment W.'I.S turned away from guarding a-gainst the 
exportation of gold and silver to watch over the balance of trade as tho only 
caus.e which could occasion any augmentation or diminution of those metals. 
Fromonefruitlesscareitwnsturnedawaytoanothercaremuchmoreintricate, 
much more embarass:ing, and just equally fruitless. The title of MU?'s.bo<!k, 
En~ land's Treasure in Foreign Trade, became a fundamental :max1m m the 
political economy, not of England onlyb:utof all other commercial cc;mntr~es. 

The inland or home trade, the most rmportant of all, the tmde ill which 
an equal capital affords the greatest revenue u.~d creates the. g:reatest em­
ployment to the people of the country, was_ cons1dered as su~sidiary qnly to 
foreign trade. It n~ither brought money mto the country, It was sa1~ nor 
carried any out of 1t. The ~ountry therefore. could .nev.er become eitJ:ler 
richer or poorer by means of 1t, except so far as 1ts prosper1 ty or decay nught 
inilirectly influence the state of foreign b·ade. 

A country that has no Ihines of its own must undoubtedly draw its gold 
and silver from foreign countries, in the same manner as one that has no 
vinefards of its own must draw iw wines. It does not seem necessary, how-

ever, that the attention of government should be more turned toward the 
one than toward the other object. A country that has wherewithal to bny 
wine will always get the wine which it has occasion for; and a country that 
has wherewith.-:.1 to buy gold and silver will never be in want of those metals. 

We trust with perfect security that the freedom of trade, without any at­
tention of government, will always supply us with the wine which we have 
occasion for; and we may trust Wlth equal security that it will always supply 
us with all the gold and silver which we can afford to purchase or to employ 
either in circulating our commodities or in other uses. ' 

The quantity of every commodit-y which human industry can either pur­
chase or produce naturally regulates itself in every country according to tho 
effectual demand, or according to the demand of those who are willing to pay 
th~ wl?-ole rent. labor, and profits w~cp must be paid in order to prepare and 
bnng 1t to market. But no commod1t1es regulate themselves more easily or 
more exactly according to this effectual demand than gold and silver; because 
on account of the small bulk and great value of those metals no commoditiea 
can be more easily transported from one place to another, from tho places 
where they are cheap to those where they are dear, from the pln.ces where 
they exceed to those where they fall short of this effectual demand. 

lf there was in England. for example, an effectual demand for an additionl 
quantity of gold, a packet boat could bring from Lisbon, or from where'\'er 
else it was to be had, 50 tons of gold, which could be coined into more than 
5,000,000 guineas; but if there was an effectual demand for grain to the same 
value, to import it would require, at 5 guineas a ton, a million of tons ship­
ping, or a thousand ships of a thousand tons each. Tho navy of England 
would not be sufficient. 

When the quantity of gold and silver imported into any country exceeds 
the effectual demand, no vi!rilance of government can prevent their expor­
tation. Ali the sanguinary 1aws of Spain and Portugal are not able to keep 
their gold and silver at home. The continual importations from Peru and 
Brazil exceed the effectual demand of those countries and sink the price of 
those metals there below that in the neighboring countries. 

If, on the contrary, in any particular country their quantity fell short of 
the effectual demand, so far as to raise the price above that of the neighbor­
ing countries, the government would have no occasion to take any pains to 
import them. If it was even to take pains to prevent their importation, it 
would not be able to effectuate it. Those metals, when the Spartans had got 
wherewithal to purchase them, broke through all the barriers which the 
laws-of Lycurgus opposed to their entrance into Lacedemon. 

• • * * * * * 
It would ba too ridiculous to go about seriously to prove that wealth does 

not consist in money,orin gold and silver, but in what money purchases, and 
is valuable only for purchasing. Money, no doubt, makes always a p2.rt of 
the national capital, but it has already been shown that it generally makes but 
a small part, and always the mostuniJrofitable part of it * * * and though 
goods do not always draw money so readily as money draws goods, in the 
long run theydraw it more necessarily than even it draws them. 

Goods can serve many other pm'll9ses besides purchasin.,. money but 
money can serve no otherpm-pose bes1des purchasing goods. Money, .there­
fore, necessarily runs after goods, but goods do not always or necessarily run 
after money. The man who buys does not always mean to sell again, but 
frequently to use or to consume, whereas he who sells always means to buy 
aga.m. The one may freqnently baye done the whole, but the other can 
never have done more than the one-half of his business. 

It is not for its own sake that men desire money, but for the sake of what 
they can pm-chase with it. * * * That to atteml?t to increase the wealth 
of any country, either by introducing or by detainmg in it an unnecessary 
quantity of gold and silver, is a.s absurd as it would be to attempt to increase 
the good cheer of private families by obliging them to keep an unnecesso.ry 
number of kitchen utensils. 

As the expense of purchasing those unnecessary utensils would diminish 
instead of increasing either the quantity or goodness of the family pronsions, 
so the expense of purchasing an unnecessary quantity of gold and silvm.• 
must, in every country as necessarily diminish the wealth which feeds, 
clothes, and lodges, which-maintains and employs the people. 

* "' * * * * * The importation of gold and silver is not the principal, much less the sole, 
benefit which a nation derives from its foreign trade. Between whatever 
places foreign trade is carried on they allot them derive two distinct bene.fits 
from it. It carries out that surplus part of the produce of their land and la­
bor for which there is no demand among them and brings back in return for 
it something else, which may satisfy their wants and increase then· enjoy­
ment&. 

By means of it the narrowness of tha home market docs not hinder the 
division of labor in any particular branch of art or mnnufactm·e from being 
carried to the highest perfection. By opening- a mora ertensi'le market for 
whatever part of the produce of thEUr labor may exceed the home consump­
tion, it encoura"'e!f them to improve its productive powers and to augment 
its annual prod'uce to tha utmost, and thereby to increase the reu1 revenue 
and wealth of the society. 

These great and important services foreign trade is continually occupied 
in performing to all the different countries between which it is carried on. 
They all derive great benefit from it, though that in which the merchant re­
sides generally derives the greatest, as he is generally more employed in 
supplying the wants and carrying out the superfluities of his own than of 
any other. particular countrv. To import the gold and silver which maybe 
wanted into the countries which have no mines is, no doubt, a part of the 
business of foreign. commerce. It is, however, a most insignificant part of 
it. A couutry which carried on fore~ trade merely on this account could 
scarce have occasion to freight a ship_m a century. 

* * * * * • * By opening a new and inexhaustible market to all the commodities of 
Em·ope it gave ocea!'ion to new divisions of labor and improvements of art, 
which, in the narrow circle of the ancient commerce, could never have taken 
place for want of a market to takeoff the grea.terpart of their produce. The 
productive powers oi labor were improved and its produce increased in aU 
the different countries of Europe, and, together with it, the real revenue and 
wealth of the inhabitants. 

The commodities of Europe were almost all new to America, and many of 
tho~e of America were new to Europe. A new set of exchanges, therefore, 
began to take place which had never been thought of before, &nd which 
should naturally have proved as ad-vanta~eous to the new as it certainly did 
to the old continent. The savage injtlBtice of the Enropeans rendered an 
event which ought t.o have been beneficial to all ruinous and destructive to 
severn.! of those unfortunate countries. 

• * * * * * * I thought it necessary, though at the hazard of being tedious, to examine 
at full length this popular notion that wealth consists in money or in gold and 
silver. Money in common language, as I h~ve already obser>ed, frequently 
signifies wealth; and this ambiguity of expression bas rendered this popular 
notion so familiar to us that even they who are convinced of its ab&·nrdity 
are very apt to forget then· own principles and in the course of their rea,. 
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 wt>..a.lth of a country consists, not in its gold and silver only, but in 
its L'!.nds, houses, and consumable goods of all diffeJ.'en1i kinds. In the course 
of their reasonin~s, however, the funds, houses, and consumable goods seem 
to slip out of their memory, and the strain of their srgument frequently sup­
poses that all wealth consists in gold and silver, and that to multiply those 
metals is the great object of national industry and commerce. 

The two principles being established, however, that wealth consisted in 
gold and silver, and that those metals could be brought into a country which 
had no mines only by the balance of trade, or by exporting to a IP'eater value 
~~l~!:~orted; it necessarily became the great object of political economy 
to · · · as much as possible the importation of foreign goods for home 
consumption and to increase as much as possible the exportation of the prod­
no 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. 

Second. Restraints upon the importation of goods of almost all kinds 
from those particular countries with which the bal:mce of trade was sup­
posed to be disadvantageous. 

Those different restraints consisted sometimes in high duties and some­
times in absolute prohibitions. 

• * • • * • • 
The two sorts of restraints upon importation abov~ mention~ ~et:Jler 

with these four encouragements to exportation, constitute the SlX prmmpal 
means by which the commercial system proposes to increase the quantity of 
gold and silver in any country by turning the balance of trade in Its favor. 

I shall consider each of them m a particular chapter, and without taking 
any further notice of their supposed tendency to bring money into the coun­
try I shall ex::lmine chiefly what are likely to be the effects of ea-ch of them 
upon the annual produce of its industry. According as they tend either to 
increase or diminish the value of this annual produce, they must evidently 
tend either to increase or diminish the real wealth and 1·evenue of the country 

Ricardo says: 
Gold and silver ha.vins- been chosen for the ~eneral medium of circulation: 

they are, by the competition of commerce, distributed in such proportions 
amongst the different countries of the world as to accommodate themselves 
to the natural traffic which would take place if no such metals existed and 
the trade between countries were purely a trade or barter. 

I quote also on the balance-of-trade subject from Mr. Baker of 
N. Y. in the Johnstown Daily Democrat of February 14. It is 
not bad reading. 

THAT B.A.LANCE-<lF-TR.A.DE FALLACY. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February 13. 
When we consider how widespread is the belief (or rather, acceptance ot 

the smtement) that not only does protection u enable;, the protected manu­
facturers to pay high wages, but that in some occult way which even its ad­
vocates do not explain," compels" their payment by protected manufacturers, 
it ought.not, I assume, to be an occasion for surprise to find how p1·evalent is 
the idea that that country whose exports exceeds its importsistherebymade 
prosperous. 

Certainly no fallacy is so widely accepted, has so ma.ny devotees, is so in­
frequently challenged. And yet~ even the most cursory thouS'ht. the most sim­
ple examination of the subject, snould be sufficient to expose Its fallaciousness. 

The policies •of nations, the fates of empires, aye, the very existence of 
civilization itself, seem to most people to be mvolved in the contest for 
commercial supremacy which the great nations of the world are en~aged in. 

So common and so prevalent is the idea of "war" associated With com­
merce that it has come to be the usual term of expression that this or that 
nation must .. fight" for commercial supret:IU~.cy, and the reason advanced 
by people to-day why nations must fight is not, as in the past1 ostensibly for 
territorial aggrandizement, for the extension of the geographical boundaries 
of nations, but that they must "fight for markets," fight for the right to 
push the sale of their products among the people of other nations. 

Is it not singular that these devotees of war and warlike methods, these 
people who advocate the necessity of a big navy in order to secure the "open 
door," who would force our goods upon the heathen Chinese, should not as 
yet have advocated the creation and establishment of gigantic St.ate militia 
m order that the goods produced inN ew York may be forced upon the people 
of Ohio and Pennsylvania; that the manufactur.ers in Illinois require a la1·ge 
standing army in that State to force the sale of their goods upon Wisconsin, 
Iowa., and Indiana? 

And yet to those who are not inoculated with this virus for immense armies 
or big navies it should a~pear no more fantastic and unreasonable for the 
people of these and other States to insist that the goods created within their 
territories shall be forced upon the people of adjoining States than that we 
should, as a nation, force our goods upon the Chinaman, the Jap, the Russian, 
or the Hindoo. 

As I have said, the prevalence of this idea that markets mnst be fought for 
Is largely responsible indirectly,if not directly, for the thought that those 
nations which export the most and import the least are thereby made the 
most prosperous. 

And yet if one will but think on this subject in a simlJle wa.y, will apply 
the same powers of logical analysis which he gives to his own affairs, will 
ask himself the question why the doing of something by a large number of 
people in their collective capacity hasadifferente:ffectupon them as a whole 
than what would follow the same act of an individual, he must at once see the 
utter absurdity and falsity of the contention that an excess of exports J;>roves 
that the nation is thereby becoming rich. Nations are great a~gre~ations of 
individuals. It is just as true that a hundred thousand indiVIdualS can not 
send out a million dollars' worth of wealth, receiving back $900,<XXJ worth, 
and thereby become rich, as if it wel'e the transaction of one individual. 

Perhaps the most surprising thing in connection with this delusion is the 
fact admitted even by the most ardent advocates of the "profitableness" of 
excess exports, that Great Britain, admittedly next to the United States the 
mot prosperous nation in the worldJ.has for a long period of years been im­
porting hundreds of millions of doJ.J..ars' worth of wealth in excess of her 
exports. 

For the year ending June 30, l!XXJ, her excess of imports over exports 
amounted to the enormous sum of $900,<XXJ,OOO. During the same year the 
excess exports over imports of the United States amounted to $400,<XXJ,OOO. If 
the c;ontention that tha t nation is most prosperous which has an excess of 
exports is sound, then it follows that England by this time must have been 
almost entirely denuded of all wealth, for her excess of imports has been 
going on for decades and must now aggregate many billions of dollars. 

If this contention is the correct o~.~ then the year ending June 00, 1903, 
made England relatively thirteen h1Illared millions of dollars poorer than 
the United States~ four hundred millions of this being the United States ex­
cess of eXIJOrts ana nine hundred millions Great Britain's excess of imports. 

The explanation usually given this so-called "favorable" balance of trade 
is that, to quote President McKinley, we get it back in "pure gold." This in 
face of the fact that our total excess exports of gold and silver during thf 
last hundred years amounts to over a. billion dollars. It would be interest~ 
ing to know how these "balance-of-trade" theorists account for England 
having an enormous stock of gold snd silver. She has, however, accumula· 
tions running into the hundreds of millions of these precious metals, w hila 
the United States is one of the largest producers of gold and silver. 

So that we have the anomaly, if this balance-of-trade theory is correct, of 
the nation whose imports (income) habitually exceed her exports (outgo) 
by several hundred millions annually and p:roducea none of the metals­
therefore must import them-accumulating large amounts, while the United 
S tates, a. large producer of gold and silver, exports several hundred millions 
in excess of her im_portg, and yet does not accumulate gold and silver to the 
extent that Great Britsindoes. 

Tbe old mercantile theory being put into execution, Spain fell 
from being the richest to about the poorest and least lJJWerful 
country upon the surface of the earth. 

Money must be kept in and products must go out, yon say. 
Why, if yon will consider the history of trade between the United 
States and Great Britain for a few yeru.·s, nobody with ordinary 
reasoning powers would talk about the balance of trade one way 
or the other. 

The u balance of trade " has been H 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 snre, but anyhow 
for a long time. Great Britain produces no gold and silver. We 
produce a great deal of gold and silver. Great Britain buys from 
us very much more than she sells to us. 

The naturalresnlt yon would think would be that we got her gold 
and silver. Net a bit of it, for it happens that she imported more 
gold and silver from us upon the whole than we from her. There 
is no such thing as a" balance of trade,'' around the world, except 
a true balancel and a true balance is not bing 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 
people in a very bad fix~ and for no great length of time can it do it. 

If I buy a thing and pay for it, why do I buy it? Because I had 
rather have the thing than the money. Why had I rather have 
the thing than the money? BecaUBe I have more use for the thing 
than I have for the money. Why have I more use for it? 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 money than to have the thing; 
because I see that the money will enrich me more than the thing 
that I am parting with. How? By buying something of greater 
value to me. And so, your gold and silver, which is money every­
where, is·, in intSJ.-national relations, a eommodity 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. Shewasanold Scotchwoman 
and answered a good deal to Samuel J ohn.son's definition of a 
Scotchman in one respect, that the s1rn1l 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 ne-ver 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. I am going to give yon a whipping. I am 
not going to have that sort of a thing go on. Gran "-one of the 
other grandchildren- " started out that way and finally got to 
swapping horses." 

After the old lady had slapped me, she said: "John, I want yon 
to understand why I slapped yon. When yon swapped knives with 
that other boy you did one of two things-yon acted either a fool 
became you let him cheat you, or a knave because you cheated 
him." [Laughter.] That is thelaughabletheory, that when peo­
ples trade together one must necessarily be chiseled and swindled. 
I heard a gentleman from PeiiDBylvania 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 unless it 
is equally Canada's trade with us, and how can there be any 
"their trade" with us unless it is equally our trade with Canada? 
And unless we make upon both sides of the transaction then our 
mutual 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 " balance of trade " is deceptive. 
And why? When you come to count up your exports from the 
United States, you value them at the prices of the a1-ticle in the 
United States, and when foreigners come to count them where 
they are delivered as im.ports of theirs they value them at their 

-----
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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. 

Now, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] said 
that the Democratic platform declared that "as practiced, reci­
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. 

And 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, because 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 power, and thereby increas­
ing the volume of our shipments to them. 

The gentleman said there are two kinds of reciprocity, and there 
are. There is a sham reciprocity, the seeming reciprocity, which is 
Republican reciprocity, and then there is "the real thing," and 
that is Democratic reciprocity. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] 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 noncomp6ting 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 aheady 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. And why? Because if 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 he allows you to send anything except" noncompeting " articles 
into his market. 

So that you have this magnificent piece of mutual hum buggery 
at the two ends of the balance, '' Republican reciprocity,'' as de­
fined by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]: 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 1·eciprocity, 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 knows that we have 
got to consume his noncompeting articles anyhow. 

Such articles as they produce that come into our markets and 
that are noncompeting with ours, because we for any reason can 
not produce them, we have got to 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 vroduce, would be to make our own people pay more for 
them. We 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 
position. 

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 and 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 national production." Had it not? If 
there is any reason at all that could be stated, it must be 
simply because sugar was at thattimeproducednearly altogether 
out of cane in Louisiana and was not at that time produced to 
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 that section was inserted after the 
schedules of the bill had been fixed. What difference does it 
make whether it was inserted after you 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 could 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" our trade" (as if 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 
trne--

Mr. DALZELL. I think the gentleman has made a mistake. 
I did not say anything of that kind. 

A MEMBER. It was Mr. B.A.TES. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg pardon of the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania for the mistake. It was an interruption of the 
gentleman's speech in which that language was used by Mr. 
BATES his colleague. 

Mr. BATES. The gentleman from Mississippi will allow me to 
say that was not the language I used. I stated that during the life 
of that treaty of 1854: with Canada our exports to Canada increased 
only 11 per cent. while her exports to us increased 500 per cent. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
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. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I am glad to do that, too; I 
am going 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 would! the tendency of protectionist miseducation on 
the other side 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 out unconsciously 
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 because 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 unless, in their opinion, 
it paid them to get it, 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 years 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 period 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 qt 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, Iamgoingtoread 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 energy, the tact, and the skill of Lord Elgin, then 
governor·ge1,1eral of Canada, there was negotiated and ratified in 1854 a. com­
mercial treaty between the United States and the Canadian provinces. Thia 



1904. CONGRESSIO_N.AL RECORD-HOUSE. 2575 
treaty, by its terms, was to continue for a period of ten years, and continu­
ally thereafter until twelvemonths after either government had given notice 
to the other of its wish to terminate the same. 

The President of the United States, UJ>On 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 
produc.:ts, being the growth and products of Canada and of the United States, 
e bracing 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 understand why the 
United States Congress terminated this treaty. The principal reason given 
was that with the enormous debt left by the civil war the United States was 
in need of all possible revenues, and must have the revenue that would come 
from the duty on Canadian impm·ts. 

It islossible also that a feelin~ of bitter hostility~ growing out of the atti­
tude o Great Britain and certam factions in Canaaa during our great civil 
conflict, had its influence upon Congress; but, more than all this, it is proba­
ble that the great pressing problems with which the statesmen of that d:l.y 
had to deal were so all-absorbing that the possible growth and development 
of our commerce did not receive due consideration. 

It was in an era of war. Commercial benefit was not then the 
main aim of Congress in legislating, I will interpolate. 

Figures­

Markyou-

ITS PRACTICAL EFFECTS. 

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 only by their incree.sed 
sales, but by their in01·eased purchases from the other. But, viewed entirely 
from the standpoint of the figures which state the exports and imports-

Viewed entirely from that standpoint-
an examination of these figures for the years 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 comparatively little 
trade between Canada and the United States and. _prior to 1846 scarcely any, 
but during this time, while the trade was insignificantly small, our exports 
always exceeded our imports. With the ratification of the treaty in 1854 the 
trade between the countries increased at a bound. 

'' Our exports to Canada,'' a thing that you think makes us rich, 
increased. nearly 300 per cent in two years," grew from $12,432,597 
in 1 53, the year preceding the ratification of the treaty, to 
$34.,362,188 in 1855, the first year in which the treaty was in force;" 
and" om· imports during the same period increased from $6,527,559 
to $15,118,289," o_r double, in round numbers. What we bought 
from them-the thing that y-ou 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 almost the same ratio dnring the 
.first two years the treaty was in operation. During om· civil war the exports 
and imports grew nearer together, owing to the eurtailing of our production 
and the increase of our consw:nption, until, in 1.864., the imports exceeded the 
exports, and so again in 1865 and 1866. . 

.And tho.seare the onlythree years during the life of the treaty; 
and why? Because when men are fighting they can not plow. 
When m-en are on steamships at sea in deadly conflict with theil.· 
foes they: can not be working in shops on land manufacturing 
thing . No country .can go to war without increasing its con­
sumption and decreasing its production. 

The treaty terminated in 1866, and the excess of our imports over expor-ts 
which be~an in 1 6-! continued until1874, or a _period of seven years after the 
termination of the treatv. 

Why? Because we were still trying to catch up with the waste 
of the war. 

'The years when this treaty was in force were far more prosperous for the 
commerce between Canada and the United States than had hitherto been 
enjo-red. 

Now, the trade may have been more prosperous at some periods 
since, understand me, becaUBe both countries have since become 
more prosperous, more populous, more productive, and therefore 
both possess greater interchangeable value, one for the oth€r; but 
it v.a3 relatively prosperous then than at any equal period since. 

In fact it was the very beginning of what has since developed into an enor­
mous commerce between these two neighborin"' peoples. During the period 
of a little less than twelve yea.rs that the 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, 
in 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 true figure.s to think about; even the 
"balance of trade" was in our favor. 
Be~ more than double the entire trade between the countries during any 

year prwr to the ratification of the treaty, and the total comnferce grew dnr­
mg tl:iat period-

Now, hear this: ~ 
The total commerce grew during that period from $18,<XXl,OOJ per annum to 

f16,00J,<ro. As these countries have prospored and increased in importance, 
the commerce between them has continued to grow, until in the fiscal year 
just ended the total commerce reached almost to $180,000,<XXl, the balance of 
trade being greatly in our favor. The present condition ea.n not, however, 
long continue. 

Our average tariff on dutiable goods coming b·om Canada. to the United 
States is 49.83 per cent, and the Canadian average tariff on dutiable goods 
going from the United States into Cana.da is 2!.83 per cent. Unless commer- ­
cial reciprocity is soon attained, Canadian tariffs will undoubtedly be raised 

to approximately the level of our own, which will practically destroy com­
merce between the countries. 

THE PROPOSED 11 BROWN DRAFT" TREATY. 

In 1874 a. treaty was negotiated between the United States and the Do­
minion government which is known i:n Canada as the "Brown Draft treaty." 
This treaty contained three f'Chedules, and by its terms it was agreed that 
the duty on articles named in these schedules, being the growth, products, 
and manufacture of the Dominion of Canada and of the United States, on their 
importation from one country to the other, should, from the 1st day of July, 
1875, to the 30th day of June, 1816, inelnsive, 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 1st day 
of Jruy, 18i7, for a period of twenty-one -years, all such articles should be ad-
mitted free of duty into each coru;;..ry, respectively. · 

Eighteen hundred and seventy-four was during General Grant's 
Administration. The treaty of that year was approved by him. 

I want to remind you gentlemen upon that side of this House 
that General Grant, after he began to give up thoughts 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 would 
like to state to him that ::M:r. Hay the writer of that article, is one 
of the Republican tariff commissioners or appraisers at the port 
of New York, 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 n-ominated. 

Mr. LIND. Well? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Your President by appointing 

a man with his ideas, a man that could write that article showing 
such r esearch and sound economical judgment, reflects more 
credit upon 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 to call your attention to the fact that in 1874 a treaty 
was negotiated under General Grant's Administration, he being 
very much in favor of it, being a repetition of the treaty of 1854, 
exeept that it went furthe_r. 

Now the gentl~man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] tells us 
that the treaties negotiated by Mr. Kasson, approved by l\Ir. 
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 McKinley or he, I leave as a thought to be digested by 
the cotmtry. Then he goes on to say, 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 have introduced into this House a bill-and if I could just get 
the Ways and Means Committee favorably to rep01i and this 
House to pa.ss all my bills th-at are pending in that committee, 
this country would be great, grand, and glorious beyond all prece­
dent in less than three months. [Laughter.] I have introduced 
a bill into that oommittee, 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 
proposed import duties in the proposed treaty which was n-ego­
tiated by William McKinley's administration with France. A 
clause of my bill provides that that schedule of reduced duties 
shall not go into effect un_til 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 pToducts in her 
market her minimum rates. 

Now, here is my friend from New York [Mr. PAn.""E], who de­
nies the Senate's right to enter into reciprocity treaties, anyhow, 
without the Honse, and here is my friend from Pennsylvania [MP. 
DALZELL] who takes that view also, I believe. Now, I have come 
in to their aid. I now say, by 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 ~m 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 wb~th 
reading. 

The expansion of <>lll' trade and commerce is the present problem. Com­
mercial wars are unprofitable. A policy of good will and friendly trade 
relations prevents re-prisals. 

If he did n-ot fear reprisals, why did he want to "prevent re­
prisals?" - The gentleman from Penhsylvania tells m ·t<r-day that 
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he has heard this wolf cry of " reprisals and retaliation " so often 
that he pays no attention toit. Thatiss.ubstantiallywhathesaid. 
Now, if it had that effect upon 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, but 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 yon can. 

There is just one advantage that you can not deprive them of, 
and it is the advantage of their shipping to our markets the things 
which they grow or make, that we can not grow or make in this 
country-the noncompet~tive 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 t,o know that you propose to get some­
thing for nothing, or that they will trade on that basis? 

"Republican 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: 

Great Britain, our largest consumer for our agricultural and manufactur­
ing products, is now agitating the question of abandoning its old and cher­
ished 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 fig11res 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 per cent, and then she gave her 33t per cent. 

Mr. DALZELL. Twelve and one-half per cent was the first. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Twelve and a half per cent 

first, and then 25, and then 33t. 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 RECORD. 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 tim~. Last year ~r. 
Chamber bin spoke almost contemptuously of the Canadmn preference m 
favor of Great Britain, of 33t 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 value was wide of the mark. The preference bad 
actually rescued the British export trade to Canada. from .:e!actical extinc­
tion. This trade ·had gone down from $68,(XX),(XX) in 1873 to $'l91000,000 in 1897. 
The effect of this Canadian preference has been to bring this trade up to 
$59,000,000 in 1003. 

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 1866, when their trade relations were of a mutually advantageous char­
acter, and were exerting a Pt?Werful influence in .the creation .o~ comm.nnity 
of interest and the broademng of mutual relations. The c1vil war m the 
United States gave rise to circumstances that aroused unfriendly feeling 
toward Canada in that country, based upon misa.pprehe~sion as to facts, for 
the great majority of Canadians were friendly to the Umon. 

A mistaken iiilpression that the treaty was m1roh more favorable to Can­
ada. than to the United States was also entertained by the majority of Amer­
icans. For the period during which the treaty was in force th~ Da.la.nce of 
trade was deci<fedly in favor of the United States. According to Canadian 
trade returns, the total imports and exports, 1854 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
Imports from the United States-------------------------·---------- ~.927,000 
Exports to the United States_----------_--------------------------· 259,875, <XX> 
Balance of trade in favor of the United States-------------------- 73,052,<XX> 

These returns did not include Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland, and 
British Columbia. 

According to American returns, the total exports and imports to all of 
British North America, 1 54 to 1866, inclusive, were: 
Exports to British America _________ __ ---------------·-·------·----· $.'343,326,(XX) 
Imports from British America----- - ----------- --------------- ----- 318,760,000 
Balance in favor of the United States----- ----------------·-------· 24,566,<XX> 

And this: 
One of the unexpected trade developments of late yea1·s is the growth of 

an extensive demand in various parts of Canada for American farm products, 
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 regio~ in the 
maritime Provinces of New Brunswick, Nova Scotia., and Prince J!;dward 
Island, and in the lumbering and mining regions of Ontario; and for indian 
corn, biles, fla.xseed.J wool1 tobacco leaf, etc., in all parts of the Dominion. 
· In the fiscal year 1002-8 the importation of farm products into Canada for 

consumption from the United Stateswasasfollows: Dutia.blefa.rmproducts, 
$6,909,<XX>; free farm products, S14,672,<XX>, a total of $21,581,(XX). The same year 
the export of farm products to the United States was $9,1Ul,(XX), the Canadia.n 
excess of imports above exports from the United States being $12,38I.<XX>. The 
dutia.ple portion of. the imports was s~bject to the same rates of duty sub­
stantially as were rmposed by the Umted States upon articles of the same 
class imported from Canada. 

This condition of the tt·ade leads to the conclusion that if free trade in farm 
products existed, the importation by Canada from the United States for do­
mestic consumption would equal export in the same line to the United States 
for consumption. This, of course, would not apply to wheat, flour, and other 
articles of which both countries have a. surplus for export, as the United 
States in importing such products 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 tra.nspcrtation route , 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 an~ from the.Uni~d States since 1898 will be of interest, 
especmlly when taken m connection With the fact that anada bas given a 
tariff preference to Great Britain first of 12t per cent, 1897 to 1!!98, then of 25 
per cent to 100>, and of~ per cent since that time. 

Canadian impm:ts of manufactu?·es. 

Year. 

1898- ---·-- -------· -- ----- --·-- -------------- - -----
1899----------- ---·-- ---------------- ·--- ---- - - ·---
191)) -----------------------------------------------
1001.---------------- ------------------------------
190'~ - - ----- ---------- ---------- ---- ------ --.- ------
1003----------------- --·-- --------------- ----------

From Great From United 
Britain. States. 

$26,243,0CO 
31,187, <XX) 
37' 328, (XX) 
36,469,000 
il, 675, (XX) 
60,473,(XX) 

$41,510, (XX) 
49, 362, (XX) 
60, 473, (XX) 
62,643,000 
69,536,000 
76,291,000 

The Dominion of Canada. is the third largest customer of the United State~ 
among the nations of the world, and is th9 largest customer for mauufao 
tured goods. In the year 100'2 the exports of the United States to Canada 
exceeded by $&\814,(XX) her total exports to Mexico, the Central America.u 
States, and allot South America from Panama to Cape Horn. 

The question whether this great market is worth making an effort to rer 
tain is worthy of the serious consideration of American statesmen. Thal 
there is danger of its being seriously curtailed does not admit of doubt. 

* * * * * • * 
The J?resent importance of this question is great. Its future importancf 

is inflmtely greater. In the Canadian northwest, as yet practically nn 
touched, is a. wheat-growing area as large as eight States like Illinois. Where 
now there are a few hundred thousand inhabitants there will be teeming 
millions, and the 60,(XX),000-bushel wheat crop of the present year will be 
swollen to a figure that will make this great region the granary of food-pm·· 
chasing nations. 

English statesmen comprehend the importance of the trade of Canada., 
and are evolving shadowy 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 great extent as possible shall be 
shut out; at the cost to Britain of preferential duties in the home market, as 
moderate as possible, for a. limited list of colonial products. 

This preferential scheme is now engaging the attention of the Canadian 
public. Various circumstances predispose Canadians to look upon it with 
favor. There is soreness over the Alaskan boundary settlement. There is a. 
sense of injustice 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 foreign countries in the British market, and the 
proposed policy appeals st rongly to the Canadian sense of loyalty. 

The day has now come for the United States to abandon a wrong position 
and retrace false steps, and it is already high noon of that day. No fear need 
be entertained of bemg 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 products, has continued in 

the United States since the Constitution was adopted. In that country there 
is great variety of soil, climate, productions, and cost of production, but free 
trade has been found to be mutually 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 speak the English tongue 
will occupy the 7,000,(XX) square miles which the Anglo-Saxon now possesses 
in America. Shall this great future be one of harmony, where justice, truth, 
good will, and mutually advantageous relations shall prevail? Heaven grant 
that it may; and let all thou~htful, 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 
lines. 

Mr. DALZELL. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. . Yes. 
Mr. DALZELL. Does the gentleman mean to say that British 

exports to Canada have increased in larger proportion than ours? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not. No; I do not 

say 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 bnt about $29,000,000 per annum, and now the 
amount has gone up to the neighborhood of $60,000,000 a year. 

It is increasing at the expense 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 continu& to find a ready a.nd profitable 
market for the increasing surplus of our agricultural and manufacturing 
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products with our gates of commerce swinging but one way? Has not the 
time come for our doors to be so hung that tney can swing both in and ou.t? 

In connection with that, I want to insert in the RECORD, for my 
voice is in a bad condition, a part of the speech made by John 
Charlton, a member of the Canadian congress, the author of the 
very article read by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, at the 
Auditorium, Chicago, November 10, 1903, on" Reciprocity with 
Canada." 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You mean member of Parliament? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I meant member of Parlia­

ment, of course. There is a little that I would like to read, 
though-the first beginning of it: · · · 

Between the Gulf of Merico and the Republic of Mexico on the south, and 
the Arctic Ocean on the north, stretches a vast territory, 7,001),000 S<J.Uare miles 
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,<XXl English-speaking people; the home of the higJJ.est form of civili­
zation, and possessed of the most advanced condition of human liberty. 

What shall be the future of this most favored of all of earth's continental 
nreas? Shall this early morning of its history advance to a. resplendent noon­
day of power, development, and mutually peaceful and advantageous rela­
tions, with, ultimately, 300,000,000 of our race dwelling together in peace and 
unity, or shall we deliberately shape the conditions of the present in such a 
manner as to secure the establishment of two rival, mutually repellent, and 
possibly hostile powers, swayed by the influences of prejudices and animosi­
ties, and spurning the conditions that will bear the blessed fruits of peace, 
harmony, and mutual advanta~e? 

I want to read you some figures now which the gentleman has 
not read. I want to call the gentleman's attention, and I shall 
insert in the RECORD the Canadian free list-the list of the things 
that they now admit from our market free: 

CANADIAN FREE LIST. 
Of Canadian imports from the UnitedStateslastyear, $69,i85,00> were upon 

the free list, and embraced in this list were the following: 

~~~-:!:--~~~=--~::==)~~-=-)~~-=-!it=!~! -~~~~:~-~~~~~~;;-i! 1: li i 
Sundry agricultural products--------------------------------------- 2,050,00> 
Sundry animals and products ______ -----------------·------·--------- 2,267,000 

Total _______ ----- __ ---- __ . _____ --------._------------ ____ -------- i2, 016,000 
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 AS A CUSTOMER FOR OUR MANU1'ACTURES. 
Even under her moderate tariff Canada has become the best customer for 

manufactures that the United States possesses. and her trade with the United 
States largely exceeds that of all Latin America, with 56,000,00) inhabitants. 
The imports of manufactures from the United States were: 
Manufactures from United States, 1902----------------------------- $69,536,000 
Excess over Great Britain in 1002------------------------------------ 27,0-30,000 

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 not know spe~ifically, I 

can probably get the details before to-morrow morning, and if 
so. I will put them in the RECORD. There were twenty-three 
millions of our manufactures imported into Can:~.da, 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 shall 
preserv-e 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 farmers in the Northwest. I want to call 
the gentleman's attention to these figures: 

WHEAT. 
United States production, 1900 ______ ------- ----------- ____ -------- $369,945,000 
United States rmportation from Canada for consumption------ 536,000 

Proportion of import to production, 0.02 per cent. 
OATS. 

United States production, 1900------------------------------------ $217,098,000 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1903---------------- 39,062 

Proportion_ of import to production, 0.002 per cent. 
BARLEY. 

United States production, 1900------------------------------------ $41,631,000 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1903 ---------·------ 17,148 

Proportion of import to production, 0.005 per cent. 
POTATOES. 

United States production, 1900 ______ ---·-- ______ ------------------ $98,380,009 
Importation from Canada for consumption, 1903 ---------------· 56,960 

Proportion of import to production, 0.003 per cent. 
HAY. 

United States production, 1900 ______ ---·-- -----------------· ------ $484,254,000 
Importation from Canada. for consumption ______ ---------------- 1,924,598 

Proportion of import to production, 0.04: per cent. 
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HORSES. 

Value in United States, 1900-------------------------------------- $1,050,526,000 
Importation from Canada, 1903 _ --- _ --------------- _ ----- ____ ----· 34D,239 

Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 
CATTLE. 

Value in United States, 1900.-------------------------------------- $1,516,307,00> 
Importation from Canada, 1903 ---------------------------'-------- 29'~,238 

Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.004 per cent. 
SHEEP. 

Value~ p-nited States, 1900.-------------------------------------- $170,881,000 
ImportatiOn from Canada ___________ ------ ___ :.- ------------~-----.. 961,10!,) 

Proportion of importation to stock held, 0.06 per cent. 
EGGS. 

Production in United States, 1900.-------------------------- --·--· $144,240,000 
Importation from Canada, 1903----------------------------------- 6,436 

Proportion of importation to production, 0.~'1()5 per cent. 
LUMBER. 

United States production, lumber and lumber products, 1900 __ $500,621,000 
Importation. from Canada, 1903 _____ ------------------------------ 16,977,000 

Proportion of importation toproduction, 3per cent; proportionofimporta­
tion of sawn lumber to production, about 2 per cent. 

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 of the long line of division we buy a thing of Canada and at 
the other end she will buy the same thing of us. It will work 
both ways. 

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 
years past the interchange of farm products has been greatly in favor of the 
United States. In 1903 the export of farm products from Canada to the 
United States was $9,200,000. The import of farm products from the United 
States to Canada exclusive of raw cotton, was $21,601,000, of which $:3,909,000 
was dutiable and $14.,692,00) free. So that we sell more farm products to 
Canada than Canada buys from us by a very great deal-more than twice as 
much. • 

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 jn "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 theRepublicanparty was ''up­
building the private indus tries of the conn try'' that I thought they 
kept a credit and debit;1ecountwith everyprivate industryin the 
United States-manufacturers getting protection, Republicans 
getting campaign funds. But I think if the gentleman does want 
to keep books in connection with reciprocity he will find the books 
are more apt to bring prosperity to the United States in propor­
tion as he takes the trammels off our tl·ade. 

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 you could have can-ied 
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 like of 
which can not be raised in the United States? Polar bears, guava, 
and breadfruit, and a few things of that sort constitute about all. 
[Laughter.] 

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 gTOwn. So it 
has. But our domestic trade has grown, too. It has grown a 
gTeat deal more, and nobody contends that the tariff has had any­
thing to do with that. 

.Mr. GA;r:NE~ of Tenn~ssee. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
will permit an mterrupt10n, my recollection of the debates in the 

--
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Senate last fall is that Senator DoLLivER, in a colloquy 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 fo4 the purpose of forcing for-

. eign countries to enter into specially good reciprocal rates with 
us. Did the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] allude 
to that in his argument? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No. 
Mr. GAmES of Tennessee. I was not here, and I didnbt hear 

all of his speech. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman did not allude 

to what Mr. DoLLIVER said. I knew of that. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 'l'he point I was about to make is 

this: They put the rates in the tariff law, and yet they have not 
-·entered into any reciprocal contracts with foreign countries, and 
the result is that we pay a revenue and a protection rate and the 
reciprocity rate as well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And Senator DoLLIVER said 
. that Mr. Dingley had told him just what the gentleman says, but 
others have disputed that, and thus·that is a question of veracity 
into which I did not care to enter. The fact is that the Dingley 
oill itself proves that that was the author's view of the law, be­
·cause it contains a clause enabling the'President to enter into re-
ciprocal relations with a 20 per cent reduction. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Just a.moment more. There was 
· a reciprocity convention held in the city of Washington since this 
-tariff law was enacted, and it is in the J>roceedinga 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 reporl states, 
that it is a fact that these reciprocal rates were placed in the 
Dingley tariff and are there now. At a con~nient season I will 
exhibit the pamphlet to my friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] 
or any other gentleman on the other side who desires to read it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mi..~ippi. Mr. Chairman, in conclusion 
I wish to say this, that not all the misapplied figures and not all 
the mere narrow nationalism of the world can divide the world 
any further than God has already divided it-by oceans, by 
speech, by mountain ranges, and by racial characteristics. 

Men can not live as nations upon any different footing than the 
footing npon which they must live as individuals, and nations 
must prosper 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 or are hated. All the Chauvinism in the 
world can not change the eternal principle that in trade relations, 
as in our other relations in the world, friendship is better 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 never to buy. Yon can not 
continue always to frame your legislation upon an assumption 
that foreigners are necessarily enemies and have them treat you 
otherwise than as enemies. What is the consequence of all this? 

You have gone on until you have erected a great house, that 
will hav~ to be taken down very gradually to keep from hurting 
your own people, and yet taken down it must be in the course of 
time, not by us alone, but by all nations in the world, who are in­
dulging in the same sort of laws of corelationship. Every barrier 
to trade, every barrier to traneportation and travel, every barrier 
to the access o.f literature and the productions of art, ia a step in 
the direction of keeping the peoples 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 
backward toward the time when fol'eigners were regarded as neces­
sarily enemies, and when people thought 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 sncceed immediately or whether it be a long 
time before we succeed, have our faces turned to the 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 aa trade equals, one buying from the other that 
which the other~ with his climate and sou and industrial charac-

. ter, can b!st and most effectively and most cheaply produce, and 
_the other buying from him that which, with his climate and soil 
and peculiar genius, he can most effectively and most cheaply 
produce. . 

All the statistics in the world cut no figure in comparison with 
the eternal principle; but since the gentleman has undertaken to 

. furnish figure.sfor the policy which he follows~ I haYe undertaken 
to furnish the counter figures; and if I had h&d time to hunt up 
at my room the things which I have there, lying around helter-

:skelter, I could have supported my proposition even more con­
clusively than I think I have done already. 

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 aJa,g furnished. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. McCLEARY nf 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 manu­
facturers . . It seems to me that the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZELL] has very aptly set iorth the only correct princi· 
ples upon which we can establish reciprocal relations with any 
foreign country. 

The lines of the trne and only practical reciprocity lie parallel 
with the great American system of protection to our home indus­
tries. We recognize this as a principle, 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 lose sight 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 
drawback 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 valuable foreign markets, viz., that the tariff was only in· 
tended to protect the home market from foreign competition. 
The protection which American manufacturers now enjoy was 
based on that implied condition. 

Opposition 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 scope of our drawback 
laws, by amending the administrative act of the tariff, and this 
may be done without disturbing a single schedule or taking a sin­
gle step in the direction of the revision of the tariff. 

Whatever it may, sooner or later, be thought best to do in 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 should 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 passage 
of the Dingley bill that might easily have been saved to the people 
of our country eoxcepting for the neglect of Congress to adopt a 
very simple amendment to the administrative act of the Dingley 
bill. 

We may ignore it if we please. Members of either party may 
sllut their ears to the cry for relief. They may despise and be­
little the honest efforts of those who are laboring to accomplish 
needful legislation. A languid leadership may not care to be 
wakened from its indolent slumbers nor be stirred to 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 onto the rocks and 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 our industri 
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 f ood 
crops of the world, the cotton crop holds the most important place. 

The wool crop, iihe flax: crop, and the silk crop might be total 
failures ana not can-y with them so much discomfort and hard· 
ship as the failure of the cotton crop . 

Cotton has come to. be a more important article of clothing than 
even wool. The articles and purposes for which it is used have 
multiplied within the last score of years to a degree which would 
amaze the uninformed or casnal 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 prodnct is ashoddyfabric. Trueitischeaper, 
but properly manufa-ctured it iB not less useful, less enduring, or 
less sightly. 

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 is a great 
hardship. Its cheapness is not alone its greatest recommendation, 
although the fact that it is ordinarily the cheapest known 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. 

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 
so 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 neighbors 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
ulates 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. I 
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, anditisconfidentlyestimated 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 Sauthern States and to the whole country. And 
let me say right here to my friends from the Sou them cotton belt, 
you possess a wealth there which has never been worked out. 
Year after ·year we denude the forests in theN orth to make paper. 
Thousands and thousands of acres are cut down every year, and 
our forests are gradually disappearing. You grow every year in 
the South cotton stalks that will make the paper of this country 
five times over, but you burn it and use it for fertilizer or plow 
it in for fertilizer. You have a wealth there which you know lit­
tle about. I have 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 that industry. It is said that the State of Texas 
alone can grow the cotton crop for the world. 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. 

Population. 

State. White. , 

Accurate statistics of the growth of cotton in Alabama, Arkan­
sas, Georgia, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro­
lina, and Texas show that in 1876 40 per cent of the total crop was 
ma-de 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. 

I will submit tables showing this, with other tables to be printed 
with my remarks in the RECORD. But the most interesting pha.se 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. Taking the States of Texas, Mississippi, Georgia, Alabama, 
South Carolina, Tennessee, Florida, Missouri, Arkansas, Louisi­
ana, North Carolina, Vh:ginia, 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 population of the negroes in the 
same States in 1880was 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. I ought to say 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 f900 was 59.1 per cent of 
the total and the negro population was 40.9 per cent of 'the total, 
while in 1880 the white population was 55.8 per cent of the total 
to 44.2 of the negro population, showing plainly that the negro 
population has relatively decreased as compared with the white 
population. 

I have another table which shows that while the tendency of 
the whole population is to become urban and less rural, it is more 
marked in the case of the negro than in the white. The tendency 
of the negro to the cities is greater than that of the white. If 
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 35 per cent 
of colored. 

To raise 15,000,000 bales of cotton will require an increase of 
laboring populatio1;1, and the South must look to immigration to 
supply it. Immigration not necessarily from abroad, but from 
other 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 1897 
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 cotton accounted for in Table 1 for 1900 
is 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 counties producing cotton in 1900 was 
767,a 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
y&ar period between-1877 and 1881 was 5,333,604, or 427,648 bales 
less than the growt·h of 1872. This goes to show 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
parison instead of the crops afforded by the census years. [Ap­
plause.] 

aTable 6.-Cotton-Ginning Bulletin No. roB, p. 7. 

Negro. I Gotton (bales). INumberol 
conn ties. 

1900. 1880. Per cent 1~. ~ Percent 1900. 1880. ?er cent I 
increase. increase. mcrease. 

Total ••••••• --------------- 8, 772,950 5,576,933 57.3 6,061, 748 4,409,210 37.5 9,250,303 5, 721,026 61.71 749 

Texas ____ -------------.--------- 2,296,901 1,158,168 98.3 613,772 389,925 557.4 2,505,481 805,ll6 2ll.2 174 

~:::_:~:::::::::: :::::::::::: 641,200 479,3J8 33.8 907,630 650,291 39.6 1,313, 798 963,111 36.4 75 
1,112,233 772,553 «.0 973,«9 683,987 42.3 1,!!31,699 813,954 51.3 129 

Alabama ____________ ------------ 1,001,152 662,185 61.2 827,007 600,100 37.9 1,106,840 699 654 58.2 66 
South Carolina----------------- 557,PIJ'/ 391, 1ffi 42.6 782,321 60i,im 29.4 881,422 522:548 68.7 40 

t~~~::::::::::::::::::::::: 944,580 591,531 69.7 366,856 210,666 74.1 709,880 608 256 16.7 75 
425,401 239 709 77.5 484,498 349,747 38.5 709,037 rol:245 39.5 4.8 North Carblina _________________ 875,660 619:954 41.2 542,626 462,102 17.4 459 558 389,064 18.1 69 

Tennessee---------------------- 528,257 417,844 26.4 287,312 238,ll6 20.7 233:961 318,718 a26.6 29 
Florida _ ------------.-----.----- 150 335 83,948 79.1 148,569 98,606 50.7 61,00> 52,936 15.2 22 

E~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
152:809 69,612 119.6 4,~ 2,624 87.6 25,493 19,529 30.5 10 
77,909 8!,555 a7.8 119,647 117,106 2.2 10,789 19,595 a«.9 11 
8,706 655371 36.6 2,838 1,600 76.8 1,345 300 348.3 1 
59.1 .8 ---·-- ------ ID.9 «.2 ------ ............ ---------- .......... -------------- ------------ ------------

aDeerease. 
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Table of urban andntral population of nine cotton Slates, compiled by finding the white and negro population of all towns of ~,500inh!lbitants or ntm·e (Ta!ile 1:1-
PopuZationT 1890,' Table.!S-Poptdation, 1900) for the UTban and subtracting this total from the total population. 

POPUL.A.TIO.....""r OF TliE" COTTON' STATES: 1900 L"iD 1890. 

Total. Urban. Rural. 
State. Year. 1----------~----------:----------~----------:----------~---------- · 

,, 

I• White. Negro. White. Negro. White. Negro. 

Alabama. -------------------------------- ...... ------ ........ .. 
.A.rka.nsas ........... -----------------------------------·-----

Georgia ................. ------------·----------------- ___ _ 

Louisiana -------------------------- ...... ---- -----.----------

Mi£sissipiJi ----------------------------------- .......... ------

N"orth Carolina. . ----- ___ ....... " .... _ ------------.-- ...... ___ _ 

Oklahoma_ ---------------------- .............. ___ .... ------

South Carolina. .. ..... __ ---------------------·---~-----·-----

Tepncssee --------- ...... ------------------------- __ :_ _____ _ 

Tex:as ................................. ------------------------

1900 
lEOO 
1900 
1800 
1900 
1890 
1900 
1890 
1900 
190 
1900 
1800 
1900 
1890 
1900 
1890 
1900 
1800 
1..000 
1800 

Tota.l .................. ------.------------------... ..... 1900 
1800 

1,001,152 
831,718 
944,580 
818,752 

1,181,29! 
978,357 
729,612 
553,395 
64J.,200 
544,e51 

1,2fi3, 603 
1,~382 

367,524 
62,300 

557,807 
462,003 

1,5.40,186 
1,336,637 
2,42n,669 
1, 745,935 

827,30T 
678-, 489 
386,8.56 
309.JIT 

1,034,~13 
853,515 
000 8()4. 
559:193 
907,6.'~ 
742,559 
62{,469 
561,018 
18,831 
2,973 

782,321 
688,93-l 
480,243 
4B0,6'i8 
620, 'i2'2' 
488,171 

6',213,996 
5,319,g47 

lll),499 
82,574 
74,461 
47,560 

185 123 
lffi:515 
2!8,830 
198,612 
63,118 
35737 

no:5m 
60,04.9 
30,759 
6,486 

86,827 
5-!,004 

196 420 
145'282 
400;'109 
ZT1,809 

1,515,322 
1,03&,228 

98",20! 882,653 729,103 
69,&YT 751,144: 600.882 
37,171 870,119 329,685 
25,491 771,19'2 . 2S'3 82l) 

161,061 996,171 8'i3:'i52 
123,862 8!4,842' 73-!,953 
116,95! 4S0,7l:!2 5.18 850 
88,35-l 359,783 470,839 
5S,S25 5i8,082 85005 
34,~92 500,114 7os: ssT 
76,169 1, 153,027 548 300 
55 695 · 995,333 505?~ 
5: 387 ~.765 13:4!4 

4...~ 5.~, 34{) 2,538 
84,358. 4.i0,980. 697 00.3 
64,U6 407,404 62!,783 

131,H<l 1,34H, 766 3!9,009 
95624 1191 355 33),()5.1 

119
1

329 ~0'25;960 501,393 
'liG-14- 1, 4i.f., 126 400,527 

~:~ 9,13a,0051 
7,3.'>6,~ 

5, 42:7,394 
4,683.097 

Incre:1r,;e ..... ---------------.----- ------·----- --·- --·- -------- .... ----

Biff":l~:~c~a;~~:nt~ =======: ::: ==~= == :::::::: ==~=====~ ::::::::: ==~ ~~ =~ 
2",2e0, 766 

23.9 
8.2 

993,849 
18.7 

479,094 
46.2 
'i 

2±91552 

1, ~ 1---------~~~~ 39.2 
·----- ----·-- ---

TABLE No. 1.-Cottow product'ton.cr 

I 
/ 1900. 18~0. I uso. 1870. 1800. I 1850. 

State. 
Bnles; IPer cent. Bales. r•r cent. Bales. IPer cent. Bales. jPercent. Bales. 'Percent. Bales. \Percent.. 

Total ....... --------.----- 9,534, 707 100.0 7, 472,511 100.0 5, 755, 359 100. 0 3,011,996 1 100.0 5, 387, <Xi2 I 100.0 2,469,093 1 100.0 

fu:fs;j!Siii¢: ~ ::: === = = =::::::::: = 
2,506,212. 26.3 1,4.71,242 19.7 805,284: 14.0 300,628 11.6 431,463 8.(} ~.or~ 2.4 
1,313,798 13_8. 1,154,725 15.5 963,111 16.7 5M,~ 18.8 1,2021507 22.3 484,2\t2 19.6 

Geo1·gi::~.. ----~~---------------- 1,287,~92 13.5 1,191,846 15.9 SU,ill 14.1 413,934. 15.7 701,840 13.0 4W,091 20.2 
.Ala.b::t.mn.- ------.--------------- 1,100,840 11.6 915,210 12.2 699 654 ' 12.3" 4..."9, 482 14.3 9,955 18.~ 51).1,429 22'. 9 
South Caroli.na ---·------------ 881,422 9.2 747,190 10.0 522'5!8 9.~ 22!.500 7.5 35.f.412 6.6 3X} 001. 12.2 

ro~~-; =~==~~==::=::::::::::: 
709,880 T.5 691,494: 9.3 608:2-56 10.6 247,968 8.2. 00 ,393 6.8 65,344 2.6 
700 041 7:4 659180 8.8 508,569 8.8 3.)0,832. 11.7 777,738 1!.5 178,737 7.2 

North C:o:olina----- ----· --- 45!):707 4.8 336,281 4.5 389,598 6.& 144,935 4..8 145,514 2.T '73,845 3.0 
234,5!}2 2.5. 190,579 2_5 330,6:.>1 5.1 181,842 6.0 296,464 5.5 194:,~ 7.9 Tennessee -------------···---

Others-------------··-------- 325,2ZJ SA. lli,7U 1.6 113,27T 2.0 42,937 1.4 120,766 2.2 . 49,850 2.0 

a Census statistics covermg the growth of the preceding year. 

TAnL»" No. 2.-Nu.Jnber and pe1·centage of increase of whites and neuroes in tM nine cotton. States. 
WHITES. 

State. 
1900. 1800. 1880. 1870. I 1860. 

Number~ !Per cent. Number. Per cent. Number. Per cent. Number. Per cent. Number. 
------------------------~--~-~-------~----~------ ~-----

Alabama. ...... ----------------------------- ·-··-- --- --· ------- 1,001,152 ID.1 833,718 25.!} 662,185 
Arkansas ______ .... ---·---------------·-- :: .. ------ .............. 9«,580 15.4 818,752 38.4 591,531. 

~~iii=-:~~~~~~~~~~~::::::~:~~:~~~-~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~ 
1,181,294 20.7 978,357 19.8 816,~ 

720,612 00.7 558,395 22.7 45-1,954 
641,200 17.7 544 851 13.7 479,398 

1,263,(j()3 19.7 1,05.5:382 2L7 867,2!2 
. 5a7,80'T 20.7 4G2,<m 18.1 391,1ffi South Carolina. ...... --------------------·----------------------

Tennessee··-···-----------·----------------·---------·---------- 1,540,186 15.2 1,336,631" 17".4 1,138,831 
Texas ______________ ........ ------------------ ...... ____ .......... 2,426,669 39.0 1, 745,935 45.8 1,197,zrl 

NEGROES. 

Alabama. ............ ------·-----------·-------------------·-··- 8Z7,007 21.0 678,489 13.1 600,100 
Arkansas .............................. ------ ...... ----- ___ ...... 366,856 18.7 309,117 46.7 210,666 

a~~=~~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~~~~:~~~~~~~:~:::::::::~~~:~: 
1,034,813 20.5 858,815 18.4 725,133 

650 804 16.4 559,193 15.& 483,605 
907:630 22.2 742559' 14.2 650 291 
624 469 11.3 561:018 5.6 631:277 

South Carolina ............ - ..... --- ... ------.---··---- .... ----·· 782:321 13.6 688,934 14.0 604,832 
Tennessee ..... -----.--·------ ...... ---·------ .... -------------- 480,243 11.5 400,678 6.8 400,151 
Texas .................................... ____ ...... ------------·- fr...'0,722 27.2 488,171 24.1 393,384 

TABLE No. 3.-Nine cotton States shown i111 Table No.1. 

Year. 

1850 .• ----------.- .... --------------------------------.-------- .• -------------------
1880 ...... ------- ..... ------ ---------· --------··--------------- ----------·· .... ----
1865 b ------------------ ...... ------------------ ----· ---------- ---·--. ··-· --------
1870.----------- ...... ---------------------------- ---·-- -------- -----· --------------
1880 ................ --------------···- -----------· ---- ---------------------- ....... . 
1800 ...... ·-----···· ---·-- ---- ----·· ---------------------- -·--··- ---·- -------------
19(X). ___ --·-···---·--------- .•••• · "---·-- ......... _______ ....... ---··------ --------

Whites. 

3,399,945 
4,322,174 
4,218,800 
4, 736,342 
6,599,389 
8,334,035 

10,286,103 

Population. 

Per cent 
increase. 

---·--·m:r 
c.2 . 
9.6 

39.3 
26.3 
23.L 

Negroes. 

2,361,902 
3,042,286 
3,4.32,212 
3,822,139 
4,601,992 
5,316,974 
6,295,165 

27.0 521,384 
63..4 362,115 
27.0 638,926 
25.'r 362 065 
25.2 382

1
898 

27.8 678:4.70 
35..0 289 667 
2L7 936,119 

112.0 364,7'00 

26.2 581,936 
72.4 160,003 
33.0 595,415 
32.8 417,014 
4.6.4 543,848 
35.7 446,399 
45.3 508,326 
25.1 3i3,085 
55.2 288,153 

Percent 
increase. 

-------28~6-

12.1 
25.3 
20.4 
15.5 
18.4 

0.9 526,271 
11. 7" 324,143 
s.o· 591.,550 
L3 357,456 
8.2 353, !ID 
7.7 629,942 
.6 291,300 

13.2 82ti,7'22 
34.2 (20, 891 

8.6 437,770 
9.8 ill 259 

17.1 465:~ 
3.9 350,ot3 
1.6 437,404 
8.3 361,522 
.8 412,320 

13.9 283,019 
38.6 182,001 

Cotton crop.a 

Bales. 

2,469,003 
5,387,052" 

300,!XX) 
3,0ll,996 
5, 'lo5,359 
7,4-72,511 
9,53:l, rrn 

Per cent 
increase. 

-------ii-82 
09!.5 

44.1 
91.1 
~.8 
21.6 

a Census statistics covering the growth of the pl'eceding yea.T. . 
oThe statistics for 1865 araestimated.. The census of negro population in 1870 is disregarded as incorrect, and an estimate based upon the average 

aunual increase from 1860 to 1880 employed instead. · 
cDecrease. 
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f\nd then, on motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota} the com­

nnttee rose; and the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. LAW­
BENCE, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, reported that that committee had had under 
consideration the bill H. R. 12833. the District appropriation bill 
and had co:p1e to no resolution thereon., 

1 

~~ROLLEb BThLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to. enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2596. An act granting a pension to Fr:;mces S. Hopkins; and 
S. 2809. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse G. 

Finley. 
J. HUDSON KIBBE. 

The SPEAK.l!1R laid before the Hous-e the following: 
IN THE S~ATE OF THE UNITED STATES, Febroary !9, 1904. 

Resolved, That the action of the- President pro tem.pore•in signing the bill 
(8. 167) "granting an increase of pension to J. Hudson Kibbe" be rescinded, 
and that the bill be returned to. the House of Representati-ves, with the re­
quest ilia t similar action be taken by the House with re...qpect 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 sa.me being deaa. 

The SPEAKER.. If there be no objection, the Speaker will 
consider himself authorized to cancel his signature to tl:ie bill. 

There was no objection. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII~~ resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows.: • 

By Mr. McGffiRE: 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 betweo...n 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, ill.-to the Committee on Pub­
lic Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13205) for the 
relief of sn:fferers by fire at Baltimore by rebate of duties on bUild­
ing material and suspension of certain internal-revenue taxes­
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BODEY: A bill (H. R. 13206) to amend an act entitled 
''An act appropriating the reoeipts 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,. 1909...-to the Committee on the Public: Lands . .A.DJOUR:N:M:ENT. 

By Mr. GIBSON: A bill (H. R. 13207) to increase certain pen­
And then,. on motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (at 4 sions in proportion to length o service-to the Committee on In-

o'clock and 15 minutes p. m.), the Honse adjournedr valid Pensions. 
By Mr. GARBER: A bill (H. R..13208) providing for the erec­

tion of a public building at Greenville, Ohio-to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Gronnds. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisoon.sin; A bill (H. R. 13209) to amend 
Under clause 2 of Ruie XXIV, the following executive com- the ~t. approved J~y- 7, 1~02:, entitled "~ ac~ t_emporarily to 

mnnications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as I proVlde f?r_ th~ administration of tihe affall's of civil government 
follows: m the Philippme .Islands~~~ fm ?ther pn:P_OSes," and to provide 

A letter from the Secretary of the Trea-sury, transmitting a for. tfl.e ~ore effiCient administration of mvil governmen~ in the 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of War transmit- Philippme I~lands, and for other pu:rpose&-to the Committee on 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

ting an estimate of appropriation for payment for property dam- Insular Affa:rrs. . 
aged by gun' firing-to the Committee on Appropriations and By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R.. 13210) to amend the third 
ordered to be printed. ' su_:t>division of section 3244 of the Revised Statutes-to the Com-

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting petition of nnttee on Ways and Means. . 
the Tobacco Workers' Guild of the Philippines respecting the Bf Mr: ~O~SON of Ar!rnnsas: A bill ("£!. . . R. 13211) con­
tariff on tobacco and cigars-to the Committee on Ways and fernng JUnsdiction upon Umted States commissioners over of­
Means, and ordered to be printed. fenses ~tted i? a portion of the perman_ent Hot Springs 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting reports re- ~onntam Reservatwn, Arkansas-to the Committee on the Judi-
\ating to the use of canceling machines in the post-offices-to the Clary. . 
Committee on thy Post-Office and Post-Roads) and ordered to be By Mr. <?ROSVENOR, from the C~mnnttee on Ways. and 
printed Means: A bill (H. R. 13212)for the establishment of Dayto11, Ohio 

· I as a port of delivery-to the Un\on Calendar. ' 
1 By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13213) to establish a fish­

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND hatching and fish sta~on in tb~ Sta~eof Nevada-to theCommit-
RESOLUTIONS tee on Merchant Manne and Fisheries. 

. By Mr. HILL of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 13214) to authorize 
Under clause 2 of Rnle xm, bills and resolutions of the fol- a Slll'Vey of the Yalobusha River, Mississippi, with the view to 

lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered malting same navigable-to the Committee on Rivers and 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, Harbors.. 
as follows: . , By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 13215) to authorize the 

Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Comnnttee on Ways and Means, judges of the circuit and district courts of the United States to 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 201) to establish appoint stenographic reporters. fix the duties and compensation 
a port of delivery at Salt Lake City, Utah, reported the-same thereof, and for other purposes-to the Committee on the Ju­
withont amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1244); which diciary. 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole . By ¥r"· A:LE~DER: A bill (H. ~· 13216) to establish range 
House on the state of the Union. lights m Nmgara. Rrver-to the Comimttee on Interstate and For-

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the eign Commerce. 
bill of the House H. R. 8130, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. By Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington: A joint resolution (H. J. 
13212) for the establishment of Dayton, Ohio, as a port of deliv- Res. 120) for the printing and binding, under the direction of 
ery, accompanied by a report (No. 1245); which said bill and the Joint Committee on Printing, of 7,500 copies of a portion 
reiJort were referred to the Committuea of the Whole House on the of the. Bulletin of the United States Fish Commission for 1903-to 
state of the Union. the Committee on Printing. 

~ Mr. BELL of C~~: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 121) 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of. the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to Agnes 
B. Hesler-Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re­
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10916) for the relief of Morris F. Cawley-Com­
mittee on Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

fixing the head of naVIgation on the Mokelumne River in the 
State of California-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 
B~ Mr. BUTLER ?f Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. Res. 232) 

looking toward making the Post-Office Department self-sustain­
ing-to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution (H. Res. 233) referring H. R.· 
7803, for the relief of Andrew Jackson Mondy, to the Court of 
Claims under the Tucker Act-to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a. resolution (H. Res. 234) referring H. R. 11557 for the 
relief of Elizabeth Cramer, to the Court of Claims-to the Como. 
mittee en War Claims. 

~ -= ·- .-
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (:{I. R. 13217) granting a pension to 
Emma Pare-to the Committee ori Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN: A bill (H. R.13218) for relief of Adolph We.in­
hold-to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 13219) for the relief of 
Warren A. W dodson-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
sions. 

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 tbe 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. 13229) 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) tore­
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 George 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 Military 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 pGnsion 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. 13241) 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 0. Stout-to the Committee 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 
of pension to George W. B. Wert-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. · 

By Mr. HA].IILTON: A bill (H. R.13245) granting an increase 
of pension to Edward J. Disbrow-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

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 to 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~ a bill (H. R. 13249) granting a pension toP. S. Cook-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JAMES: A bill (H. R. 13250) 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. Virgm-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 L-ouisiana: 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 Bailey-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. By Mr. MOO~ of Tennessee: A bill. (H. R. 13257) granting an 
mcrease of pens1on 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) grantinganincreaseof pen­
sion 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. 13261) for the relief of the 
heirs of Henry N. Harris, deceased, late of Montgomery County 
Md.-to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

Also (by request), 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. 13263) granting 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 County, Va.-to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 13267) for the 
relief of the heirs of Levander Jenkins, deceased-to the Commit­
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RYAN: A bill (H. R.13268) granting a pension to Wil­
liam Young-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCARBOROUGH: A bill (H. R.13269) granting a 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: A bill (H. R. 13271) granting a pension to 
Lottie B. Galleher-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 13272) granting a pension to Delana 
A. Lynch-to the Committee on Invalid Pensiona. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13273) granting a pension to Mary C. Quinn­
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

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) granting 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 the legal representa­
tives of 0. F. Hendricks, deceased-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13280) for the relief of the legal representa­
tives of 0. F. Hendricks, deceased-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

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 Committee 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 
of pension to Samuel F. Baublitz-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
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By 1Ir. TAWNEY: A bill (H. R. 13~8G) granting an increase 

of pemion to Thomas B. Doig-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. VAN DUZER: A bill (H. R. 13237) for the relief of B. 
Kbcny-to the Committee on Claims. 

AJso. a bill (H. R. 13288) for the relief of Chris Deiss-to the 
Committ~e on Claims. 

By Mr. WARNOCK: A bill (H. R. 13280) to correct the mili­
tary record of Eli Metcalf-to the Committee on Military Affail:s. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Uncler clause 1 of RuJe XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laicl on the Clei·k's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEA..KEI~: Petition of J. W. Johnson and 70 other voters 
of Casey, Til., and Mrs. M. J. Wild and 200 other residents of 
Loveland, CJlo., for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Com­

. mittee on the Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the Northern California Indian Association, 

praying for relief for the landless Indians-to the Committee on 
Indian Affair . 

By 1\fr. ACHESON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 9677, grant­
ing increa e of pension to Samuel Wise-to the Committee on In­
valid Pen ions. 

Also. papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Emma Pare-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AD~"\IS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Rev. Georgo B. 
Burnwood and 20 others, of Philadelphia, Pa., in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the .Tudiciary. 

By .Mr. AIKEN: Papers to accompany bills H. R. 12!H1 and 
12!)12, for the relief of Kelly Johns-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 12913, for the relief of 
Edwin Calhoun-to the Commitee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bills H. R. 12009 and 12910, 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. Gunni on and 33 others, of North Free­
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 Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of St. Louis Typographical 
Union, No.8, in favor of the anti-injunction bill-to the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary. 

Aho, petitions of Frank P. Blair Post, No.1, Grand Army of 
the Re},ublic, of St. Louis, and Colonel Ha sendeubel Post, No. 
13, Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension 
law-to the Committee on lnvalid Pensions. 

Also. petition of \Villiam H. Hahn and 37 others, of St. Louis, 
protesting against the parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the 
Po t-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also. petition of citizens of Pacific, Mo., in favor of a service­
pension law-to the Committee on ln'\"alid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 23 citizens of St. Louis, in favor of bill H. R. 
50i1. to ref,rnlate 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. Louis manufacturers, petition of Gottlieb 
Eyermnnn and others, of St. Louis, and resolutions of the Citizens' 
Industrial A ·sociati<:m of St. Louis, 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 
Ju<liciary. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill granting. an in­
crease of pension to Thomas R. Buxton-to the Comrmttee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also. papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension 
to Nathan T. Moore-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: Resolution of Post No. 3, Department of 
Colorado and Wyoming. Grand Army of the Republic, in favor 
of a serviec-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pen­
sions. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of citizens of Noank, Conn., 
against passage of bill II. R. 7033-to the Committee on the :Mer­
chant :Marino and Fisheries. 

AlRo, petition of citizem of Now London, Conn., against pa. sage 
of bill H. R. 70D3-to the Committee on the Merchant Marino and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. BRICK: Petition of Almon L. Clark and 42 other~, of 
Star City, Ind .. in fnvor of the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to tlle Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURKE: Petition of J. W. Leet and Joseph B. Long 
and. 73 other voters, R. 0. Young and II. D. S~ronse 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 South Dakota, for 
the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Committee on the Judi­
ciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of citizens of Brownsville. Nebr., 
against the sale of liquors in Government buildings-to the Com­
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of citizens of Brownsville, Nebr., in fayor of the 
Hepburn-Dollh·er bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Papers to accompany bill granting a pen­
sion to Amos T. Richardson; paper to accompany llill granting an 
inc1·ease of pension to Charles Otis-to the Comlliittee on Invalid 
Pensions. • 

By Mr. B"QTLER of PennGylvania: Paper to accompany claim 
of Frederick H. 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 Agrbul­
ture. 
• By :Mr. CALDWELL: Resolution of Grand Army of the Re­
public Post No. 370, of Auburn; Department of lllinois, in 
fa'\"or of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on In'\"u.liJ. 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Papers to accompany bill for relief of 
John V. MaRon-to th~ Committee on War Clain1 . 

By Mr. CANDLER: Petition of Hartwell B. Hilliard, praying 
reference of his claim to the Court of Claims-to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By llr. CAPRON: Petition of Mrs. Helen Tyler and 10 others, 
of Warwick, R.I., in fa'\"or 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 Rev. E. J. Guernsey and 14 oth8rs. of Middlebury, 
Vt., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. FULLER: Petition of J. W. Dennis and 31 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 bill 
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 14others, of Willimansett, Mnss., 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., a.ncl Henry H. Johnson Post, No. 171, of Northfield, Mas.: 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a service-pension bill­
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Pa.per to accompany bill ·to increac:e 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. 7033-to the Committee on tho 1\Ier­
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of South Haven. :Mich., in support of 
the Brownlow bill-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. HARDWICK: Resolutions of the Georgia Industrial 
Association, against certain pending legislation-to the Commit­
tee on the Judidary. 

By 1\Ir. HAUGEN: Petition of·citizens of 1\Iarble Rock, Iowa, 
in faT"or of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, letters of business men of Mason City, Iowa, 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-Dolli'\"er 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 llepburn-D liver bill-to the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr: HEDGE: Petition of S. P. Wylie and 50 other voters 
of Washington, Iowa., for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to tlle 
Committee on t.he Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. IIEPBURN: Petitions of Rev. L. M. Beebe, pastor of 
Presbyterian Church, and others, of Seymour, Iowa, andof J. M. 
Palmer and 51 others, of Grand River, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Papers to accompanybillH. R.11411, 
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granting a pension to Mary Johnson-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

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. 

Bv Mr. HILL of Connecticut: Petition of Rev. William Taft 
and.15 others, of Goshen, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the CommittE'e on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HIN IIA W: 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 :rtfr. 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 S. H. Wileon and 35 other , of 
Wilson, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com­
mittee 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
diciary. 

Also, petition of citizens of Five Islands, Me., relative to bill to 
limiting the use of boats using gas, fluid, naphtha, etc.-to the 
Committee 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. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of B. R. Young and others, of Alpena, 
Mich., against passage of a parcels-post bill-to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Burgess S. Hulen and ?thers, of Wolve~·ine, 
Mich., against passage 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: Petition of Trinity 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
phia Board of Trade, in favor of the construction of a custom­
house at the port of Philadelphia-to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: Petition of 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 accompany bill for re­
lief of estate of Philip McQuire-tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Papertoaccompanybill granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas R. Elliott-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pen .. ions. . 

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' 
A sociation 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 Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of residents of Astoria, ill., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver till-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, m ~ayor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Rev. A. Sweet and 33 others, and the Metho­
dist Episcopal Church, Women's Christian Temperance Union and 
three societies, of Cawker, Kans., and A. E. Driskell 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, 
praying reference of war claim to the Court of Claims-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert N. Blake­
to the Uommittee 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 Judiciary. 

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 
the passage of anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on the Ju­
diciary. 

Also, petition ofT. S. Dewitt and 26 <;>thers, 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 billS. 3571-to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. TAWNEY: Papers to accompany the claim of Thomas 
D. Doig for an increase of pension-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolutions of the Boston Associated Board 
of Trade, relating to arbitration-to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

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. 

AI o, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, pro­
testing against the passage of billS. 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 Judiciary. 

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 estermination of dogfish and increase of sea-food 
supply-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 fre&-delivery carriers: Routes Nos. 17 and 18, Lyndon­
ville, Orleans County, N. Y.; route No. 14, Medino, Orleans 
County, N.Y.; route No. 2, Lockport, Niagara County, N.Y.; 
route No. 22, Ransomville, Niagara County.~,.~. Y., and routes 
Nos. 36 and 38, Middleport, Niagara County,~. Y.-to the Com­
mittee on the Post-Offico and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: Petition of J. H. Williams 
ancl34 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 Republic, in 
favor of bills H. R. 5760 and S_. 1716; resolutions 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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