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Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of W. T. Preston and 43 voters of Dunlap, Iowa, 
for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. I. Wiley and 100votersof Orient Township, 
Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, nine petitions of citizens of Cass County, Iowa, represent
ing 981 voters, for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. · · 

Also, petition of residents of Gray, Iowa, asking the appoint
ment of commissioners to investigate charges of violations of 
ru1es of Yellowstone Park-to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 
Traffic. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petitions of members of the Methodist 
Church, Rev. S. Ramsdahl and 30 other voters; Rev. J. A. H. 
Johnson and 22 other voters, members of Robert Street Metho
dist Church; members of Plymouth Congregational Church, the 
First Baptist Church, and the First Congregational Church; 
members of the Presbyterian Church, and business men, all of 
Fargo; John Hermon and 9 others, of J\filnor; L. E. Blake. and 15 
others, of Delamere, and members of the Methodist and Congre
gational chruches of Tower City, N. Dak., for the passage of the 
Hepburn bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa
chusetts Pharmaceutical Association, of Boston, for the passage 
of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on alcohol-to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. THAYER: Resolution of the Citizens' Trade Associa
tion, Cambridge, Mass., relative to increasing powers of Inter
state Commerce Commission-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Massachusetts State Pharmaceutical Asso
ciation, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction of the tax on 
alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the Business Men's Associa
tion of Sherman, N. Y., against the parcels-post bill-to the Com
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of Woman's Christian Tem
rerance Union of Millville, N.Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolli
ver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolution of Captain Warren G. Moore 
Post, No. 389, Grand Army of the Republic, I5epartment of Penn
sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE. 

THURSDAY, March 3, 190.ft.. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDwARD EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

ceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSoN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, if there be no 
objection, will stand approved. The-Chair hears none, and it is 
approved. 

SCHOO!\'"ER LUCRETIA. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu

nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel schooner Lucretia, 
William Young, master; which, with the accompanying paper, 
was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be 
printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (H. R. 5611) granting a pension to J u1iette 
Westbrook. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 

signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark
ham; 

A bill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H. 
Smalley; 

A bill (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Turk; 

A bill (S. 154) granting an increase of pension to Hugh T. 
Crockett; 

A bill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension to Harriet L. 
Ford; 

A bill (S. 268) granting an increase of pension to Annie B. 
Johnson; 

A bill (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to John P. 
Oviatt; 

A bill (S. 317) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer 
Hallet; 

A bill (S. 354) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris
wold; 

A bill (S. 386) granting an increase of pension to Homer D. 
Wells; 

A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F. 
Emmons; 

A bill (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilber F. 
Little; 

A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar
kins· 

A bill (S. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
De Rocker; 

A bill (S. 727) granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Wetherell; 

A bill (S. 819) granting an increa-se of pension to John B. 
Glover; 

A bill (S. 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L. 
Stevens; 

A bill (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W. 
Angelo; 

A bill (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M. 
Smith; 

A bill (S. 935) granting a pension to MaryS. Clark; 
A bill (S. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol

lins; 
A bill (S. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil

fong; 
A bill (S. 1392) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

Hughes; 
A bill (8. 1530) granting an increase of pension to Theron T. 

Lemphere; 
A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D. 

Pickard; 
A bill (S. 1555) granting an increase ,of pension to Owen E: 

Newton; 
A .bill (S. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn~ 
A bill (S. 1616) granting an increa-se of pension to Michael 

Donovan; 
A bill (S. 1627) granting an increase of pension. to Alonzo R. 

Kibbe; ..._ 
A bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L. 

Chunn; 
A bill (S. 1678) granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 

Reinhart; 
A bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Mathew 

Woodworth; 
A bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Morgan; 
A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Paul· -
A bill (S. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John S. 

Stanger; . 
A bill (S. 2043) gt•anting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

Williams; 
A bill (S. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea; 
A bill (S. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs; 
A bill (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Harkinson; 
A bill (S. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin; 
A bill (S. 2200) granting an increa-se of pension to Charles R. 

Collins; 
A bill (8. 2216) gt·anting an increase of pension to Charles Reed; 
A bill (S. 2237) gra:qting an increase of pension to Louise 

Chandler; 
A bill (S. 2239) granting an increase of pension to Theodore E. 

Chatfield; 
A bill (S. 2278) granting an increase of pension _to Harriet H. 

Howlett; 
A bill (8. 2289) granting an increase of pension to Louisa R. 

Chitwood; 
A bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow; 
A bill (S. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M. 

Waters; 
A bill (S. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green; 
A bill (S. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 1\I. 

Banta; 
A bill (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William S. 

Burch; 
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A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H . 
Carrow; 

A bill (S. 2688) granting an increase of pension to George M. 
Linch; 

A bill (S. 2838) granting a pension to Louisa Lyon; 
A bill (S. 2940) granting an increase of pension to Margar·et 

Liddle; 
A bill (S. 2948) granting an increase of pension to George Hyde; 
A bill (S. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth 

Lozier; 
A bill (S. 2966) granting a pension to William Conover; 
A bill (S. 2969) granting a pension to Henry Dority; 
A bill (S. 2999) granting an increase of pension to Malvine C. 

Buzzell; • 
A bill (S. 3038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

Kennedy; • 
A bill (S. 3053) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. S. 

Wright; 
A bill (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

Lane; 
A bill (S. 3130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P. 

Bowman; 
A bill (S. 3267) granting an increase of pension to Mary V. 

Carson; 
A bill (S. 3291) granting an increase of pension to John Olson 

Bakken, alias John Olson; 
A bill (S. 3362) granting an increase of pension to Dan H. Wal

l e; 
A bill (S. 3373) granting a pension to Eliza Williams; 
A bill (S. 3397) g1·anting an increase of pension to George B. 

Christy; 
A bill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 

Pentzer; 
A bill (S. 3413) gJ.'anting a pension to Henry P. Howard; 
A bill (S. 3415) granting an increase of pension to l\fanlu:ff W. 

Reynolds· 
A bill (S. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 

Ottey; 
A bill (S. 3452) g1·anting an increase of pension to Charles Male; 
A bill (S. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard 

Wilks; 
A bill (S. 3480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston B. 

W. Stephens; 
A bill (S. 3481) granting an increase of pension to James E. 

Harrison; 
A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 

Mcintii·e· 
A bill (S. 3527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham 

Boone; 
A bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pension to JohnS. Par

ker; 
A bill (S. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A. 

·Chamberlain; 
A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension to Francis 

Hall; 
· A bill (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to William Tur
ner; 

A bill (S. 3738) granting an increase of pension to Lenus S. 
Ludington; 

A bill (S. 3812) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Wheatland; . 

A bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to George l3. 
Abbott; 

A bill (S. 3887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J. 
Clark: 

A bill (S. 3893) granting an increase of pension to John L. 
Rodgers; 

A bill (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F. Smith; 
A bill (S. 3945) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis; 
A bill (S. 3950) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

Blaisdell; 
A bill (S. 4052) granting a pension to Ailee K. Seligson; 
A bill (S. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J. 

Folsom; 
A bill (S. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M. 

Gove; 
A bill (8. 4141) granting an increase of pension to Samuel A. 

Dickey; 
A bill (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama 

Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Black Warrior River, in Tu ealoosa County, Ala., in section 3, 
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian; and 

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to applic.ations, declaratory state
ments. entries, and final proofs under the homestead and other 
land laws, and to confirm the same in certain cases when made 
outside of the land district within which the land is situated. 

PETITIONS .AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. ALLISON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Denison 
and W!1ucoma; of th~ ?ongregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of AdaiT; of sundry citizens of Dumont and Pilot Mound· of the 
National P~·ohibition party, of Mitchell County: of sundry citi
zens of Elgm; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Manchester; of sundry citizens of Twigley, Washington and Col
fax; of _General Geddes Circle, Ladies of the Grand Ar~y of the 
Republic, of Davenport; of sundry citizens of Alton Gladbrook 
Fr~dericksburg, Albion, and Rock Rapids; of the co~gregation of 
Fnends' Church of Pleasant Plain; of sundry citizens of Shell 
Rock and Griswold, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the en
!1ctm~nt ?f le~lation to :-egulate the interstate transportation of 
mto.ncatmg liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER presented the petition of Mrs. J. J. Budlong 
and 6 other members of the Women s Clubs of Titonka Iowa 
praying that an appropriation be made to purcha e a n~tionai 
forest reserve in the Wh:ite'Mountains of NewHampsh:ir·e; which 
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the 
Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 1702, Pah·ons 
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission; which was refen-ed to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 170:3, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale. Iowa,-?praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the salaries of rural free-delivery mail car
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 
~e also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby

terian Church of Hawarden, Iowa, praying for an investigation 
of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT a Sena
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Co~mittee 
on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of John T. Drake Post, No. 321 of 
Brooklyn; of T. J. Potter Post, No. 440, of Creston, Departm~nt 
of Iowa, Grand Army of the Republic, and of N. A. Merrill Cir
cle, Ladies of the Grand Army of the Republic, of De Witt all in 
the Stat~ of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-p~nsion 
law; which wm·e referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cdfax Le 
G~ande, N~w Virginia, Seymour, Brownsdale, Fayette Cou~ty, 
Clinton! Littl~ton, and West Chester; of the congJ.·e()'ation of the 
Meth~dist EpiScopal Church. of West Liberty; of Silver Grange, 
No. 1,02, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale; of the congrega
tion of the United Presbyterian Church of Greenfield· of the Pro
hjbition cent~al commit~e of. Mitchell County; of the congrega
tiOn of the FITst Methodist EpiSCopal Church of Ida Grove; of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Deloit· of the 
congregation of the Congregational Church of Eldon: of the con
gregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Eldon· of the 
congregation of the Christian Church of Eldon; of the c~ngrega. 
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Woman's Chris· 
tian Temperance Union of Waverly; of the congregation of the 
Cong1·ega~o~al Chul'Ch of Dub~que; of t~e Young People's Soci
ety of CID:Istian Endeavor of Swux Rapids: of the congregation 
of t):te Umted Brethr~n Ch"?'ch of Des Moines, and of the congre
gation of the MethodiSt Episcopal Church of Danville all in the 
State of ~owa, praying for the enactment of legislatibn to regu
late the mterstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of Local Union No. 271 Iron 
Molders' Union, of Jersey City, N.J., praying for the ena~tment 
of legislation to develop the American merchant marine· which 
was refened to the Committee on Commerce. ' 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Metho
dist Episcopal Church of Woodbridge, the First Baptist Church 
of Phillipsburg, the Methodist Episcopal Church of East Ruther
ford, the Baptist Church of Glenwood, the Pre-sbyterian Church 
of New Providence, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Freehold 
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Raritan, the Fir t Presby~ 
terian Church of Long Branch; the Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Sharptown, aud the Methodist Episcopal Church of Stanhope 
all in the State of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of leg~ 
islation to regulate the interstate transportation of intoxicating 
liquors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I present a concunent resolution of the legis
lature of New J ersey, favoring an appropriation for the purpose 
of deepening and widening the channel of the Passaic River from ' 
its mouth to the city of Paterson. I ask that the concurrent res- · 
olution be printed in the RECORD and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 

There being no objection, the concurrent resolution was 1·efen-ed 



190~. CONGRESS! ON AL RECO.RD·-s:mNATE. 2.717 
to the Committee on Commerce, and oTdered to be. printed in the 
RECORD, as: follows: 
Concurrent resolution requestin~Ehe Senators from. this State in the Senate 

of the United States aitd the members.of Congress from the various dis
tricts of this State in th& Honse of. Represantatives.of the United States to 
use their best endeavors·to secure an_a;ppropriation from.. the Federal Gov
ernment for the purpose of deepening and widening the channelof. the 
Pa:SSaic River from its mouth to the city of Paterson. 
Whru·eas the Passaic River has always been a navigable stream, and from 

the early days of this Republic11p to the time of the introduction of railroads 
the inhabitants of the g:reatro·part of northern New Jersey were dependent 
upon the commerce of- the Passaic River.; fur their SUPI?lies and. household 
n acessities; and • 

Whereas by reason ot the increasing size and· draft of vessels it. is now 
impossible to navigate said river, except in vessels of very-light draft, 
making it necessary to transfer the cargo from the-larger vessels to the 
smaller ones in order to reach. its destination, thus· increasing the cost of 
transportation by water, to the detriment of the commerce of the Passaic 
River, and the consequent injury of a. great number of the ·citizens of the 
State of New Jersey; and 

Whereas there has been presented to the War Department of the United 
States· and to the Ri>er and Harbor Committee of· Congress strong-and con
vincing..m:guments showing the great"Value and the necessity of: the impro-ve;. 
ment of the Passaic Riv(.lr so thatit.ma.y become a commercial:highway, and 
that t here exists an urgent public desire that this be done; and· 

Whereas · by _!he ·report of the Chief of Engineers, embodied in the annual 
re}Jartof the War Deyartmentfor the :fiscal year ending June 30,1900, it ap
pears that such a proJect is approved and: recommended, and that the total 
cost of such impro>ementwould not exceed $l,<XX).,OOJ· and ' 

Whereas by-reason of theconsolidation·and centraliZation of the railroads 
of this country into great corporations operating thoussnds or miles-of raih 
road under one m81U1g.ement andcontrolled by a comparatively few men, it 
is desirable that the waterways of this country be kept open to navigation 
and commerce by water be extended wherever possible, to the end that com
petition in. transpm·tation of passengers and freight-may not be entirely ex
tingd3hed: Therefore, be it 

R esolced-by the senate of the State of Heto Je:rsey (th& house of assembly con
CU'l'ring) , Thatlthe Senators from this St-ate in the- Senate of the United 
States and the Members of Congress from~ the various districts of this State 
in theHouseofRepresentativesof..the United States be,and theyarehereby, 
respectfullyTequested to use their best endeavors in urging upon the Con
gress-of the Umted States the necessity of making an appropriation for the 
purpose of deepening and widening. the channel of the Passaic Ri>er and 
making. same navigable for vessels of: medium size and draft .to the city of 
Paterson. · 

Mr. DRYDEN presented, a petition of Boiler Makers and fran
ship Builders' Union, No. 211, American Federation of Labor, of 
Jersey·City; N. ~,praying. for the enactment of legislation. pro
viding. for. the developmenil of-the American merchant marine, 
for the. extension of the-coastwise laws of the United States to 
the trade between the mainland and the Philippine rslands, and 
also praying for the enactment of legislation to confine- the cal.Ty
ing of the naval and war stores of the United States to American 
vessels; which was referred tu the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the International Pottery 
Company, of Trenton, N. J., and a memorial of the Willett Man
ufacturing. Company, of Trenton, N. J'., remonstratihg against 
the passage of the so-called" eight-hour bill," and also the anti
injunction bill; which weTe refeiTed to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the Emanuel 
Baptist Church, of Newark· of the congregation{)fthe Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Springfield; of the oongregation.of the Pres
byterian Church of Stewartsville; of the congregation of the 
Sampson Memorial Methodist Episcopal Church, of Long Branch; 
of the congregation of the SecondJ>tesbyterian Church of Bridge
ton; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Dividing 
Creek; of the congregation of the Methodist EPiscopal Church of 
Hamilton.Sq_uare; of the congregation -of the Presbyterian Church 
of Basking Ridge; of the congregation of the First Baptist-church 
of Clint{)n; of the congregation of the -Reformed Church of Read
ington; of the congregation of the ·Reformed Church of Franklin; 
of the congregation of the Berean Baptist Church, of B1idgeton; 
of the congregation of the First Methodist- Episcop.al Church of 
Dover; of the congregation of the First Baptist Church of MeJ.·
chantville; of the congregations of the :Methodist Episcopal 
churches of Milton, Stockholm, Canistear, and New Foundland; 
of the congregation of- the St. Andrew's M"ethodi.st Episcopal 
Church, of Spring Lake; of the congregatien of the Fi·rst Metho
dist Protestant Church of Newark; of the congregation of the 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Karney; of the congrega
tion of the First Congregational Church· or Newark; of the con
gregation of the Amity Presbyterian Church, of Montclair; of 
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield; of 
the congregation of St. Mark's Evangelical Lutheran Chm·ch, of 
Trenton; of the congregation of the Third Christian Reformed 
Church of Paterson, and of Warren R. Neff· and sundry other 
citizens of J'ersey City, all in the State of New J'ersey, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans
portation of mtoxicating liquors; which were. refurred· to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 
· Mr. BALL presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 
4312} to cmTeot the military record of W. H'. Qleaden; which were 
referred to the-Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. 3164) 

for the relief of AlbertS. HendeTer; which were referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition. of Lefthand Grange, N{). g, 
Patrons of ffusbandry, of Colorado, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the- salaries of rnral free-delivery-mail car
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post. Roads. 

He also presented' a memoda,l of th&Citizens' Alliance of Den
ver, Colo., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
"anti:-fujunction bill;" which was- referred to the Committee on 
the .fudioiary. 

He also presented; a petition· or the Eational Live Stock Asso
ciation, of Portland, Oreg. , praying that an appropriation be made • 
providing for an investigation q,f poisonous- plants by th&> Bm·eau 
of Plant Industry, DeJ?artment of Agriculture.; · which wa& re
ferred to th& Committee on Agriculture ana Forestry. 

ffe alSo presented· a memorial of the National Live Stack Asso
ciation of Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against- the enactment 
of legislation providing for the removal of the duty on hide~; 
which was referred to the Committee-on Finance. 

He-a'lso presented a petition of theN ational Live Stock Associa
tion of Portland, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge · the powers· of the Interstate Commerce Commission; 
which was .referred to the Committee on:futerstate Commerce. 

He also presented a·petition of-the ·N.ational Live Stock Associa
tion of Portland; Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing_ for a classified censu&of live stock, and also :QroYiding 
that all manufacturers-of shoddy goods be compelled to ma1·k the 
same; which was: referred' to the Committee on the CenBlls-. 

He also presented a petitipnof the NationalTJve Stock Associa,. 
tion of Portland·, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation 
providing··for the transfer of the administration of foTest reserves 
to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred. to the Com
mittee on Forest Reservations and th& Protection of Game. 

He aLso presented a petition of sundry citizens of Denver , Colo. , 
and a petition· of Post No. 12, De:Qartment of Colorado, Grand 
Army of the Renublic, of <Jolorado, p1·a-ying for the enactment of 
a service-pension· law; which were refer·red to t'lle Committee on 
Pensions.. 

He alSo presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grand .Tunc· 
tion, Colo., praying for the passage of the-so-called "Brownlow 
good-roads bill;" which was refen-ed to the Committee on Agri· 
culture and Forestry. 

He · also presented' a · petitio~ of Local Union N'o. 3, Amalga
mated Woodworkers! International Union, of Denver , Colo., 
prayin~for the enactment of legislation providing for an ihvesti• 
gation of the labor troubles-in that-State; which was referred t6 
the Committee on· the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions-of sundry citizens· of Montrose and 
Greeley; of the-congregation of the. Capitol Hill Baytist Churc~ 
of Denver; of the congregation of the First Presbyterian Church 
of Canon City; of the congregations orthe First Congregationa~ 
the ·United Presbyte1ian, and the Meiihodist Episcopal chm·ches 
of Greeley; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Pueblo; of the Leonard1Woman's-Christian Temperanc-e Union, 
of Denver, and1of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church 
of Gunnison, au· in the State of Colorado, praying for the enact
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He·also presented petitions of the Golden Fortnigh\[y·Club, of 
Golden; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Rocky 
Ford; of the Christian Citizenship Convention of Fort..Morgan· of 
sundry citizens of Trinidad, and of the congregation of the J'tfetho
dist Episcopal Church of Grand Junction, all' in the State of Colo
rado, praying for an investigation of the charges made_ and filed 
against Hou. REED SMOOT, a Senator from the State of utah; 
which were refened tq the Committee on Privileges and Elections-. 

Mr. QUAY presented a petitionofthe Woman'sChristian Tem
perance Union of Kane, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis
lation to prevent the nullificatio;n of State liq_uor law&; which was 
referTed to the Committee on the Judiciar.y. 

He also presented the petition of C. J . Heppe & Son· and 12 
other piano mannfactm"€rs and_ dealers of Pennsylvania, p1·aying 
for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturiz.ed 
alcohol-for industrial pul'I!oses; which was referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions-of sundry citizens of West Chester, 
Pittsburg, Indiana and Lansdowne; of the congregation· of the 
Christian Church of Scottdale; of the congregation of the Menan
nita Chm·ch of Scottdale, and of the congregation of the United 
Brethren Church of Scottdale; all in the State of Pennsylvania, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the-interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liq,uars; which were referred to the 
Committee on the. J udiciary. 

He alflo presented memorials of G!?orge F. Lasher and 17 other 

' 
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citizens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pears and 8 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr., and 3 other citizens of Philadelphia, 
all in the Sta. te of Pennsy 1 vania, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called "eight-hour bill;" which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented the memorials of George F. Lasher ~nd 18 
other citizens of Philadelphia, of H. C. Dunlap and 5 other citi
zens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pears and 10 other citizens of 
Pittsburg, of H. H. Smith and 6 other citizens of Pittsburg, and 
of Charles H. Ludington, jr., and 3 other citizens of Philadelphia, 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the pas
sage of the so-called" anti-injunction bill;" which were referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition bf sundry citizens of Lawrence 
County, Pa., and the petition of W. H. Heath and sundry other 
citizens of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the passage of the so-called 
"Brownlow good-roads bill;" which were referred to the Com
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Captain John Whitney Post, No. 
368, of Laceyville; of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of Mehoop
any; of Captain E. J. R.ice Post No. 211, of Factoryville; of J. W. 
R.eynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Corporal R.ufus Frear 
Post, No. 323, of Beaumont; of Local Post No. 254, of Sharon; of 
Local Post No. 246, of Harrisville; of George Smith Post, No. 79, 
of Conshohocken; of Major W. G. Soury Post, No. 548, of Penn
sylvania; of Brandywjne Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of R.. Foster 
R.obinson Post, No. 36, of Pennsylvania; of Local Post No. 249, of 
Foxbm·g; of Manitoba Post, No. 592, of Winnipeg; of Local Post 
No. 381, of Pennsylvania; of E. M. Stanton Post, No. 208, of New 
Brighton; of James L. O'Neill Post, No. 537, of Pennsylvania; of 
Watkins Post, No 68, of Towanda; of McPherson Post, No. 117, 
of Pennsylvania; of Captain E. F. R.oberts Post, No. 437, of Penn
sylvania; of Philandes Billings Post, No. 392, of Pennsylvania; of 
Colonel John D. Bertolette Post, No. 484, of Lehighton; of J. Ed. 
Turk Post, No. 321, of Dayton; of Pennington Post, No. 283, of 
Fairmount Springs, and of Colonel D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of 
Tyrone, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army 
of the Republic, in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of sundl·y citizens of Greenville, 
West Chester, Washington! Northeast, Johnstown, and Cambria 
County; of the Woman's Foreign Missionary Society of Green
ville; of the Ministerial Association of West Newton; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Greenville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Darby; of the congre
gation of the United Brethren Church of Johnstown; of the Twen
tieth Century Club of Mifflinburg; of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Uni?nofBradford; of the YonngPeople's.Christian Tem
perance Umon of Bradford: of the· Woman's L1terary Club of 
Bradford; of the Young Ladies' Foreign Missionary Society of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Greenville; of the Young Ladies' 
Missionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Greenville; of 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Chester County; of 
the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Penns 
Park; of the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of 
Greenville; of the Woman's Home Missionary Society of Sharps
bul'g; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal and Baptist 
churches of North Bingham; of the congregation of the Presby
terian Church of Johnstown; of the Woman's Home Missionary 
Society of Allegheny; of the congregation of the F Sti·eet 1\Ietho
dist Episcopal Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the 
Grace Lutheran Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Scrottdale; of the Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union of Westmoreland County, and of the con
gregation of the Butler Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an inves
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED SMOOT, 
a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Woman's Study 
Club, of Winfield, N. H., praying for the establishment of ana
tionalforestreservein the IDite Mountains; whick was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Pleasant Street Baptist 
Church, of Concord, N. H., and a petition of Rockingham Grange, 
No. 183, Patrons of Husbandry, of Epping, N. H., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the State board of agriculture 
of New Jersey, praying for the passage of the so-called '' pure
food bill; " which was referred to the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elliotts-

town, lll., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
mterstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of George 
0. Latimer, of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of leg
islation providing for the division of the State of Washington into 
judicial districts; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Asotin, 
Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation providing for the 
construction and maintenance of public highways; which was re
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture imd Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of W. T. Kenny Circle, No. 12, De
partment of Washington and Alaska, Ladies of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Blaine; of Local Post, Department of Wash
ington and Alaska, Grand Army of the Republic, of Kent, and of 
Martha Washington Circle, No.6, Ladies of the Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Anacortes! all in the State of Washington, pray
ing for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregations of the Presby
terian Church, the Methodist Church, and the United Presbyterian 
Church, all of Waitsburg, and of Grand Lodge, Independent Order 
of Good Templars, in the State of Washington, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation 
of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, 
of Spokane, Wash., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. NELSON presented petitions of sundry citizens of Owa
tonna, Geneva, and Northfield, all in the State of Minnesota, pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate 
transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. . 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Clinton 
Avenue Methodist Episcopal Church, of St. Paul, Minn., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent nullification of State 
laws; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DEPEW presented petitions of Alexander Hamilton Post, 
No. 182, of New York City; of Adam Wirth Post, No. 451, of Col
lege Point; of A. J. Hooker Post, No. 415, of Morristown, and of 
Farrell Post, No. 51, of Canajoharie, all of the Department of New 
York, Grand Army of the Republic, in the State of New York, 
praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the GilbertS. Graves Bible Class, 
of Buffalo, N.Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre
vent the nullification of State liquor laws; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Columbus, 
West Hampton, Livingston County, Black River, Washington, 
Manlius, Amsterdam, New Albion, Newburgh, Webster, Dela
ware, and Groton; of the congregation of the Methodist Episcoval 
Church of Walworth; of the congregation of the E'irst Presby
terian Church of Waterloo; of the congregation of the Methodist 
Episcopal Church of Waterloo; of the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union of Manlius; of theW oman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Junius, and of the congregation of the Methodist Epis
copal Church of Angelica, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans
portation of intoxicating liquors; which were referred to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CLAPP presented a petition of the Sacred Thirst Society, 
of St. Paul, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Preston, 
Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa
tion of Builders' Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called "eight-hour bill;" which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of the Minnesota State Associa
tion of Builders' Exchanges, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called n anti-injunction bill;" which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PATTERSON presented a petition of Left Hand Grange, 
No.2, Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the enact
ment of legislation to increase the salaries of rural letter carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Post, No. 2, Department 
of Colorado and Wyoming, and a petition of Sedgwick Post No. 
12, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, i.n the State of Colo-
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rado, praying for . the enactment of a service~ pension law; which 
were referren to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the ·Mount 
Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver; of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Georgetown, and of the Mesa Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, of Pueblo, allin the State of Colo
rado, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate the 
inter tate transportation of intoxicating liquors: which were re
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Shakespeare Club, of Aspen, 
Colo., and a petition of the Faith Union Woman's Christian. Tem
perance Union, of Denver, Colo., praying for an investigation of 
the charges made and filed against the Hon. REED SMOOT, a Sen
ator from the State of Utah; which were referred to-the Commit
tee on Privileges and Elections. 

He also presented petitions of the Mesa Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, of Pueblo: of the Woman's Christian Te~
perance Union of Georgetown, and of the congregation of the 
;Mount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, all in the State of Colo
rado, praying for a continuance of the present antidmteen law, 
and also ·for the construction of gymnasiums at army posts, etc.; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HEYBURN presented a petition of G. A. Hobart Post, No. 
27, Department of Idaho, Grand At'Illyof the ·Republic, of Idaho, 
praying for the anactment of a service-pension law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of the Western Associ
ation of-Shoe Wholesalers, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commis!:lion; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of Pierpoint Circle, No.ll,De
partment of West Virginia, Ladies of the GranaAmly of theRe
public, of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service
_pensicin law; which was refeTred to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Metho
dist Protestant Church of Weston, W. Va., praying for the enact
ment of legislation to t·egulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; which was referred to the Committee o-::rthe 
Judiciary. 

Mr. QUARLES p'm'wted petitions of sundry citizens of Ash
land and Plainfield, in tee State of Wisconsin, praying for an in
vestigation of the charg--Js 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 Fort Atkinson 
and Packwaukee, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for the enact
ment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of 
intoxicating liquors; whlch were refened to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Builders' Exchange of Mem
phis , Tenn., praying for the enactment of legislation to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Comme1·ce. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of sundry citi
zens of New Haven, Cheshire, Branford, New London, :Mystic, 
Groton, Stonington, Goshen, Thomaston, and Terryville; of the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Colchester; of the Wo
man's Christian TempeTance Union of Groton and Stonington; 
of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Groton; of the .Ep
worth League of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Mystic; of 
the Woman's Christian Tempe1·ance Union of Cheshire, and of the 
congregation of the Methodist Episcopal and First Congregational 
churches of Cheshire, all in the State of Connecticut, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate transporta
tion of intoxicating liquors; which were refeiTed to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the .Indian 
Tenitory, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro
viding for the annexation to or absorption by Oklahoma Territory 
of the Indian Territory or any part thereof; which were referred 
to the Committee on Territories. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of-the Woman's Christian T~m
perance Union of Sturgis, Mich.; of the congregation of the 
Methodist Episcopal Church of Kenesav, Nebr.; of the Epworth 
League of Windom, Kans., and of the congregation of the Congre
gational Church of La Moille, lli., 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. 

REPORTS OF COilliiTTEES, 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re
ferred the bill (S. 1718) to compensate the Old Point Comfort 
Improvement Company for -the demolition and removal of the 

Hygeia Hotel·property from the Government reservation at Old 
Point, Virginia, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report -thereon. 

Mr.l\IALLORY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4142) granting to the Davenport Water 
Power Company rights -to construct and maintain wing dam, 
canal, and power .station.in.the Mississippi River,inScott County, 
Iowa, reported it with an amendment, and .submitted a .report 
thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 4563) _for the delivery on the Pacific 
eoast of two light-vessels now being built in_New'Yorkand New 
Jersey, reponed it without amendment, and submitted a .report 
thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW,from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica, N.Y., a port of 
delivery, and for other purposes, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

.Mr . .FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
ref~rred the bill (S. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. Murray, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Co.znirrittee on Military Affairs, to 
whom w.as . .1·eferred the bill (S. 1950) ·removingthe charge of de
sertion from the record of James A . . Bell, submitted an .adverse 
report-thereon, -which was agreed to; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Indian Af. 
fairs , to whom was 'Teferred the bill (H. R. 8878} to extend the 
provisions of the act of uanuary.21, 1903, to the Osage Reserva
tion, in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. 

1\Ir. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4585) to authorize the Southern Indiana Rail
way Company to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash 
River in Vigo County, Ind., reported it with ·amendments, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. :MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 952) to refer the claim of John S. Mosby 
against the United ..States .for the value of certain tobacco to the 
Court of Claims, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

MAP OF THE UNITED STATES. 
Mr . .PLATT of New York. I wish to call up:thereportimade 

yesterday from the Committee on :Printing, which was objected 
to by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. _.P A.TTERSON]. It is the 
joint resolution (S. R. 55) to authorize the Secretary of the Inte· 
rior to print an extra edition of the map: of the United States for 
1903, and making the appTopriationior maps made in the act of 
April15, 1900, and of March 3, 1901, available for that purpose. 
I ask for its p1·esent consideration. I will state that it is not ob· 
jectionable to the Senator from Colorado now. 

?fhere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consideT the jointiesolution. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been read. 
Mr. PATTERSON. The map I had in mind is not in shape for 

printing. ?fhe plates 'are not made. It is a map prepared by the 
Geodetic Survey. It is a most excellent map; better than any we 
have yet had printed, and I hope the Committee on Printing will 
look into it and, if possible, let us have some copies of that 
map. 
So far as the pending joint resolution is concerned, I think it 
ought to be passed. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend· 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, l'ead the third 
time, and passed. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 4742) granting an increase 
of pension to Earl B. French; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4743) for the relief of the estate of 
Andrew J. Gill, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4744) ior the relief of Charles P. 
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom· 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Patents. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 4745) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Dixon; which was read twice by its title', 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4746) granting an increase of pen· 
sion to Sylvester Gridley Parker; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4747) to remove the charge of de
sertion from the military record of John H. Fesenmeyer; which 
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com,mittee on 
1\filitary Affairs. 

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 4748) for the relief of Isaac 
P. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Milit.ary Affairs. 

Mr. QUAY introduced a bill (S. 4749) granting a pension to 
.Martha J . Patterson; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PATTERSON introduced a bill (S. 4750) granting a pen
sion to Asher Helm; which was read twice by its title, and re
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOLLIVER introduced a bill (S. 4751) granting a pension 
to Michael Fitzpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and re
fened to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 4752) granting a pension to 
Emma L. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4753) granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas J. Spencer; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4754) for the rep.ef of 
Charles A. Thomas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on :Military Affairs. 

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

A bill (S. 4755) granting an increase of pension to David Keller; 
A bill (S. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Umsted; 
A bill (S. 4757) granting an increase of pension to Thomas Gehr; 

and · · 
A bill (S. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Kate A. 

1\bnion (with an accompanying paper). 
Mr. BALL introduced a bill (S. 4759) granting a pension to 

John M. Manlove; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions.· 

He also introduced a bill (S. 4 60) granting an increase of pen
sion to Ezekiel Riggs; which was read twice by its title, andre
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 4761) for the relief of the 
estate of Marcus Walker, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bilr(S. 4762) granting a pension to 
Vincent L. McGuire: which was read twice by its title, andre
fen-ed to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 4763) for the relief of the trus
te2s of the Big Bethel African Methodist Episcopal Church, of 
Atlanta, •Ga.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. • 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 4764) granting a pension to 
Cyrus L. Mobley; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut (for Mr. HA. WLEY) introduced a 
bill (S. 4765) granting an ~cr~ase of pe~ion to Adrian Ter_ry; 
which was read twice by Its title, and~ with the accompanymg 
papers, referred to the Com~ittee on Pensions: . 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 4766) grantmg an mcrease of 
pen ion to Frederick Cla:rk; which was read twice by i~s title , 
and, with the accompanymg paper, referred to the Co~nuttee on 
Pensions. 

.A.ME...~miENTS TO A.PPROPRIA.TION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments, in
tended to be proposed by him to the District of qolumbia appl:o
priation bill; w~ch were referred to t~e Comm1ttee on the Dis
trict of Columbia., a,nd ordered to be pnnt.ed: 

An amendment proposing to increase the appropriation for the 
improvement and protection of the harbor and river front o~ the 
District of Columbia, the enforcement of laws and regulations, 
construction and maintenance of wharves and buildings, and for 
other necessary items and ser vices, from $3,000 to $5,000; 

· An amendment propo ing to increase the appropriation for the 
Washington Home for Incurables from · 2,000 to $4,000; and 

An amendment proposing to increase the salary of the assistant 
surveyor of the District of Columbia from $1,800 to 82,500. 

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment providing tl:Iat the sum 
of 840,000 appropriated in the fortifications approp1iation bill, 
approved M&rch 3, 1903 to increase the price of the metal work 
of the Emery gun carriage, shall be due and paid to E. H. Emery 
on the passage of the fortifications appropriation bill to enable 
bim to proceed promptly in the work of building his 12-inch dis
appe~ring gun carriage, etc. intended to be proposed by him to 
the fortifications appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to increase the ap
propriation for the Washington Home for Incurables from 2,000 
to $4,000, intended to be proposed by hi~ to the District of Colum
bia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$100,000 to aid in the reconstruction and completion of the build
ing of the National Homeopathic Hospital, intended to be pro
pose~ by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which 
was refen·ed to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and 
ordered to be printed. 

CA.NA.L BETWEEN ST. JONES AND LITTLE RIVERS. D~A.WA.RE. 

Mr. ALLEE submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was _considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved by the Sen ate of the United States (the House of Representatives con.
(tll1Ting), That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to C..'l.Use 
!tn examination and survey to be made from the St. Jones River at Dover, 
Del., to a point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the purpose 
of determining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal betwe~n the 
said rivers, and the deepening and widening of Little River, so as to provide 
a channel suitable for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to Delaware 
Bay. 

INSPECTIO~ OF MEA.T, ETC. 

Mr. STEW ART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Re.solved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia report to the 
Senate what inspection is made of meat, poulh·y, game, fis!l, and oysters im
ported into the District of Columbia in cold storage or refrigerator cars, giv-
ing Q.etails of when, where, and the manner of such inspection. . 

PROPOSED A.LASK.A.N LEG ISLA. TION. 

Mr. HALE and Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed the Chair. 
The PRES!DENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen

ator from Maine. 
Mr. HALE. The Senator from Indiana has a statement to 

make. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, by unanimous consent to

day was to b9 given to Alaskan legislation, not to interfere with 
appropriation bills. I understand that the Senator from Maine 
desires to call up the naval appropriation bill. That, therefore, 
displaces the Alaskan legislation for this day. 

I therefore ask tmanimous consent, on account of the impera
tive necessity for the e Alaskan bills, which will not be objected 
to, that immediately on the conclusion of the bill which the Sen
ator from Maine will now present the Senate may proceed to the 
consideration of Ala-skan legislation, not to interfere with appro-
priation bills-- · 

Mr. KEAN. Or the unfinished business. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. As part of my request, ta continue until 

disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills: 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from Mas

sachusett [Mr. LODGE], in whose charge is the unfinished busi
ness, is not present in the Chamber. 

:Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest to the Senator from Indi
ana, in the absence of the Senator from }fa sachusetts, that thg,t 
Senator would want nothing done which would displace his bill, 
which is the unfinished business. The Senator can later, when 
he has conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, make his 
request. 

Mr. STEW ART. I should ]ike to make a suggestion. 
:Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will withdraw my request for 

unanimous consent for the present, and will renew it after I have 
conferred with the Senator from Massachusetts, according to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. STEWART. It might be well also to confer with the Sen
ator from Nevada. The consideration of the milk bill was pretty 
much terminated yesterday, and I want to get a vote on it at some 
time. I do not want to have that bill excluded by a unanimous
consent agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be very much pleased to confer with 
the Senator fi·om N evad:J. 

N A. V A.L APPROPRIA.TIO~ BILL. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to· and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12220) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I ask unanimous consent that the formal reading 
of the bill be dispensed with, and that the committee amendments 
be acted upon as they are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dis
pensed with, that it be read for amendment, and that the com-
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mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

Mr. GORMAN. Mr. President, I do not observe that there is 
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs upon this bill, as 
there is in another branch, where, I am told, it is the rule or custom 
to state in a report the general provisions of the bill. 

I ask the Senator from Maine whether it would be entirely con
venient for him at this stage to give the Senate an idea what the 
bill contains and what is proposed to be done with the amounts 
involved in the direct appropriation, as well as the obligations to 
be incurred if the provisions of the bill become law. 

:Mr. HALE. :Mr. President, the report of the committee to 
which the Senator Tefers is very brief. It states the amount of 
estimates for the next fiscal year covered by this bill at $100,-
866,000 in all. The House sent to the Senate a bill appl'opriating 
$96,674,000. The Senate committee has not interfered much with 
the bill as passed by the House and has added to the House items 
of $96,674,000 only 327,000. So the bill as reported to the Senate 
carries $97,001,738.94, the estimates having been cut down about 
$5,000,000. 

As to the general question suggested by the Senator from Mary
land [Mr. GORMAN], I have prepared some figures, and I think it 
proper, as the Senator has asked, that I state the 1·easons for the 
bill, and the purposes to which the money is to be applied and 
that I should lay the tables before the Senate. My general prac
tice, as Senators know, has been to make no speeches upon appro
priation bills, but only to answer questions. 

I think it is well, Mr. President, while we are reporting a bill 
covering a very large increase, the largest increase ever allowed 
in any one year excepting last year, that the country and the Sen
ate should realize what our situation is as to the Navy, so that 
all may know just where we stand as to our naval establishment! 
in which the Senate and the country have a great pride and a great 
interest. 

I do not think it has been appreciated that while we are going 
on with a large programme, and do not propose this year to change 
it, a great deal has been done heretofore for the Navy. 

I have here a list of the appropriations which have been made 
and expended up to the present time, including the appropriations 
for this year, which, of course, have not been expended. I begin in 
1883, for that is the beginning of the present United States Navy. 

Total amounts of naval appropriation acts for each year from act of March s, 
1883, to and including act of 1904. 

1883 .••••• --···· ---------- $14,819,976. so 18M.--------------------· $22,104,061.38 
1884 ..•. -------------- -··· 15,894,434.23 1895.--------------------- 25,3Z7, 126.72 
1885 ..•••••••.•• ---·-·---- H, 980,472.59 18£6 ..•. ------.-----. .•••• 29,416,245.31 
1886 .....• ------ ·----- ---- 15,070,837.95 1897---------------------- 00,562,660.95 
1887-- --------------- ----· 16,489,007. ?() 1898 ..•••.•..• ------------ 33,003,234.19 
1888 .•..•• ---------------- 25,767,348.19 1899.--------------------- 56,098,783.68 
1889 .... ------------------ 19,942,835.35 1900 .... ------------------ 48,099,969.58 
1890 .•.••• ---------------- 21,692,510.27 1901 .... ------------------ 65,140,916.67 
1891. _________ ------------ 24,136,035.53 1902 .... ------------------ 78,101,791.00 
1892 .... -----· ------------ 31,541,654.78 1903.--------------- ---··· 81,876,791.43 
1893 ••..•• ---------------- 23,543,385.00 1904 .... ------------------ 100,000,000.00 

The subject of the new Navy came up in the Administration of 
President Arthur. While some preliminary steps were taken by 
Secretary Hunt, who was then a member of the Cabinet and 
Secretary of the Navy, he remained in office but a short time, and 
his successor, Secretary Chandler, afterwards and for many years 
an associate of ours in this Chamber, took up the work in earnest, 
and in 1883 we began appropriating for the new Navy, after full 
hearings and examinations by the Committee on Naval Affairs of 
officers in the Navy, the Secretary, and wherever any information 
could be obtained. 

We began in a modest way, and provided that year for the new 
ships the Atlanta, the Boston, and the Chicago, cruisers, and the 
Dolphin, a general boat for the uses of theN avy. It a.mounted to 
only 13,000 tons in round numbers, much less in all for that year 
than a modern battle ship. 

At that time, Mr. President, we not only had no establishments 
for armor or for plate, but we could not build the machinery, 
castings, and other things essential to the building of a naval 
cruiser, saying nothing of a battle ship or protected cruiser or an 
armored cruiser, but an ordinary cruiser. 

There the modern Navy began, and I do not go beyond that. 
From that time we have appropriated from year to year for the in
crease of the naval establishment, continuing first in building 
cruisers, gunboats, and second-classbattleshipsuntil1900. I will 
not read the list, but the appropriations were larger, perhaps, than 
Senators are aware. Beginning with 1883, when we appropriated 
only $14,000,000, as the table given shows, we have gone on increas
ing theN avy, so that, including this bill and the deficiencies of this 
year, we have already appropriated for the Navy $760,896,567.75. 

Mr. CLAY. Since when? 
Mr. HALE. Since 1883, for the new Navy, the present Navy. 

XXXVTII-171 

The table already given shows the appropriations from year to 
year. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us a synopsis of that 
table? We shall hardly get an opportunity of seeing it before the 
bill is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. It is simply a statement of what the appropria-
tion each year is that makes up the total of $760,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. It is a printed statement? 
Mr. HALE. Yes; it is a printed statement. 
Mr. TELLER. Very good. I thought it would be something 

else. · 
Mr. HALE. No; it is simply a list of the appropriations from 

year to year. The aggregate is $760,896,567.73. 
Now, as showing the growth of the Navy--
Mr. GORMAN. Right there, will it interrupt the Senator if 

he will give further figm·es? The appropriations are given at 
$760,000,000, but will the Senator state how much will be due 
upon the vessels already ordered and now being constructed--

Mr. HALE. Rear-Admiral Bowles in his last report as the 
Chief · of the Bureau of Construction and Repairs says that the 
total estimated cost of completing these vessels, exclusive of ar
mor · and armament, is $76,438,055. This does not include the 
Idah() and Mississippi, the 13,000-ton ships, which will add $11,-
478,000. To this must be added the future appropriations for 
armor and armament for these ships, for which I have not got the 
exact figures, but the total must be not far from $130,000,000. 

Now, as showing the growth of the Navy in another respect, I 
have a list of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, boys, etc., in the 
Navy at the time when we began the work of building the new 
Navy, and for each year up to the present time. At that time 
the Navy consisted of 8,250 men, petty officers, seamen, landsmen, 
and all. We have gone on increasing so that, including the num
ber provided for in this bill, the new Ame1ican Navy, as against 
8,250 when we began, now consists of 34,000 men. I put in a ta
ble here showing the increase each year: 

Numbe1· of petty officers, seamen, land-smen, boys, etc., for each year from act 
of March S, 1885, to and including act of 1904. 

Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d sess.) -----· -------- •••.•• ------------ 8, 250 
Act of July 26,1886 (49th Cong., 1st sess.) -------··----------------------- 88,~50-o Act of March 3,1887 (49th Cong., 2d sess.)--------------------------·-·--· 

8
.:;-;:.n 

Act of September 7,1888 (50th Cong., 1st sess.) -------------------------· ,r.vv 
Act of 1\Iarch 2, 1889 (50th Cong., 2d sess.) ...•. -·--·- ---------- -----· •••••• 8, 2.50 
Act of June 00 1890 (51st Cong., 1st sess.) -------·------------------------ 88,,~ Act of March 2, 1891 (51st Cong., 2d sess.) ------ -------··--·-----------·-· MJV 

Act of July 19, 18~2 (52d Cong., 1st sess.) ---------------------------------- 8 250 
Act of March 3, 1893 (52d Cong., 2d sess.). -------------------------------- 9:<XX> 
Act of July 26, 1 94 ( 53d Cong., 2d sess.) .•..•. ---------------------------- 9,000 
Act of March 2, 1895 (53d Cong., 3d sess.) _________ ------------------ -----· 9,<XX> 
Act of June 10 1898 (54th Cong., 1st sess.) -------------------------------- 10,00} 
Act of March 3, 1897 (55th Cong .. lst sess.) .••.••.•••••..•• ---------- -----· 11,750 
Act of May 4,1898 (55th Cong., 2d sess.) ----------------- ----------------- 12,750 
Act of March 3, 1899 (55th Cong., &isess.)--------··---------------------- 20,000 
Act of June 7, 1900 (56th Cong., 1st sess.) ---------- ------···----··- ------. 20,000 
Act of March 3, 1901 (56th Cong., 2d sess.) ___ _ ---------------------------- 25,050 
Act of July 1, 1902 (57th Cong., 1st sess.) ------------. ----· ------ ____ • ----- 28,<XX> 
Act of March 3~ 1903 (57th Cong., 2d sess.) -------------------------------- 31,000 
Act of 1904 (58tn Cong., 2d sess.) ------------------------------------------ 3!,000 

I have also tables showing what we are doing and have done for 
the Navy, covering the entire pay of officers and men, beginning 
in 1884-85 and ending with the present session. The amount at 
that time was $6,940,780. In the pending bill it is $19,824,093, 
and I put this table in, being in line with my treatment of the 
subject: · 
Entire pay fo1· officers and men fo1' each year from a-ct of March 3, 1885, to and 

including act of 1904. 

Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d sess.) ---------------------------· $6,940,780 
Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., 1st sess.) •.... ------------ ____ -------- 7, 000,000 
Act of March 3,1887 (49th Cong., 2d sess.)---------------------------- 7,000,(XX) 
Act of September 7,1888 (50th Cong., 1st sess.)--------·-------------- 7,082,404 
Act of March 2, 1889 (50th Cong., 2d sess.) -------·-- ------------------ 7,250,000 Act of June 00, 1890 (51st Cong., 1st sess.) _______________________ •••••• 7,250,000 
Act of March 2,1891 (51st Cong., 2d sess.) ---------·-·--------------·· 7,300,000 
Act of July 19, 1892 (52d Cong., 1st sess.) .••• -------------- --·--- -----~ 7, 300, (XX) 
Act of March 3,1893 (52d Cong., 2d sess.)----------------------------- 7,300,(XX) 
Act of July 26, 1894 ~<53d Cong., 2d sess.) __ ---- •••••••••••• ------ •••••• 7, 475,000 
Act of March 2, 1895 (53d Cong., 3d sess.) ----------·--------------·--· 7,649,329 
Act of June 10,1896 (54th Cong., lst..sess.) ····-------------------··--~ 8,100,873 
Act of March 3,1897 (55th Cong., lstsess.)----··-·------------·---··-~ 8,235,385 
Act of May 4,1898 (55th Cong., 2d sess.) --·--------------------------· 9,125,460 
Act of March 3, 1899 (55th Cong., 3d sess.) ------·--- -------- ••. --- •••• 13,500,171 
Act of June 7, 1900 (56th Cong., 1st sess.) . ---------------------------- 12,810,897 
Act of March 3, 1001 (56th Cong., 2d sess.)---------------- ------ -----· 15,200,284 
Act of July 1, 190'2 (57th Cong., 1st sess.)- --------·-------------- •••.•• 16,138,199 
Act of March 3, 1903 (57th Cong., 2d sess.) ....•• ------ -----·---··---·- 17,706,099 
Act of 1004 (58th Cong., 2d sess.). ----- ________ ------------ •••.•• ------ 19,824,093 

The additions to the Navy during the last year were twenty
nine in all, including battle ships, turreted monitors, torpedo 
boats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and submarine boats. 

The year 1894 marked another era in the building of the new 
Navy. It was in that year that the first battle ship came into the 
Navy, having been appropriated for in 1890, when CongTesa pro
vided for the thre.e great battle ships, the Oregon, the Massachu· 
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setts., ani the Indiana, of about 10,000 tons each, three ships 
which I still believe wer~ in many respects the best ships ever 
built in the American Navy for actual war purposes. They carry 
the same number of brge guns as the enormous ships which cover 
16,000 tons displacement, and are, in my judgment, better ships 
fbr offensive naval purposes th~m the others. But that I am not 
going to discuss, because we have gone on since, upon the recom
mendation of the boards increasing the Navy, so that last year 
we adopted the largest programme for building of any nation in 
the world, even including England-three immense battle ships 
of 16,000 tons each and two others of 13,000 tons each. Since 1894 
we have gone on buiJding battle ships, armored cruisers, and pro
tected cruisers, which are smaller cruisers, gunboats, torpedo 
boats. torpedo-boat destroyers, and submarine boats, as the fol
lowing table shows: 

BUlill.ARY OF VESSELS :rn THE UNITED STATES NAVY, 

Vessels fit for service, including those under repair. 

Vessels provided for in the act of 1904. 

Trial Cost of 
dis- hull and Cost of 

place- ma- armor. 
ment. £hlnery. 

----------------1-----
Battle ship. Tons. 

Cost of 
arma
ment. 

One-------------------- 16,(XX) $!,400,(XX) $1,800,000 $1,520,857 

.Armared cruisers. 
One--------------------- 14,500 4,400,(XX) 1,175,(XX) 
One--------------------- U,500 4,400,000 1,175,(XX) 

Scout cruisers. 

One--------------------- 3, 750 
One-------------·------- 3 750 
One--------------------- 3:750 

Colliers. 
56,250 

1,800,(XX) 
1,800,000 
1,800,000 

a25, 000 
a25 000 
a25~000 

880,038 
880,038 

375,000 
375, 000 
3'i5,(XX) 

Total cost. 

$7, 7ro,S57 

6,4.55,038 
6,4.55,ro8 

2.~1000 
2,200,(XX) 
2,:nl,OOO 

ZT,230, 933 

~~;~~}!~a~:tf:l~::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::~::::::::::~:::::::::::: 
Al·mored cruisers ---------- __ ---- _____ ----------- ______ .... ·--------- -----· 

1{ ~: ::::::::::~:::::::::: ~:~ :::::::::::: :::::::::~:: :::::::::::: l:~.~ 
3 -----1--------1--------1-------1--------Armored ram ___________ • _________ ------------ ___ -------------------------· Single-turret harbor-defense monitors ______________ ---------·----·-------

Double-turret monitors---------------------------------------------- ___ _ 
Protected cruisers ______ ----- ...... ____ ----------- ________ ...... --------
Unprotected crnL~rs ____ ---·-- ------ __ ·--- ----· ---------------- _ ..... ---· 
Gunboat ---- ______ ---------------------------------------- .......... ____ ..•• -~~~;!if!tg~~~~===== = =~====::::: ::~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Training ship (Naval Academy), sheathed _______ ---------- ...... -------· 
Special class (Dolphin-Vesuvius)------------------- _________ -----_--·-----· 
Gunboats under 500 tons------------------------------------------------

t~~~~~~~\i~~\f:~\~i~~~~i~~)~~~:\\\~\;~~~ 
~~~~c;~i~~::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
Colliers .... ______ .----- .. __ .---------------------- ....... ·------- __ ----_----· 
Supply ships and hospital ships .•..•• ---- ...... -----------------··-----··· 

Total ______ ...... ------------- ---------- _ ----- ____ -------- ........... . 

l 24,(XX) -----·--··-- -----·------ ---------·-- 2,500,(XX) 

6 Tota1 ...... -------- 80,250 ------ ---·-- ----------- • -----.----- 29, 'TOO, 933 
15 Totaltwoyears .. 157,850 --··-------- --·--------- ---·-------- 64,365,504 3 
l2 
3 
6 
1 
2 

21 
16 
29 
8 
1 
5 
6 
4 

39 
5 

23 
16 
14 

--
2M 

a Equipment outfit. 
Mr. PROCTOR. :May I ask a question? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask whether this cost includes 

the armament? 
Mr. HALE. I am giving the total cost. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Ready for service? 
Mr. HALE. Ready for service. I am glad the Senator has 

asked me that question, because I did not content myself with 
getting what is canJed in the bills for the hull and machinery, 
but I have the figures for the entire finishing of the vessel and 
ready for service. The battle ships of the size which we have 
been building lately have each cost about $7,500,000. 

Mr. ALLISON. Give the aggregate for the two years. 
Mr. HALE. The aggregate for the two years is , 64,365,504. 

Ve3Sels under wnstruction or authorized. Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator to say that each of 
First-class battle -ships--------- ~ ----------------------------~-----·----·· 1~ these largest battle ships would cost $7,500,000? 
.Armored cr uisers--------------------------------------------------------- 8 Mr. HALE. Yes·, but as showing the constantly increasing 
Protected cruisers ...... -------------------------------------·------- ..... . 
Gunboat for Great Lakes (not begun) ------------------------- ---------- 1 cost of these enormous ships the estimated cost of thecorrespond-

5~~~:~~~~:~~~~~:~~~::::~~:=~~:::::::::~:::~::::~~:~~:~~~~ f m~~~ :~~~f::tt:I :: 7:;·:.-o-ne battle ship. 
Tugs.----------------------------------------------------------------------__ 2 There are small items of cost, but that includes armor and arma-

Total .... __ ----------------------- .•• ------ ................. --- ____ ----

Vessels unfit for sea service. 

;~1i:g~!i:~:~~-~~~~~::::::::::::::~::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 

43 ment. I have no doubt that when the ship is fitted and commis-
sioned and goes to sea and all the additions are made, as is always 
the case, before officers and men are put on board, the cost to the 

1~ Government of one of these enormous battle ships will be little, 
8 if any, under 8,000,000. 

:Mr. MALLORY. Does that apply also to the 13,000-ton battle 
Total-------------------------------------------------------·---·-·--·· 23 ships, two of which we are now building? 

-- Mr. HALE. The Senator was not here when I st-ated it. 
Grand totaL •• ------------------------------·------------------------- 320 Mr. MALLORY. What is their cost? 

But, as showingwhatwearedoing now as compared wit?- what Mr. HALE. In the table I read I gave the cost of each one of 
we did not before 1884 when we began the Navy, but m 1894 the 13,000-ton ships. It is $5,739,000 each. 
when vJ-e received the first battle ships, I have a comparison show- Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state what is the cost of 
ing what the appropriations for last year and this year are as the armor on that $8,000,000 battle ship? 
compared with the appropriations entire from 1884 to 1894 when Mr. HALE. I can not, perhaps, answer the question with ex-
we began the battle ships. actitnde. 

The following table shows the tonnage and final cost of all the Mr. BACON. I thought the Senator had the figw·es before 
ships provided for in last year's bill and this year's bill: him. 

Vessels provided for in the act of March 8, 1908. 

Batle ships. 

Trial 
dis

place
ment. 

Ton&. 

Cost of 
hull and 

machinery. 
Cost of 
armor. 

\ 

Cost of 
arma
ment. 

Minnesota -----· -------- 16,(XX) $4, llO,(XX) $1, &X>,(XX) $1,520,857 
Kansas .................. 16,(XX) 4:,165,000 l,&X>,£XXl 1,520,857 
Vermont ________________ 16,(00 4:,179,000 1,800,000 1,620,857 
Idaho ------------------- 13, 000 2,999,500 1,689,500 1,050,000 Mississippi_ _____________ 13,(XX) 2,999,500 1,689,500 1,050,000 

U,(XX) 
Tm ining ships. 

Cumberia.na............ 1,800 
Intrepid---------------- 1,800 

Total cost. 

$7,i00,857 
7,4.85., 857 
7,400,857 
5, 7B9,000 
5, 739,000 -

~.894,5il 

370,000 
370,000 

1----~--------1-------11-------1--------Tota.l ______________ 77,600 34,63i,5TI 

Mr. HALE. I have the figures showing the cost of both armor 
and armament for each of these great ships, which is 3,320,857. 
I have given the totals. The cost, as I have given, for these two 
years is 64,365,504. The entire cost of the ships of the new Navy 
which came into the Navy up to the year 1894 was $59,692,350.82. 

All the vessels that came into the Navy under the new pro
gramme from 1884 to 1894-ten years-cost $59,692,350.82, as 
against $64,365,504 which we appropriated in the last year's bill 
and this bill. 

I give the figures because Senators ought to know and ought to 
realize that we have not been remiss heretofore. Senators have 
said to me during this session, "It is a shame that we are not 
building up the Navy. The sentiment of the country is for it;" 
and it has not been realized or understood what Congre s has done 
for our new Navy, or how great and powerful it is to-day or what 
it will be when the ships now being built are finished. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr.President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
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Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. What is the character of the vess~ls which 

are in process of construction? 
Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me, I am coming to that 

and shall state each ship which is under construction. That 
comes a little later in the order I have arranged. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. That is what I wish to ascertain. 
Mr. HALE. As the Senator has asked a very pertinent ques

tion, I will now give the table showing the kinds of ships now 
under construction and the degree of completion of each. 

Vessels unde1· constnLction, United States Navy. 

Degree of comple-
tion. 

No. Name. Speed. Where building. 
~Jan.1, 

1004:. 

Battle ships. 
Knots. Percent. Percent. 

12 Ohio ...... _ ....... 18 Union Iron Works ........ 83.5 84.5 
13 Virginia ......... 19 Newport News Co ........ 50.4 52.5 
14 Nebraska ........ 19 Moran Brothers Co ....... 33 35 
15 Georgia .......... 19 Bath Iron Works .......... 4.{) 42.5 
16 New Jersey ...... 19 Fore River Ship and En· 48.9 49.43 

gine Co. 
17 Rhode Island .... 19 ..... do ........ -------- ...... 48.8 50.61 
18 Connecticut ..... 18 New York, 24.7 26.7 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. . 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from Maine if he 

has any objection to asking that, in addition to its going into the 
RECORD, that table shall be printed as a Senate document? 

Mr. HALE. That is in the line of my suggestion. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have examined it very carefully. It 

would be a document that doubtless would be called for; and it 
would be very convenient to be able to furnish it in that form. 

Mr. HALE. I am glad the Senator, who is a prominent mem
ber of the Naval Committee, agrees that it is a very valuable 
table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is indeed. 
Mr. HALE. This writer has a summary of all vessels already 

built and now in the Navy, going completely into the subject. 
He gives in the table the name of each vessel. 

The tonnage of all these different classes at present in theN avy 
is 531,886 tons. In addition to that is the statement of ves::;els 
building and authorized, to which I have referred, and of which I 
will give the tables in detail, and those amount to 349,431 tons, 
with an aggregate of our Navy, when the present building is com
pleted, of 881,317 tons, with the immense horse power of 1,248,386, 
and requiring a force of sailors, seamen, and petty officers of 
45,881 men when the present programme is carried out. As to 
the vessels now building and authorized--

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 

19 Louisiana ........ 18 
20 Vermont ......... 18 

21 Kansas ........... 18 

Navy;ard, 
N .. 

Newport News Co ........ 
Fore River Ship and En-

gine Co. 
New York Shipbuilding 

Co. 

31 
1 

2 

34.5 Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is important in this connection 
6 to state that this table shows that in the matter of tonnage the 

United States to-day stands third among the nations of the world. 
I think that is correct. 

2.7 

2.6 

22 Minnesota ....... 18 Newport News Co ........ 8 12 

Arntored cruise1·s. 

4 Pen~lvania .... 22 William Cramp & Sons ... 63.2 M.9 
5 West irginia ... 22 Newport News Co ........ 67.3 70.5 
6 California ....... 22 Union Iron Works-------- 48 51 
7 Colorado. ________ 22 William Cramp & Sons ... 67.4 69 
8 Mary land ...... _. 22 Newport News Co ........ 63.1 65.4 
9 South Dakota. ... 22 Union Iron Works ........ 44.5 47 

10 Tennessee ...... _ 22 William Cramp & Sons ... 12.9 15.1 
11 Washington .... _ 22 New York Shlpbuilding Co 9.7 12 

Protected crut'.sers. 

14: Denver .......... 17 N eafie & Le1bi ............ 98 98 
15 Des Moines ...... 16! Fore RiverS 'p and En- 96 M' 

gine Co. 
72 72 16 Chattanooga .... 16t Lewis Nixon ....... --------

17 Galveston ....... 16! WJ!l. R. Tri~ Co .......... 69 70.5 
18 Tacoma .......... 16! Uruon Iron orks ... .; .... 96.5 99 
19 St. Louis ......... 22 Neafie & Levy ............. 34.8 36.2 
21 Milwaukee ...... 22 Union Iron Works ........ 38.5 41. 
22 Charleston ...... 22 Newport News Co ........ 55.2 66.9 

Gunboats. 

17 Dubuque ........ 12 Gas Engine and Power Co. 15 ro 
18 Paducah--------- 12 ..... do ............ ____ ...... 13 16 

Training ships. 

Cumberland ..... Sails. Navy-yard, Boston ........ 7 12 
Intrepid--------- Sails. Navy-yard, Mare Island .• 0 5 

Training brig. 

Boxer ............ Sails. Navy-yard, Portsmouth .. 8 6 

Torpedo boats. 

19 Strinlbha.m ....... 00 Harlan & Hollingsworth .. 93 93 
20 Golds orough ... 00 Wolff& Zwicker .......... 99 99 
27 Biarelr;, __ .. _ ..... 26 Geo.Lawley & Son ........ 99 99 
29 Nicho on ........ 26 Lewis Nixon----------·--- 99 99 
00 O'Brien .......... 26 ..... do ................ ______ 98 98 
34 Tingey ........... 26 Columbian Iron Works ... 100 100 

Steel tugs. 

8 Pentucket ....... 12 Navy-yard, Boston ........ 96 100 
9 Sotoyomo ........ 12 Navy-yard, Mare Island ... 95 98 

Now, as valuable a table as I havebeenable to find-and I shall 
ask to have it put with other tables into the form of a public docu
ment-Senators who have seen'the table have suggested this. It 
is in the Philadelphia Inquirer of Sunday, February 28, by Mr. 
P. Lyle Weaver, who has, for that paper, searched the records of 
the Navy Department in a more thorough way, I am free to say, 
than I have been able to do or than anybody else, so far as I have 
seen, has been able to do. I have examined this table by the light 
of all the figures which I have gained from the reports n·om the 
Department itself, and it is muph more exhaustive than anything 
that I have been able otherwise to procure. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. HALE. It is undoubtedly. I shall have some further fig
ures to present on the question of tonnage. 

Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator does he mean to 
say that we stand third in tonnage now, compared with the other 
powers of the world, or that we shall stand third when the ships 
provided for are constructed? 

Mr. HALE. We stand third at present. 
Mr. CLAY. England first, France second, and is not Germany 

now ahead of us in tonnage? · 
Mr. HALE. No; not including the small ships in our Navy

those under 1,000 tons. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Not according to the figures in these tables, 

I will say to the Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. CLAY. I thought that Germany was ahead of us, not 

taking into consideration the ships we have in process of con
struction; but taking into consideration the ships now under proc
ess of construction, then we would be ahead of Germany. 

Mr. HAL.E. I have tables which will show where the Senator 
gets his idea of Germany being ahead of us, which I shall come 
to presently. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That has been, I will say, the general opin
ion; indeed, it was the opinion I myself had until, from a careful 
analysis of this table, I found, if this gentleman is correct, that 
we stand ahead of Germany; that we stand third to-day. 

Mr. CLAY. I got my information from the report of the House 
committee. 

Mr. PROCTOR. May I ask a question? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly; I have no set speech that questions 

will interrupt. I am only giving the figures, and shall be glad if 
Senators will ask me questions. 

Mr. PROCTOR. On the question of the relative force of our 
Navy compared with that of other nations I should like to ask if 
the Senator can tell what it was at the beginning of the Spanish 
war, in 1898, and whether we were not then counted in naval 
power sixth or seventh amongst the governments of the world? 

Mr. HALE. Quite likely. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I think one of the reports I saw stated that 

we were seventh. · 
Mr. HALE. I beg the Senator's pardon, but that particular 

year has gone, a;n~ what I am dealing with now is the present 
status of the building programme we have already authorized. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I was trying to show our rapid advance. 
Mr. HALE. It has been exceedingly rapid. There was a time 

when we were behind every other nation, when we only appro
priated $14,000,000 a year for the naval establishment-for ships, 
officers, men, and everything else-and the whole naval world 
was ahead of us. We then began the work of the building up 
of the new Navy, and what I am trying to show is what we have 
already done, including the authorization of this year. 

Mr. PERKINS. I should like to ask the Senator to state, in 
passing, that in the effectiveness, in the improvements of our 
war ships, and in their appurtenances and appliances and ma
chinery we are second in the navies of the world. We have prof
ited, in other words, by the mistakes made by European coun
tries in building up their navies. 
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Mr. HALE. We have this great advantage, Mr. President, let 
me say in answer to the suggestion of the Senator from California, 
that up to, I will say, 1 -1. we stood by and saw other nations 
making experiments in different kinds of new ships. They spent 
hundreds of millions of dollars upon ships that have since been 
abandoned as ob olete, and other kinds of ships are being con
structed to make their present navies; but in reckoning the en
tire tonnage of the foreign navies they have reckoned what both 
the Senator from California and the Senator from New Hamp
shire suggest, and all of these old and practically obsolete ships 
that are still existing are counted in their tonnage, while our ton
nage is of the new ships that have been built and are fit for some 
service. 

Mr. ALGER. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. ALGER,. During the Spanish-American. war a large num

ber of yachts-inferior boats, you might call them-were pur
chased but they would be of no use in time of war. 

Mr. HALE. Twenty-three of them. 
Mr. ALGER. I want to know whether they are included in 

this number. 
Mr. HALE. They are not included in the list of ships of sea 

stl·ength and fit for war service, to which I am coming. They do 
not amount to much either in tonnage or armament or anything 
else; but they balance against just the same kind of ships that 
are found in foreign navies, and that adds to their total. They 
are of the ame kind. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will suspend one 
moment while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished 
business. It will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 2259) to regulate shipping in trade 
between ports of the United States and ports or places in the Pbil
ippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the unfinished business be tempoi"arily 
laid aside. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senatol' from Maine asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside, that the 
Senate may proceed with the consideration of the appropriation 
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HALE. But I have notbeencontentmyself, Mr. President, 
tore t there· and I have tables which I will put in the REOORD, 
showing the sea strength of the principal naval powers up to the 
pre ent year and not including small ships less than 1,000 tons. 

I do not say that in a system either of warfare or of peaceful 
conduct of a naval establishment gunboats and light-draft gun
boats are not very valuable vessels. They are not only valuable 
in time of peace and are used more than the larger ships, but in 
time of war they are excellent as scouts. But I do not reckon 
them in the tables which I am going to give now. I am dealing 
with the larger vessels, which may, perhaps, be termed "sea 
strength.'' 

Mr. LODGE. I ask the Senator if the table is the same as that 
found in the report on the House bill? 

Mr. HALE. I think there may be some little change, but it is 
practically the same thing. 

Mr. LODGE. That table shqws the sea strength. 
Mr. HALE. I was going to explain what it shows. 
Mr. LODGE. Do the Senator's tables show the character of 

ships that are at present building? 
Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, in refer

ence to the inten-ogatory on the part of the Senator from Mich
igan [Mr. ALGER] , I wish to say that the total tonnage to-day is 
531,8 6, and the converted yachts have a tonnage of 10,880. So 

they are included in the total, but it is inconsequential as a mat
ter of fact. 

Mr. HALE. They make no figure. 
Mr. GALLINGER. No. 
Mr. HALE. Now, treating of what we may call the sea strength 

of the larger ships, that is here given for Great Britain., for France, 
for Russia, for Germany, for the United States, for Italy, for 
Japan. The table gives thennmberof battle hips, coast-defense 
ironclads, armored cruisers, protected cruisers of the first and 
second class, and cruisers and scouts over 1,000 tons. That, of 
course, includes all armored ships and all battle ships whenever 
built. It gives for Great Britain a tonnage of 1,516.040; France, 
576,108; Rus ia, 416,158; Germany, 387,874; the United States, 
294,405; Italy, 258,838; Japan, 243,586; Austria, 93,913. That is 
the tonnage of ships that are now commissioned. 

Mr. ALGER. They are built. 
Mr. HALE. Yes: they are now in commission. 
Mr. CLAY. I should like to ask the Senator how is it possible, 

with only the tonnage he has stated, for the United States to be 
the third naval power in the world? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator let me complete my statement? 
Mr. CLAY. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. HALE. I have also shown-and that is included in this 

table-what the strength of this country alone and of each coun
try will be when the present building programme is carried out. 

Senators may say that that is not all carried out yet; that we 
have got to wait. Of cour e, we have to wait. You can not 
build a ship in a day. Great Britain can not and Germany can not. 
But, as showing what we have done and are doing, I have another 
table which shows that when the building going .n i completed 
of these larger ships, thetonnageofGreatBritain will be 1,867,250; 
of France, 755,757; of the United States, 616,275; Ru sia. 558,492; 
Germany, 505,619, or more than 100,000 tons less than we have; 
Italy, ~29,000; Japan, 253,000; Austria, 149,000-all including the 
present building programme when it is carried out. I put in, Mr. 
President, these most important tables; · 

OFFICE OF NAVAL b."TELLTGENCE, 
F ebruanJ 5, 190!,. 

:Memorandum of information p.repared for Ron. EUG"ENE HALE, chairman 
of the Committee on Naval Affall'S, United States Senate in resp nse to his 
request of February 4, 1904,. Contents: Ship in commission of various naval 
powers; sea strength (printed table) of the principal naval power 

SEA'l'O~ CHROEDER, 
Captain, United State!! Navy, Chief Intelligence V,Oioe1·. 

VESSELS ~ CO:IDIISSIOY FOR ACTIVE SERVICE AND ATTACHED TO CRt;ISD- G 
SQUADROKS. 

[N OTE.-N ot included: Cruising training vessels, gun boa. of than 1,000 
tons, river boats, special-serviee vessels of all classes, cruising vessels in com
mission, but attached to shore stations.] 

I Number. 
Class of vessel. 

England. France. Germa.ny. l Italy. Russia.a 
------------------:------

16 9 17 9 
3 4 1 15 4 5 ------··-6 

Battle ships, first class_____ 35 
Coast-defense vessels ------
Armored cruisers_______ ___ 15 
Protected cruisers-------- 74: i} 22 16 "( 

2 2 -----·---- 5 
6 ---·-------- 2 7 

Unprotected cruisers_·-·-· 5 
Gunboats _______ --·-----·-·- 17 

a Vessels in the Baltic and Black seas are not in commission during the win
ter season. 

The demarcation between vessels in and out of commission is less sharply 
drawn in foreign services than in the United States, and it is often difficult 
to determine f1·om the fact of a foreign vessel being or not being in commis
sion whether or not she is in condition for war service. The accompanying 
table (printed) of the sea strengths of the principal naval power gives a fair 
exhibit of the numbers of vessels either in commission or in condition to be 
quickly commissioned for war service. 

SE.A STREXGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS. 

Numbe1· and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,()()() or nw1·e tons displacement. 

Great Britain. France. Russia. Germany. 

Type. 
Buil T Build T Built T Build- T Built f: Build- T Built. Tons. Bmg.uild.- Tons. t. ons. ing. ons. . ons. ing. ons. . ons. ing. ons. 

------------------------1·---1------------1-----1---1----- ----1-----f-----1----1----
/ 

:Battleships, fir tela a-----------·-- 50 {;69.{XX) ~ jl42,600 20 223,621 6 87,800 17 1.129 8 112,864 14: 152,581 6 77,9S2 
Other battle ships and coast-defense 

ironclads_____________________________ 6 t9,00J ~ •• 1.,-h-;;;~:,;;;,;- m 04.,615 ________ 12 66,6i'9 ·---··- -------· 16 oo,rm ----·-· -------· 
Armoredcruiser ------------------··- 21 '262,&Xl ~ IIDO.vuu 15 113,767 8 91,&9 8 71,261 ---···- -----·-- 3 28,14! 3 28,0t8 
Protected cruisers, first class (above ~ 

~~~. E~~tf~~:~~~~~~~:~~ : ::: --··;· -~~~- L: ::: ~~~=~~ =~~~~~ : ::: : 1::: ----~- -~~~~- ~~=~~~ ~~~~~~~ ~ 
Other cruisers and scoutB (above 

1,000 tons)---------·-·---·---····---- 44 96,510 8 '21,610 18 32,840 -------------- n 18,093 ------ -·----- m. 69,427 ' 11,711i 

TotaL _____ ---·---------------20}~ IJ8351,2i0 -gs~ ~i79,6!9~---w 6,158 -uli2,Z74~ 387,874 13 ll7, 7!5 

Combined totaL _________ -··--- 239, of 1,867,.250 tons. llO, of 755,757 tons. 73, of 558,4ro tons. 86, of 505.619 tons. 

I 



1904. CONGRESSIOW.AE RECORD-SENATE. 2.725 
• 

Nwnber and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacement-Continued. 

United States. Italy. Ja-pan. Austria. 

Type. 
Built. Tons. Build- Tons. Built. Tons: ing. 

11 125; 1.29 fill Hi6;700 1J l.TJ,276 

12 4?,945 --···a· iii,8(Xi- B 12"2# 
31:891 2 1 ,415 6 

2 li;750 3 28,800 -----~- -------- ------- ---····· ------- -------- ------- -------- ------- -------- ------- ---···· 
16 56,300 { 12,(00 6 17,490 ------- -------- 10 fl,226 3 10,005 2 8,128 ------- -······ 

23 32, '173 2 2,170 

65 294,405 28 321,870 

93, of 61.6,275 tons. 

17 31,506 

« 243,586 

------- -------- 6 11,785 -----~ ·•••••• 
1--------------

3 10, 095 21 93, 913 6 55, 9ro 

41 ,_of 253,681 tons. 27, of 149,833 tons. 

a Battle ships, first class, are of (about) 10,000 tons o:r- more displacement, and are not more than 20 years-old. (The few-exceptions as to age have 
been reconstructed and are given a modern armament.) 

b Contract notyet awarded for two additional authorized. 
N: B.-Gll'llboats and-other vessels ofless than 1,00) tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant vessels or 

yachts, or obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table. 
• 

Number of tm·pedo 1:essels and submm·ines, built and building. 

Great Britain. France. Russia. Germany. United States. Italy; Japan. Austria. 

Built. Build-
ing. 

Type. 
ing. • mg. mg. mg. mg. Built. Build: Built. ing. Built. I B;:~- Build- Built. B_uild- Built: B_uild- Built. I B_uild· Built. I B_nild· 

-----------1·---t---t--- ---1----1----~--1---1-------- ------

125 21 25 13 
90 200 30 

Torpedo-boat destroyers........ 12 16 ...• ...• 11 2 19 ...••.•. 7 .•.•.••• 
Torpedo boats................... ....•.•. 00 4 142 8 67 18 61 ....••.• 

49 9 32 
165 6 93 ---·-io· 9 30 10 Submarines..................... 3 8 ........ 1 2 ......•. •••••••. 1 ....... . 1 ................ ....... _ ... ___ 

---l----1---1·---l---l---l----l---f-------------:-l 
~24 31 316 53 TotaL..................... 16 54 4 1M 12 86 18· 69 ---····· 215 H 125 

Combined totaL. ......... . 255 008 ~ M a ~ oo 

Relative order of war-=ship strength. 

At present. As would be the case were vessels building now completed. 

Nation. Tonnage. Nation. Tonnage. 

\ 

Great Britain-----~~ .•. ~--~--~···---- ........ --·.--· ••...••..... 
France------·-·-··---------~---· ---·-- .-----~~---·----------
RuESia ..••.•••..••......•..•••.•.•..••.••••• -••••••• ----.-----------

1, 51.6,040 Great·Brita.in •••...•..... -----------~--- •....•••...••....• ···--
576, 108 Franca. ..•... --···· ...... -------------·-----····--------------

1,867,250 
755,757 
616,275 
658,432 
605,619 
S29 257 
253

1
681 

li9:83i 

Germany ----··· ···-·····-··---- .. ------ .... ------. ---~----------
United States ......•.....•.....•..................•....•.....••.... 

tl6, 158 United States -~----- ...... ------ ..•... ------~---- --------------
387,874 Russia ----------------------------·· ------ ••••.• -----------

. ~~~In·::~::::::::~::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::=:::::.--::~ 
294,405 Germany .......... ---------- ...•• ---~--------------------
258,838 Italy ........... -~---· -------------------------------·--··-· · 
248,586 Japan ................•••....• -····· •.....•.•...•....• -----~----

Austria ................ ___ .... ------- -------------···----------- 93, 913 Austria ...... --·- .................. ---------- ........ --------

But, Mr. President, I will say here--
1\Ir. STEWART. Is that for this year under this bill? 
Mr. HALE. Thatincludesthisyear's expenditureS", butnotthis 

year's building programme. 
Mr. CLAY. That does notincludethe$29,000~000 fornew ships, 

does it? It simply includes ships that are now in process of con
struction? 

Mr. HALE. Tliese it-ems do not inclu<fe the present-bill. 
MI'. CLAY. That is what I thought. 
Mr. HALE: It is figured up to last Decemoer, as rhave stated. 
NDw, one thing ia· noticeable, in wliicli the situation ia very 

marked. The whole Japanese navy, already ·built and building, 
is only 47 vessels; in all', 253,681 tons. 

Mr. PROCTOR. Built and building? 
Mr. HALE. But Japan is at home. In any possible contro

versy that may arise her base is only aiew hundred miles ·from any 
naval or military operations; The Hugest figures that Japan. can 
show are small compared with those of every other country that 
I have cited, except Austria; but she has-this immense advantage 
of being near at home-in her·fighting. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I will ask the Senator what position rela
tively we shall obtain when the present-bill ia passed? 

Mr. HALE. That will not change it very greatly, except that 
I will say this: Germany ia not keeping up a large new pro
gramme. Her. programme is not nearly as large as ours. France's 
programme is not as large as, ours, excepting in somer smaller 
vessels. Tlie only power that: is k'eeping-np an increase· as large 
as we aTe in these large shipS" is Great Britain. 

In lo.oking- over these figures of tha showing of total tonnage, 
from a compilation secured at the Department, of the navies-of the· 
world, I find that to make up this great tonnage of large vessels 
of other oountlies there is included a great many vessels that 
were built before we began ta build our ne:w Na..vy. Many-of_ th-ese 
large vessels are old; they are set aside; they.· are found irr naval 
stations and navy-yards, but they help the figures: of these large 

powers. Included in the list-of England are !4 battle ships and 
2 armored cruisers, ranging-from 6.000 tons, with a total tonnage 
of 76,900~ tons; that were ordered before we began to touch our 
Navy, that is, before 1884. While they are in the figures, they 
do not, I say, like ours:, represent actual offensive strength, 

In her total.o£755,757 tons; France has 106,000 tons of these' ships 
that were buil.t" before 188~ or twenty years- ago, ancf not one of 
them can be used for offensive purposes. Deducting this 106,000 
tonS: makes herabout 33,482"ton.s ahea<tof us. ThiB-dednction of 
old and comparatively obsolete ships from France's effectivanavy, 
with-another. tabJe which I shall.gi:ve, brings ns up with our naval 
programme witlL F..rance~ and with: her next to Great Britain, 
which has-got-of these old.ships, built before 1884, 1.30,000 tons. 
Germany has 34,000 tons of what "You might call.obsolete ships and 
25,000 ton of·armored cruisers: Russia has 40,000 tons:. 
rnMDER 011' B.A..TTLE SHIPS · AND ARMOREll CRUISERS OF CERTAIN GB:E.A.T 

POWERS r;.A..ID DOWN PRIOR TO OR. IN lSSL 

(Treat Britain. 
Battle ships (12): Tonnage. 

jif~~j[t:~;~;::-~~j:~=~~~--f~~':~ii!~ 1!1 
Er.~=~~;;~~~~~~~~~:~?~~~====~~=~~~~~~~;~~~: ~~~ 

TotaL----------------·····- ·· -----------------·-····· ---- lll.S(X) 
Armored crnisers·(2): ---

Ilnp:erieuse ___________ -----~--------- ---··· --·---------- ----·· ---~-~ 8, 400 
Warspite. .•..... ----------··- ·-···· -----···· ---------· ____ .... .••• 8,400 

Total .... ·-----------------------------------·------------·----- 16,00) 
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France. 

10,950 
10,£00 
10,581 
10,630 
12,150 
12,150 
10,487 
10,00) 
10,00) 
9,400 

Total ........ ------------.-----.---------.----- ...................... 106,94.8 

Armored cruisers, none. 
Germany. 

Battle-ships (5): 
Baden ...................... -----...................................... 7, 400 

t~t~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ :~: =~ ~ :~~ ~ :~~~~ ~ ~~~~~ ~: ~ ~ ::: ~ ~~=~ ~~ ~: ::~~ :::~ =~~=~~~~ ~~ ~ 
Total. _____________________ ........... __________________ ...... __ .... 3!, soo 

Armored crui£ers (3): 

~~~~~ni~~======:====~=~===== =~~=====~=== ======== ======== ==: ::::: ~: ~l~ 
Total ................ ------- ..... ------.............................. 25,103 

Russia. 
Battle ships (4): , 

~~~~==~~~~:~~::~~~:~~ ::~~ :=_= ~~~ ~~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~ = :~~ =~~: :::~ ~: m 
Total .................................... ------...................... 40,208 

Armor~d ~ruisers (5): = 

~1t!~}: :~~~)=~~~~~jjjjjj j~jj~~i~~\ ~~j:~~iijjj\~~ :\ \j~: ~ m 
Total................................................................ 25,855 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a 
question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEA.N in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Fl()rida? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. MALLORY. We have some ships which are pretty old 

but which are ~n good condition-for instance, the Atlanta, th~ 
Boston, the Ohwago, and that class of vessels. They were built 
before 1884, and yet those vessels are now--

Mr. HALE. No, they were not built before 1884. 
Mr. MALLORY. They were finished about 1884. 
Mr. HALE. They did not get into the Navy before 1886, or 

even later. 
Mr. MALLORY. Well, 1835 or 1886. 
Mr. HALE._ I am only taJr:ing now the ships not of that kind; 

I am only taking now the ships of other powers that were built 
before that time. 

Mr. MALLORY. Even conceding that, the point I want to 
make is this: We have repaired those vessels. The Chicago ha-s 
been completely transformed and the Atlanta has been recently 
entirely overhauled; I do not know about the Boston; but those 
vessels to-day are in first-cla-ss condition, though they are com
paratively old. 

Mr. HALE. They are in our Navy; they are in good condition. 
Mr. MALLORY. Can you determine from the fact that aves

sel was built before 1884 that she is necessarily out of date? 
Mr. HALE. Well, I do. When we come to the number of 

ships that Great Britian has got in commission, I see where these 
obsolete ships are accounted for. But I am coming to that. 

Mr. MALLORY. Possibly the ships of the countries which the 
Sena:tor has termed" obsolete" may have been repaired, as we have 
reparred ours. 

Mr. HALE. In addition to that, Mr. President, I have made 
another table, which shows the tonnage that goes to make up 
these figures of these other great powers between 1884 and 1894 
when we began to introduce the battle ships. Those that I hav~ 
already given are older than any battle ships, older than any 
cruisers or any gunboats, or anything we have got. 

Again, I have got an additional table of large vessels built be
tween1884 and 1890. This table shows that Great Britain has an 
additional 115,600 tons of battle ships that were built before we 
began to introduce battle ships, and 39,000 tons of armored cruis
ers making in all 164,000, which is to be taken from these figures 
of large ships that Great Britain bas, as compared with ours all 
of which have been built and taken into the Navy since 1S94. 
France adds to that 31,533 tons. So that in effective large new 
ships we will be, when this programme is completed, away beyond 
either Germany or Russia or Japan, alongside of France, and up 

much nearer to Great Britain than anybody would realize if they 
did not know what these figures show. 
NUMBER OF BATTLE SHIPS AND AR)IORED CRUISERS OF CERTA.IN GREAT 

POWERS LAID DOWN FROM 1885 TO 1890, BOTH INCLUSIVE. 

Gt·eat Britain. 

&ti~~~:\::::::ttt\!l\!\\\l\!\\\!!!!!\i![\\\\\!\\!1\:::::::= 
10,470 
10,500 
14,150 
14,150 
14,150 
14,150 
14,150 
ll, 9{0 
ll,940 

Total ...... ------ .. : ................................................. 115,600 

5,600 
5,600 
5,600 
5,600 
5,600 
5,600 
5,GOO 

Total ................... . ........................................ ____ 3!1, 200 

France. 
Battle ship: Brennus ................. _ ......... ____ . ..... ...... ...... .... 10,983 

Armored cruisers (4): 

t~?.~~~::~; ;~~:::~~::: :~:: :~;=~~~: :: :~~~~;~;~~;;;~~~~~~~ ~~~~ t! 
Total .......................... ____ .................................. 20,550 

Battle ships, none. 
Armored cruisers, none. 

Ge1711.any. 

Total ............................................................... . 

10,280 
9,476 
8,500 
9,700 
9,900 

47,855 

Armored cruisers (3) : = 

t=.~~:=~~~====~::==~==:::::::::==~::=:::::::::::::=~======== 1~:~ 
Total................................................................ 20,140 

Mr. LODGE. That is assuming that they do not change their 
present programmes. · 

Mr. HALE. Well, there is no sign that they will, as I have 
stated. 

:Mr. LODGE. I mean is it perfectly fair to take that for 
granted? Of course, they may change. 

Mr. HALE. Well, if they do so, we can. I mean the pro· 
gramme that is now laid out and provided for by law. 
. Great Britain undoubtedly, as I see from what has taken place 
m the Ho~e of Commons, h~ ~ lar~e, but not a detailed, pro
gramme this year. Great Bntam eVIdently does not know just 
how she will want to .build ships for the next year. 

Mr. LODGE. ~fay I ask ~he Senator in regard to those ves
sels he was speaking of as built before 1884? Is it not true about 
every armored ship built and ordered at that time that the armor 
was iron plate? I do not reme;mber the technical name, but they 
were plates that were superseded by steel plates. 

Mr. HALE. Entirely. 
~r. LODGE. It is armor that no country would think of 

usmgnow. 
. ~r. HAL_E .. There may have been some composite armor, but 
1t IS only Withm a very few years, Mr. President, that any nation 
has begun to use the best modern armor. 

Mr. LODGE. They were compound iron plates. 
Mr. HALE. Composite iron plates. 
Mr. President, I put in here a memorandum from the Bureau 

of Naval Intelligence: 
Memorandum. 

FEBRU.ARY18, 190!. 
By 1008 the followin~ ships should not be counted in the main line of de-

fense, but should be disposed as indicated below: 
Bat~e ships: -!ndiana, Massachu~~s, Oregon, Texas· coast-defense squadron. 
Mom tors: M zantonomoh, .Ampltttnte, Ten·or, Pur-itan; harbor defense only. 

So_ it seems they are already talking in the NavyDepartmP.ntof 
puttmg the Oregon, the Massachu.setts, and the Indiana onto the 
retired class for coast defense. 

Mr. STEW ART. I hope they will keep the Oregon off of it. 
:Mr. HALE. They ought to. I think the Oregon is one of the 

best ships that ever was built. 
Mr. LODGE. It is a good ship to-day. 
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:Mr. HALE. lt is a good ship to-day. 
Mr. STEW ART. I should like to see another like it built. 
Mr. HALE .. But it does not fill the fancy of a naval officer. 

She has not the room on her for staterooms and for comforts and 
•for conveniences and for all the intricate machinery that a 16,000-
ton ship has. But she .has the ·same number of 12-inch guns .and 
the same number of turrets and the .same efficient force, so far as 
the great guns go. She is smalle.r, more easily handled, and when 
.she goes to -the bottom, as any battle ship will from the impa-ct of 
a torpedo, like the jab of a prize fighter's fist, instead of seven or 
eight.million dolla.rB going to the bottom, it is only $5,000,000, for 
which sum a ship of that kind can be built to-day. 

So we have to reckon with this as showing why it is that we 
are continually asked by the .naval officers and the naval boards for 
the largest ,programme. They want the biggest .shi:ps that ever 
were btiilt. They do not want any other nation to beat them. 
There is not to-day, .Mr. President, on the waters of the globe a 
ship of .16,000 tons displacement, and ·yet we are building these of 
·late years, and altother battle ships are turnea down by the naval 
boards. 

Mr. ALLISON. Are there any building now? . 
Mr. HALE. There are a few building, but very few in addi

tion to what we are building. England has talked about building 
a vessel even larger than that, but I think it has been-abandoned, 
and most of the building is of the 11,000 and'12,000 ton class and 
along there, with the same armament of big guns. 

:Mr. STEW ART. 1 wish we had ten or fifteen like the Oregon. 
Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me for a 

moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does -the Senator from Maine 

y.ield to the Senator .!rom Georgia? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. It is in connection with what the Senator from 

Maine has just been saying. 
The fact iS' developed and recognized by all that changed con

ditions will make a ship which would otherwise be good compara
tively worthless. It becomes obsolete. For instance, the matter 
suggested by the Senator from Massachusetts as to the changed 
character of the armor. lt makes valueless a ship armored with 
armor which twenty years ago was considered good. 

The particular point to which I wish -to direct the attention 
of the Senator from Maine is this: As I understand, the armor 
which is now placed upon ships is designed as protection against 
projectiles from other ships. In other words, the armor is not 
complete protection, at least against torpedoes or other .submarine 
_o.ffeJlSiva machinery. 

Now, if the development of this class of submarine offen.sive 
vessels , torpedoes and submarine boats, etc., continues in a very 
high degree, so-that in the possible near future it may be regarded 
as the most dangerous class of offen.sive weapons against ships, 
will it-not be true even as to the ships now being constructed-if 
there is a great revolution in that particular-that they will prac
tically be worthless and become obsolete, even though they may be 
perfect in their capacity to resist projectiles from other .sh.ipB? 

:Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want--
lli. BACON. I was trying to direct a question to the Senator, 

but I-saw his attention was diverted. 
Mr. HALE. I will look straightatthe Senator's good face and 

will look at no other. 
Mr. BACON. The point to which I desire to ask the attention 

of the Senator, and it is rather in furtherance of the -suggestion 
he makes now as to the superiority of the $5,000,000 ship rather 
than the $8,000,000 ship, is this: Will not the development of sub
marine weapon.s of naval architecture, if it continues in the ratio 
in which it has recently increased, make it possible ·that in the 
near future, that being relied on as the principal weapon of offense, 
these great ships, while they may be perfect in their capacity for 
resistance to projectiles from other Bhips, will themselves become 
almost obsolete, by reason of their inability to defend themselves 
against torpedoes and other submarine vessels and weapons of 
that kind? 

Mr. HALE. Now, that is a matter which we have considered 
in committee, and I think the fair way to look at it is that the pres
ent war in the East may develop a condition which will show that 
so large a proportion of the expenditures -for naval ships should 
not be concentrated upon battle ships. But nobody will know 
what to do-Great Britain, which is watching with eagle eye 
everything that is taking place there, because her great possessions 
are there, does not know what to do-until the smok~ clears up. 
Nobody knows now whether a battle ship that costs between seven 
and eight million dollars, or a torpedo boat that costs $300,000, 
will be the more effective battle enginein the years-to come. 

Therefore, as the House bill has put on . only one battle Bhip, 
wher6 last year we put on five, and has two armored cruisers, 
which to my .mind will be found more valuable than the big bat
tle ships, and then certain small cruisers_! or speed .to accompany 

the fteet, we did not think it desirable to still more change our 
programme until-I use my same metaphor-the smoke lifts from 
the war which is going on in the East, and we see whether such 
a revolution in naval architecture and .naval ships has been 
wrought in one season as was caused by the advent of the little 
Monitor, when she steamed into the bay below the mouth of the 
_Fotomac and saved Washington and ..subverted every idea that 
any body ever had had of the efficiency of ships. 

We are proceeding at an immense expense on some things that 
may be proved to be valueless in one season. I found in my in· 
vestigation one thing which I had not known before. It was a 
startling thing. We are building all our battle ships with revolv
ing turrets. We put in them the big guns, the 12 and 13 inch 
guns. You have got down to 12-inch guns, afld I wish we were 
down to the 10. We _:put them all in revolving turrets. 

A few years ago the naval board, thinking it wa.a a picturesque 
innovation, provided for a second story-a. second turret-to be 
put on top of the main turret, and they built two ships, the Kear
sarge and the Kentucky, with those turrets. I have a copy of 
their report. The naval board reported that those were to be the 
ships of the future. They argued it all out. We built them. 
We gave .them the money to provide for them. One of them 
went to Germany and received a great·ovation, and our officers 
and men had a very gratifying time. But the German naval offi· 
cers remarked:" lf the United States is going to build that kind 
of a ship in -the future, and put its money into those shi:ps, we 
will not trouble ourselves much about them, because they are not 
practicable." 

The next year the Board turned around and said they did not 
want any more of those ships, and we took their word; and we 
provided these immen.se ships with one-story revolving turrets 
for the big guns. l\Iy .study has been interesting. Looking over 
this book of the modern battle ships, which is accepted by the 
different naval establishments of the·world as to a degree official, 
although not gotten up by any department, I did not discover, to _ 
my surprise, any British turreted battle ships. 1 could ..not find 
any such turrets for large guns. I said, "It can not be we are 
going on building revolving-turreted battle ships, and England, 
which is the great naval power in the world and the authority, is 

..not building them;'' and I sent to the Department and asked if 
that were true, and I got this: 

All Eritish first-class battle ships less than 10 -years old have their 12-inch 
guns en bar bette. 

rrhey will not touch a .revolving turret. 
1\Ir. PATTERSON. Just what is that? 
Mr. HALE. The revolving turret is a cylinder
Mr. PATTERSON. I mean en barbette. 
Mr. HALE. It is a platform instead of a turret. It is a plat. 

form outside upon which the guns are imposed, and sometimes 
they are hooded, but they are stationary. They are platform 
guns. 

Then I followed this thing u:p to see why it was that while we 
are going on, asking no questions, and ·building nothing but re
volving turrets for these guns, England is not building one of 
them. The reason is that they are afraid of them. They say 
they are subject to an ordinary accident; that if a revolving -tur
ret jams from any cause-the listing of the .ship or a single shell 
hits it-the ship is good for nothing; the big guns can not be 
used. They say that if an explosion were to take place in a tur
ret-and anybody who has eyer been in them can understand 
that-the results would be horrible. So it is the fact that the 
great power of Great Britain, which is the great accredited au
thority on naval structures, is not building a single revolving 
turret for large guns. We are building all. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like, if the Senator will yield to me, to 

ask him if we have not had an explosion in a turret? 
Mr. HALE. We have had accidental explosions. 
Mr. TELLER. Accidental explosions. 
Mr. HALE. We have had. They are horrilile. We have had 

nothing in battle. 
The Senator from illinois asks me what we are doing-now in 

this bill. We have adhered to the old way because we have only 
one battle ship in the bill. 

'Mr. TELLER. There is only one battle ship proviaed for in 
this bill? 

Mr. HALE. Only one. 
Mr. CULLOM. Are ve allowing the turrets to remain? 
Mr. HALE. I thinkit is }>roper that attention should be called 

to this matter. It is not the Secretary; it is the board of naval 
officers w.ho decide these matters. Of course, they may be right; 
it may be we are all right . .Butif we are all right, Great Britain 
is all wrong, And if.Great Britain is all right, we· are all wron_g. 
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We have not had enough discussion of the naval programme here
tofore. 

Mr. TELLER. How about Germany? 
Mr. HALE. I have looked also into the other powers. Ger

many builds a few, France a few, but generally the ships that are 
building, those by Great Britain entirely, are barbette ships, 
although some of the other nations are building turreted ships. 
But Great Britain is building none of them. 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Pre ident--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly, 
Mr. CARMACK. I understand that all our battle ships now 

are turreted. 
Mr. HALE. Every battle ship has its big guns put into cylin

der revolving turrets. 
Mr. CARMACK. How about the cruisers? 
Mr. HALE. The cruisers do not have the big gun~. The ques

tion does not arise with the cruisers. 
Mr. CLAY. With the Senator's permission! I am frank to con

fess that I do not understand this matter. The Senator. I am 
suTe, can explain it. He has put on record the enormous tonnage 
and gun power of the United States ships, by Mr. Weaver. His 
statement is simply this: The.total tonnage of the ships now in 
the United States is 531,886 tons. ·The 31 vessels now building 
have an aggregate tonnage of 349,431 tons. This makes a grand 
total of all ships in commission, when these in process of con
struction are completed, of 881,317 tons, and makes the United 
State the second naval power of the world. 

Now, from the Navy Department comes the information, which 
the Senator has just read, that when the ships now under process 
of construction are completed the United States will have a ton
nage of 616,275, making a difference of over 200,000 tons and mak
ing us the third naval power of the world. 

Mr. HALE. I have explained that. I am sorry the Senator 
was not here or that I was dull in explaining it. 

What I have taken as the actual basis are the figure"' they have 
given for ships over a thousand tons-what is called ''sea strength.'' 

Mr. LODGE. The fighting force. 
Mr. HALE. The fighting force. The addition is made up not 

only in our Navy, but in other navies, of smaller vessels which 
are valuable ve els but are not of what is called the ''fighting 
force." Therefore I have not considered it a fair comparison to 
take the figures that are given there, which are correct, as they in
clude everything--

Mr. CLAY. The table that the Senator has inserted in the 
RECORD embraces all the ships. 

Mr. HALE. All of the ships will show in the table to be printed 
as a public document. This includes Mr. Weaver's tables. 

Mr. CLAY. And the report from the Navy Department sim
ply enbraces those of a certain size? 

Mr. HALE. They will giva you just what is in that report. 
Their attention has been called to this matter, and a reply has 
been given. We have asked them to give us what is called the 
''sea power,'' the'' fighting power,'' and these late figures which I 
have in the table all cover the fighting power, what is called the 
''sea power,'' and do not include the fifty or sixty vessels as I sup
pose there are in our Navy, which are below a thousand tons. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same rule nms through the entire table? 
1\Ir. HALE. It runs through the enfue table, and also runs 

through the tables of other powers. 
Mr. ALLISON. Of all the ships of all the countries? 
1\lr. HALE. All ships of all countries. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me for 

a moment? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
])fr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have been very much inter

ested in what the Senator from Maine said about guns being 
mounted en bar bette instead of in revolving turrets, and I entirely 
agree with his expression of doubt. 

Mr. HALE. It applies to the Army just as to the Navy. 
Mr. PROCTOR. There is a parallel case in the Army. I have 

argued here against using the disappearing carriage to the great 
extent we have, in which respect ours is entirely different from 
the policy of any other country. The same is true in regard to 
turrets. The reason is very much stronger in the case of the 
Army because the barbette gun, being on an elevation, a fort, is 
very much more protected than it would be on board ship. We 
have spent many millions for mounting guns in forts; some of 
them at an elevation of two or three hundred feet, on disappear
ing carriages, which a single shot might disable, and in my opin
ion it would be very likely to. Even a shot throwing gravel or 
the debris of the concrete from the fortification would put the 
gun out of service. I am very glad to hear this discussion. 

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator before he sits down 
whether there has not been a report made on that subject since 
the last discussion? • 

1\!r. PROCTOR. I am not aware of any. We have gone on. 
I think the Senator from California [Mr . .PERKrns] can tell us 
about that. 

Mr. PERKINS. I refer the Senator to the report of the Chief of 
Ordnance, Board of Ordnance and Fortification, commencing at 
page 67, where the report of the board that was appointed on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Vermont to investigate 
the practicability and desil.·ability of using the disappearing car
riage as against the barbette is given fully. When the fortifica
tions bill is up we will discuss that proposition. 

Mr. PROCTOR. I should like to ask the Senator from Cali-
fornia if this report indorses a ohange of the system? 

l\Ir. PERKINS. No; the board-
Mr. PROCTOR. That is what I supposed. 
Mr. PERKINS. They are in favor of di appearing carriages. 
Mr. PROCTOR. I wish merely to call the attention of the Sen-

ate to the fact that we are in that matter differing from the policy 
of every other nation, the same as we are in the use of the revolv
ing turret. I think we are making a mistake, surely in the case 
of the Army. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Colorado? 
Mr. HALE. Yes, sir. 
Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that I think the Senator 

from Vermont is mistaken. The disappearing carriage is used 
in some countries besides the United States. 

1\Ir. LODGE. Of course it i . 
Mr. PROCTOR. Only to a very limited extent, and our disap

pearing carriage is not used anywhere. 
l\Ir. TELLER. I should like to ay further that the ilisappear

ing carriage is an American invention. 
Mr. PROCTOR. So is the tm·ret. 
Mr. HALE. Let these army experts fight it out on the army 

bill. I am dealing with the Navy: · 
Mr. FORAKER. I should li.ke to inquire if there has been any 

trouble with the tuiTet of any battle ship? I ask only for infor
mation. 

Mr. HALE. The fortunate fact is that we have not gotten into 
war yet. They have not been tried yet. Nobody know . The 
British officers and authorities go on the a sumption that when 
you get ib.to conflict the unforeseen things will happen, the tur
reted ship is subject to a much larger percentage of accidents. 
We, fortUllately, never have tried it in battle. I do not know, 
and I do not claim--

Mr. FORAKER. The theory is that the turrets are more liable 
to accident? 

Mr. HALE. One can see that where the-
1\Ir. FORAKER. As a matter of fact, there has not been any? 
1\Ir. HALE. None in war. 
Mr. FORAKER. They were used in the Spanish-American 

war at Santiago. 
Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. LODGE. The Indiana and the Oregon were turreted 

ships. 
Mr. HALE. The ships that showed in that fight, the two ships 

that did most of the fighting, were the Oregon and the Brooklyn. 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
Mr. HALE. The Oregon is a turreted ship, but there was no 

ship that she was contending with. She had nothing to contend 
with in the way of a battle ship. · 

Mr. LODGE. Was not the lou:a a turreted ship? 
Mr. HALE. All our battle ships are turreted. 
Mr. LODGE. The Iowa certainly engaged in it. 
l\Ir. HALE. Yes; but the most prominent were the Oregon 

and the Brooklyn. 
Mr. LODGE. The Massachusetts was not there. 
Mr. HALE. The Massaclmseits was not there; the Texas was. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am asking only for information. May I 

ask the Senator from Maine how does the question arise now? Does 
the bill provide for ships without turrets? 

Mr. HALE. No. We have left that to the Department. 
Mr. FORAKER. Ohl 
Mr. HALE. I first tried to enlighten myself and then to er.

lighten the Senate and the country as to what the conditions are 
and how we are going on as compared to other great naval power . 

Mr. FORAKER. It is not only interesting, but very important. 
:Mr. HALE. I think it is important as a matter of administTa-

tion. 
Mr. CARMACK. Will the Senator permit me just a moment? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. CARMACK. I understand the drift of the Senator s re

marks and those of the Senator from Vermont to mean that there 
is a very serious doubt as to whether the vast sums of money 
which we have been expending for military and naval purpost:J~ 
have been intelligently expended. 

Mr. HALE. I should not go so far as that. There has been 
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great intelligence. Whether there has also been wisdom-intelli
gence and wisdom are not the same--

Mr. CARMACK. Wisdom, I meant. 
· Mr. HALE. Whether everything has been done in the wisest 

way is a question. I do not mean to censure the naval officers. 
I do not think any navy in the world has a finer complement of 
naval officers than we have for intelligence, for courage, of 
course , for patriotism, and for every quality that goes to make up 
usefulne s in time of war or to make great sailors, great officers, 
great captains. But the naval officer is a naval officer pure and 
simple. The one thing that bounds his horizon is the United 
States Navy. It is the sea. If he is, as nearly all the officers are, 
graduates of Annapolis, it is the scene of every incident in his 
eventful life from boyhood until he retires. To him the building 
of the Navy is the one essential thing over and above all other 
things. . 

When he is confronted with the question whether we will ap
propriate money for a navy or for the dwindling merchant ma
rin.e, he is for the Navy. That is his profession; that is his busi
ness. And the naval boards, I think, have run too much in the 
direction of buildin.g the most e:Q.ormous ships. 

I tried last year to keep the size of the ships down, and instead . 
of building three 16 000-ton ships, at almost $8,000,000 apiece, I 
would have built five like the Oregon and the Massachusetts; and 
it was declared that I had lost all sen e of patriotism, that I was 
an impediment and an encumberer of the ground, and had no 
busin.ess to advance any such proposition against the naval pro
gramme. 

I have not changed my min.d. I thin.k instead of three great 
16,000-ton battle ships, five like the Oregon, the.Massachusetts, and 
the I ndiana, with the same number of guns that the oth~rs have, 
but not the room, not so many small guns, although they have a 
great many of them, but not the room and not in appearance the 
wonderfully potential engine of war as the big ships, would have 
been better. But the naval officers believe in the biggest ships. 
In some respects they are like the farmer who wants to raise the 
biggest pumpkin. They do not want to be beaten by their neigh
bors. They do not want England or Germany to excel us in the 
size of ships. 

As to the relative merits of the larger ships and torpedo boats, 
in future construction ex-Secretary Chandler has given a very 
valuable interview on the subject, which I will incorporate in 
the &mate document which is to include the tables used in my 
remarks. 

Now, the present year's appropriation, including this bill and 
the deficiency-there will always be about the same amount of 
deficiency-will equal in round figures ~00,000,000 . • 

The naval programme of the naval boards and naval officers is 
that. as against twenty-four battle ships which we have built and 
building, and with this bill twenty-five, and ten armored cruisers, 
we shall go on and build until we have forty-eight battle ships and 
twelve armored cruisers-forty-eight battle ships, in round num
bers, at S· ,000,000 apiece, twenty-three of which will be hereafter 
authorized, and twenty-four armored cruisers at six millions each, 
nearly. If we adopt that programme (and it is said we have no 
business to ask questions, but we must give everything that is 
asked), we will have a naval appropriation bill next year of 
$115,000,000 or $120,000,000; and when you get the forty-eight 
battle ships and twenty-four armored cruisers no appropriation 
of less t han $200,000,000 a year will run the Navy. 

Mr. ALLISON rose. 
Mr. HALE. And long before that you will have to build to 

take the place of obsolete ships to keep up the complement of 
forty-eight battle ships. Great Britain has only thirty-four battle 
ships in commission to-day, and yet the naval boards and naval 
officers tell us that we want forty-eight battle ships. They are in 
earnest; they are honest about it from their standpoint, and think 
the country can not do bet ter than devote its money to this pur-

pol ethink that while the committee this year has not thought it 
wise to interfere with this programme, it is well worth the while 
for the Stmate to consider in the future to what all this will in.
evitably lead. I am not in favor of stopping the building of ships. 
I am not in favor of impairin.g theusefulne s of the Navy. I think 
we ought to have the second or third navy in the world. I think 
when anyone says we ought to go on and have a navy as big as 
Great Britain that we are dealing with conditions that are entirely 
different from those of Great Britain, and that the contemplated 
force is too large; that it is more than the revenues will sustain.. 

Does the Senator from Iowa arise to a question? 
Mr. ALLISON. I was waiting; I did not know but that the 

Senator would reach the comparison that I think he ought to make 
at this stage. I should be glad to know what will be the appro
priations necessary for the maintenance of the Navy as it will be 
when all the pre ent ships are put in commjssion which are under 
construction and those authorized heretofore and in this bill. Then 
I should be glad to know, in comparison, what, under the pro-

gramme which the Senator has just announced as the programme 
of the Navy Board, the annual appropriations would be, and what 
would be relatively the number of sailors. 

Mr. HALE. I have given what the annual naval appropriation 
would ultimately be, 200,000,000 per year. The number of men 
will be from 80.000 to 90.000. 

Mr. SPOONER. As again.st what? 
Mr. HALE. As again.st 34,000 now. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will ask the Senator in the course of his ob

servations to state what the number of men will be when the 
ships now under construction are completed. · 

Mr. HALE. It will be 43,000. It would be just about double 
that under the larger programme, if we carry it out. Now, we 
are not seeking even any restriction or shrinkage this year, be
cause the conditions are peculiar. We do not know what this 
first locking of horns between two great powers-and they are 
both great powers-will demonstrate upon the question of the· 
naval establishment. 

The committee did not think it wise, all the more, as I have 
said, because the House reported only one battle ship, to int9rfere 
with their programme. But I will say, in answer to the Senator 
from Iowa, that if we simply keep a navy of the size which ours 
will be when the ships provided for in this bill and those now lm
der construction are completed, then we need not have an appro
priation much, if any, larger than it is now. I have made these 
calculations as correctly as I can. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, Mr. President Iknowhowdi:fficultitis 
to make accurate estimates, but I should like to have the Senator 
state, so far as he can, what the annual appropriation will neces
sarily be when the present construction and authorization is com
pleted and the ships are in commission. 

Mr. HALE. That would depend upon whether we go on and 
add every year a lot of new ships. If we stop then I can tell; but 
if we keep adding while this programme is being carried out, then 
the appropriations will increase all the time. I do not know what 
we will do; but if we stop and do not do anything more for the 
present or the near future than what is nece ary to keep good our 
t\Yenty-five battle ships and correspondin.g cruisers, then we can 
get along and get along well. · 

The appropriations for the ships in this bill do not come in 
until the next year, because they do not get to work this year any 
more than to be ready to build the ships. The second year is more 
than the first. Th9 carrying out of the programme of vessels 
already organized runs through a period of from three to five 
years. But if we only make good and add only one battle ship a 
year and some scouts and cruis~rs, and an armored cruiser, then 
we can keep the appropriations down to about what they are now. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that this bill carries $31 ,000,000 
for the construction of ships already being constructed and 
authorized. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is, for construction? 
Mr. HALE. Yes; for work on ships already authorized. 
Mr. ALLISON. So that if we stop the building of new ships 

hereafter, allowing the programme to remain as it is under these 
bills , then the annual appropriation, as I understand the Senator, 
will not be increased. 

Mr. HALE. It will not materially, I think. 
Mr. ALLISON. But suppose we also, each year, add to the 

Navy for the purpose of keeping it in full use, a1lowing for wear 
and t ear and new ship to take the place of old ones, etc., will 
there not be a considerable addition thereby every year to the an
nual appropriation? 

Mr. HALE. 'l'hat is a matter about which one can not tell ex
actly. When we get through with the appropriation of $31,000,000 
to carry out the building programme, that reduces the subsequent 
appropriation bills so much, so that the current appropriation will 
be less, and then we will have room for a moderate increase that 
shall keep the Navy up to the position it will be in when the pres
ent building programme is carried out. But I do not claim anyone 
can make figures exactly. I should think, under those condi
tions, if we do not go on with the larger programme hereafter 
and run it up to forty-eight ships, we can get along with about 
$100.000 000 a year. _ 

MI·. President, I did not intend to consume so much time. 
Senators will bear me out that on appropriation bills which have 
been placed in my charge I have not taken any time in making 
speeches. I have only- -

Mr. PROCTOR. We are getting a great deal of very valuable 
and interesting information, and I should like to ask the Senator 
from Main.e a qu~stion on the matter of expense. He has spoken of 
the programme of theN a val Board as retiring some ships, placing 
them on the retired list, so to speak- the Oregon, Indiana, and 
Massachusetts. I should like to ask the Sanator what he thinks 
or what, in the opinion of the Naval Board, would be about the 
average life of a ship ; that is to say, in about how many years 
would the question come up whether it was worth while to repair 
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the ship, put in all the modern improvements, or relegate her -to 
.the sc1·ap heap or to defense purposes? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. One of the communications I had 
from the Department, -which I have already quoted, singled out 
-the Oregon, Massachusetts, and.Jndiana as not being in the fust 
line of offensive warfare and as being relegated to coast defense. 
They are none of them yet 10 years old. They were launched, 
I think, in 1895 or 1896. That is the oniy·answe.r I can give. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I will state-
1Ir. PROCTOR. The point I wish to bring out is whether, 

with this large number of battle ships-forty-eight-supposing 
their life for offensive purposes is an average of ten years, whether 
the expense of renewal would not be very great? 

Mr. HALE. If they would last only-ten years we should have 
to build four battle ships every year to keep it good. 

lfr. PENROSE. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fi:om Maine 

yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. PENROSE. I think I can answer-the question of the Sen

ator from Vermont in a certain way. On page 546 of the House 
hearings Admiral Dewey says: 

·The battle ships, you know, cost too much money to be cruising about in 
tmcharted water . These ships ought to last one hundred years. 

It is the laxgest-sized battle ship which Admiral Dewey advo
cates as the principal ship for use in our~Navy. 

Mr. HALE. The German authorities say twenty years. 
nfr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I wa-s about to say in answer 

to the Senator from Vermont that a rule prevails in the merchant 
marine by which they write off 5 per cent of the valuation every 
year. If the vessel is kept in ordinary-repair, that makes the life 
of an iron or steel vessel about twenty years. I think that our 
battle ships are good for thirty years, because they are kept in 
excellent condition, corrosion is not permitted to take place, and 
they have an ample crew, both in the engineering and deck de
partment, to keep them in good order. I think, theTefore, we can 
safely say that the life of a battle ship is thirty years. 

But constantly we are making improvements. As has been 
stated by the Senator from Maine, our ships to-day are far more 
effective than many of those which belong to the great navies of 

. the world, because we have profited by their mistakes. We have 
improved upon their improvements, and to-day our officers can 
handle our ships more expeditiously, our guns and our parapets 
and our turrets are all, notwithstanding the criticism, better 
·equipped to-day, and they have given evidence of it wherever they 
have been in any contest, although the great contest has yet to 
come, as the Senator from Maine says, and it is experimental in a 
great measure. 

I think that instead of censuring or adversely criticising our 
officers of the Navy and the boards they are entitled to great 
credit for what they have accomplished. We as citizens of this 
great Republic, those of u.s who have had experience in the mari
time service of the country, look at our vessels afloat with admi
-ration, and we will compare them most favorably to our advan
tage against the ships of any other nationality. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I detract nothing from the merit 
of the naval officer. When you come to war he will take care of 
the glory and honor of the American Navy as no other sailor and 
officer will. They are entitled to our thanks for the labor that 
they have bestowed, but I have thought it desirable, not in any 
way unduly finding fault, to bring out actual conditions now and 
in the future. 

We have some responsibility, Mr. President, in the Senate and 
in the House. We have to raise the money and we have to ap
propriate it. We have a right to know how it is going, whether 
it is in the best ways, and whether we will be called upon for 
larger appropriations with dwindling revenues relatively. 

Whether I am charged withJackof patriotism because I choose 
in a fair and open way to somewhat criticise, I am not to be de
terred from it by the fact that I may be myself criticised. I am 
in favor of a great, efficient, powerful navy, and there are cer
tain conditions that oblige us to ,have a larger navy than we 
would have otherwise. We have got the Philippines on our 
hands, 7,000 miles away, and they are our vulnerable point. We 
have now twenty-four naval ships keeping the peace out there. 

Some distinguished officer I saw quoted the other day, who said 
if theN avy w_ere not there we could not hold the Philippines three 
tnonths. We have got to have ships there; we have got to have a 
navy commensurate for that purpose: and it is different from 
what it would be if we weTe at home, as the Japanese are, and did 
our .fighting hel'e. If we ever get into war, the ihstthingwe will 
.have to do will be to spend hundreds of millions of dollars in pro
tecting -the Philippines. 

Therefore 1 am in favor of keeping up a large navy. But 
England has only thirty-four battle ships in commission, and with 
fifty times the colonial possessions we have, over all the _globe 

everywhere, and taking .into account the necessity of so large a 
naval force always in the oriental waters, still I believe that we 
do not need to keep up such an enormous programme as we car4 
ried out last year or as we are doing this year. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Maine this question.: Did he understand from the gentleman to 
whom he referred why it was that if our Navy were not main
tained in the Philippines we would not hold that country three 
months? 

Mr. HALE. No. I only referred to that incidentally. I · saw 
it in some newspaper. I do not quote it as authority, and quite 
likely it will be denied, although there is great foTce in the state
ment--

Mr. CARMACK. I do not understand that remark. I did not 
hear the Senator's statement. 

Mr. HALE. I simply referred to some newspaper item that I 
saw, that -a distinguished military officer, whether in the Army 
or Navy, had said that without our Navy there we could not 
hold the Philippines for three months. Now, I donot know who 
it was, and that is not of the slightest consequence. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator if it is not true that 
Admiral Dewey, in his testimony before the House committee, tes
tified that without our Navy we could not support the army in the 
Philippines -three months? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know whether he went in that testimony 
so far as that, but he did say pretty nearly that, applying it to a 
condition of war. Of course, everybody understands that we need 
and must have, while we hold the Philippines, a large fleet there 
foT any emergency. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to get the opinion of the Senator on 
one point. He is chairman of the committee, and doubtless has 
given it very considerable thought. I ask it for information, 
which I am sure the Senator will be glad to give. What is the 
opinion of the Senato1· as to the magnitude of the fleet which he 
has just alluded to, which the 1·etention of the Philippine Islands 
will make necessary? I am speaking about the part of it that will 
be necessary for the retention of the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. HALE. Now, that I do not know, because I have no ex4 
pert knowledge as to the adaptation of the naval force to a co1o4 
nial possession. I sent to the Department this morning and asked 
-them what is the size of our fleet in and about the Philippines 
and in the Chinese andJ aJJanese seas, and the answer is: '' Twenty4 
four ships in Eastern wat.ers." 

Mr. BACON. Without any special information as to their size 
or character? 

1fr. HALE. No, thatisnotgiven; but that can be easily obtained. 
~Ir. ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 

another question beforehe sits down. When we have this large 
number of ships, whether on the present plan under our appro
priations or under a more enlarged plan, will not the ships in 
time of peace be largely laid up in fresh water somewhere, or 
will they be required, practically all of them, to be in commission? 

Mr. HALE. I am glad the Senator asked that question. It is 
one consideration that slipped my mind when I was talking. We 
have, owned by the Government, and only needing to be properly 
dredged and walled, the best place for a fresh-water naval lake in 
which to lay up ships that the world has ever seen, and that is at 
League Island. When we took that property, we luckily took a 
very large extent-five or six hundred acres. It is not like the 
other old yards in New York, Norfolk, and Boston, consisting of 
a comparatively small tract., but it is a great tract. I went there 
the other day with the Secretary and some of the Pennsylvania 
delegation, the junior Senator from Pennsylvania [1\fr. PEli"'ROSE], 
and there is the best place in the world. But the hearings that 
were taken on the bill for this year showed, as the naval officers 
said, that they did not want ships put in there; they thought they 
ought to be kept out, and ought to be around in different parts of 
the world; that they ought to be protecting our commerce. 

If I were the Secretary of the Navy, I will say to the Senator, 
I should certainly put, just as soon as that place is made available, 
a considerable portion of the battle ships in there, and they would 
be where in a few weeks or months they could be put "into fight
ing condition if war blackened on our horizon. But nothing of 
that kind is contemplated at present. How much the Secretary 
of the Navy will do in overruling the desire to keep all these ships 
out I do not know. Of course he can do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator stated, I believe, that there are 
254 ships now, in the aggregate. Are any of them now laid up? 

Mr. HALE. Some of the little yachts, which do not figure 
much. 

Mr. ALLISON. But as a general rule they are all in commis
sion? 

Mr. HALE. There_are some that are being temporarily laid 
aside, and perhaps some under I'epair, and all that; but none of 
them is in such place as League Island; there are none of the 
modern ships there, 

• 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 2731 
Mr. BACON. · Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques

tion? The Senator has given us some very interestWg informa
tion as to the I'elative strength of our Navy compared with the 
navies of other large powers. I confess that the question which 
I am about to propound to the Senator is one which gives me a 
great deal of trouble, and which I am not able satisfactorily to 
answer for myself, or at least I can not answer it satisfactorily 
to myself. 

Is it the Senator's idea that the Navy of the United States 
should be enlarged with reference to the needs for the protection 
of our harbors and for the protection of commerce in proportion 
to the size thereof, or that the size· of that Navy should be regu
lated according to the size of the navies of other nations on the 
earth? What is the view of the Senator with reference to that? 
In order that we may have some opportunity to estimate for the 
future, are we simply to provide a navy to protect our coast effi
ciently in time of war for our defense, and such additional navy 
as may be necessary for representatives in different parts of the 
world for the protection of commercial interests, etc.? Shall that 
be the basis of limitation, or, on the other hand, shall we go on and 
regulate our conduct in the enlargement of our Navy in propor
tion as other nations may see fit to enlarge theirs? What is the 
view of the Senator with reference to the particular controlling 
interest which shall be our guide in the future? 

J\1r. HALE. Well, Mr. President, that is an entirely pertinent 
question. I do not know how I would answer it. I certainly do 
not think that we need to be put into any such attitude as Great 
Britain takes boldly and avowedly, and that is that she will, no 
matter how much it costs, have a navy bigger than any other two 
powers. Great Britain does not deny that; it was brought out 
in the debate the other day on the naval budget. Great Britain 
made that an essential postulate of her whole doctrine about a 
navy. 

Now, I do not think that we need that, because our situation is 
entirely different. If we had not any foreign posses-sions and were 
at home, as the Japanese are, we have all the Navy now that we 
would need for any purpose. But we have got these possessions. 
I shall be glad for one to get rid of them; if we can; but as long 
as we have them we must have a navy commensurate with pro
tecting them if trouble arises. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator, then, as I understand it, gives it as 
his opinion that the enlargement of the Navy beyond its present 
proportions is made necessary only by the fact that our jurisdic
tion has been enlarged by what is popularly known as our "new 
possessions.'' 

Mr. HALE. I think that is the great factor. When you come 
to the last additions to the Navy and make it a very large one, 
that undoubtedly is the largest factor. 

Mr. BACON. Now, if the Senator will pardon me, I want to 
ask him another question. Of course it is recognized, when we 
speak about a navy that is sufficient for the protection of our com
merce, we do not in that contemplate that we shall at each place 
have a naval force which will be sufficient to meet any naval force 
which might be brought against it. That is not what we have in 
view. It simply means that we shall have in diff.erent sections 
the ships which will be necessary to support the authority of the 
Navy in the protection of its citizens in case of an emergency. 

Mr. HALE. We are very differently situated from England 
in that regard. We have not very much foreign shipping. 

Mr. BACON. 1 am glad the Senator states that as his opinion. 
That is a pertinent consideration in the question I am about to 
ask, which is this: Taking that as the particular function and 

· office of our ships in foreign waters, and then considering the 
needs we have for· a navy for the defense of our harbors and 
coasts, is it or is it not the opinion of the Senator that, those two 
things considered, the present size of the Navy is ample for the 
needs of the Government? 

Mr. HALE. I will say we have not, unluckily, much merchant 
marine engaged in foreign trade; and it is growing smaller at 
that. Great Britain's foreign trade is enormous, increasing all 
the time all over the globe. We have not that consideration. 

We have these possessions, which we have got to protect, and 
we have this new enterprise, for which everybody has guaranteed 
us as sponsor-the great isthmian canal. We must have a mili
tary forc.e sufficient for that purpose. I say a military force-it 
is all military, Army and Navy. We have got to have a navy 
that is ample, if any trouble arises there, to protect that canal, and 
we will always have. Great Britain has had great pride in her 
Mediterranean fleet, and. as the years goes by, our main fleet will 
be in southern waters. That is one of the things which adds to 
the necessity of a great deal larger navy than we had ten years 
ago, when we neither had the Philippines, nor Guam, nor Porto 
Rico, nor Hawaii, nor the isthmian canal on our hands. But 
without all of those possessions, we need a comparatively small 
navy. 

Mr. BACON. The isthmian canal is, of course, nearer to us 
and will not be a matter which will require so large an increase 
of the Navy as is required by those far-distant possessions. Am 
I correct in that suggestion? 

Mr. HALE. No; I think, on the other hand, if any trouble 
arose, if we had any war with any great European power, we 
would require a larger fleet of fighting vessels down there than 
we would in the Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. Yes; but I am speaking now of the fact that 
they are near to us and that the same ships we have at home are 
available. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; we do not need many ships for mere home 
protection. Our home-port cities are largely protected by fortifi
cations, and with the modern guns and fortifications which have 
been built and are now building it is supposed that no hostile 
fleet will ever be able to destroy our cities; and with the line of 
harbor-defense vessels we have got we are pretty well equipped 
in that regard. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for asking one 
other question, I was very much struck with the statement of 
the Senator as to the desirability of t:ae ship of the pattern of the 
Oregon rather than the ship of 16,000 tons bul'den. I understand, 
from the ~?tatement of the Senator, that he regards the smaller 
type as fully as efficient as a fighting machine as the larger 
ship. If I am correct in my understanding, this bill carries a 
provision for the construction of 16,000-ton ships. 

Mr. HALE.. For one. 
Mr. BACON. -For one. That involves a difference of some 

$3,000,000 in cost, if I understand correctly the opinion of the 
Senator, without being any more efficient as a fighting vessel. 
Now, of course. the Senator has a good reason for it, I know, and 
I simply desire to ascertain what that reason is. Why is it, with 
the views the Senator has in that matter, that he retains the pro
vision for the 16,000-ton ship rather than substitute a provision 
for a ship of the pattern of the Oregon? 

Mr. HALE. I offered that last year and could not succeed; and 
as the programme ha.s been cut down from five battle ships to 
one and we inserted ''not more than 16,000 tons,'' I am willing to 
leave it to the Secretary of the Navy to determine that. 

Mr. BACON. It is not required that this vessel shall be 16,000 
tons, but that is the limitation. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; that it shall not be more than that. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, on that point just a word. 

While as a member of the Naval Committee I have been inter
ested in the position which the chairman of the committee has 
taken in reference to this matter as to the t·elative value of large 
ships and the smaller types, such as the Oregon, yet it is but fair 
to state that on that point there is a very marked difference of 
opinion. I think perhaps the weight of naval opinion the world 
over, as well as in om· own Department, would be in favor of the 
large type. I think the chairman of the committee would admit 
that. I have been necessarily very strongly impressed with the 
position the chairman of the committee has taken, that the 
smaller type might become a more effective fighting force than 
these enormous battle ships; and yet, as I have stated, it is due 
that it should go in the RECORD that there is a marked difference 
of opinion on that point among those who are ordinarily recog
nized as authorities on questions of that kind. 

Mr. MALLORY. Will the Senator from New Hampshire per
mit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. M.ALLORY. As a member of the Committee on Naval 

Affairs, can the Senator tell us whether we have in the Navy to
day any ships of the size of that 13,000-ton battle ship we are now 
building under the last appropriation act? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 
Mr. MALLORY. Have we to-day in commission any battle 

ship of the type of 13,000 tons? 
Mr. HALE. I do not think we have in commission any battle 

ship la,rger than 13,000 tons. 
Mr. MALLORY. I do not think any (!)f them will reach quite 

that. I think their tonnage is 12,500 tons. 
Mr. HALE. The Kearsarge, the Kentucky, and the Iowa are 

smaller. 
Mr. MALLORY. And those vessels are nearly 2,000 tons larger 

than the Oregon. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; they are larger than the Oregon. 
Mr. :MALLORY. The vessel provided for in this bill is 3,000 

tons larger than they are. . 
Mr. GALLINGER. Three thousand tons larger than any ves-

sel we now 'have. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; about 3,000 tons. 
Mr. President, that is all I have to say. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine 

a question. · 
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Mr. HALE. Very well. I ask the permission of the Senate to 
incorporate with my remarks the tables Ibave given. I also ask 
that when 1 have the tables properly arranged theymay be printed 
as a. Senate document for the benefit of Congress; 

Mr. ALLISON. And in the RECORD? 
Mr. HALE. They will be printed in the RECORD with the 

speech. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 

unanimous consent that the tables presented by him be printed 
as a Senate document. The Chair hears no objection, and that 
order is made. The Chair hears no objection to the request that 
they be printed as a part of his speech. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with great inter
est to the very-valuable speech which has been made by the chair
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE}. It has conveyed information which is necessary for 
our proper consideration of this bill and which is important to the 
country. The Senator is the greatest authority we have upon 
naval matters outside of the experts and professionals, and any 
remarks he may make in regard to the Navy, its location, or the 
purpo es for which it is tO be used will be taken by the- country 
very seriously. He made one observation the effect of which, 
without explanation, seems to me will be greater than was in
tended. 

The Senator said as I unde1·stood him, that we had twenty-four 
ships in Eastern waters, and that they were all neces ary, accord
ing to the report, for the preservation under our :flag of the Phil
ippine Islands, and that this authority had stated that the Gov
ernment of the United States could not hold the islands for three 
months unless it had a :fleet of that size thei·e. 

Mr. HALE. No, I simply said that I had telegraphed to the 
Department to know what was the- extent of the fleet in those 
waters· and that is all I got from the Department. The Depart
tp.ent gives no reasons. Then I quoted what I bad seen in a news
paper that a distinguished military officer had said we could not 
hold the Philippine Islands for three months without our Navy 

· there; but I did not claim or assert that the Department had taken 
that ground. 

Another Senator said that Admiral Dewey testified pretty much 
to that effect before the Honse Committee on Naval Affairs. I 
did not intend to say-and nothing that I said would bear the 
construction-that the Department stated to me that such a fleet 
was necessary in the Orient for that purpose. I only stated that 
the fleet iB there. 

Mr. DEPEW. I understood that the Senator from Maine did 
not state that the Department had so said; but I. did understand 
him to say-that a distinguished officer had made that remark, and 
I did not understand the Senator to disapprove of the- statement. 
That being the case, it occurred to me that the statement, under 
such circumstances, virtually had the approval of ' the Senator 
from Maine; and if so, it wa-s a very important one, and should 
be met at once either by a reply from the War and Navy Depart
ments or here. 

We have now twenty-four ships in eastern waters, but "east
ern waters " are not the Philippines alone. They comprise the 
whole coast of the Orient. It means that the presence of our fteet 
in eastern waters is necessary owing to the difficulties which may 
arise because of the war between Japan and Russia. It· means 
that we are alive to the duties imposed upon us and mean to 
show our interest in reference to the--partition of China, and that 
we do not mean that any such.event shall take place without a 
serious protest on our part. 

If this statement were true, then the War Department or the 
President has made a great' mistake in reducing the army in the 
Philippines. We began in the Philippines with an army of 70,000 
men, and we have reduced it to 15,000, because of the-statement 
which has been made by Governor Taft and the Commission and 
army officers of the United States in the Philippines that the 
conditions in the islands are so peaceful that we- can maintain 
order, respect for law, and enforce it and maintain the authority 
of the United States with these15,000men, which can be reduced to 
10 000, with the native constabulary. That there are twenty-four 
ships in the eastern waters, even if difficulties did not enst which 
now prevail there would not be surprising when our Navy has be
come as large as it is. So long as it is in commission and is afloat it 
must be somewhere. There is a fleet in the Mediterranean, a 
fleet in the Altantic, a fleet· in the Caribbean Sea, a fleet in the 
Gulf of Mexico, and a :fleet in the Pacific Ocean1 and at the present 
time I should think it eminently wise that the greater part of 
that fleet is concentrated at a place where- it is necessary to pro
tect the interests of the United States, and that is m eastern 
waters; but I do not at all as..Q(mt, nor do r believe, that any con
ditions exist in the Philippines by which we would lose them in 
three months if we did not have twenty-four of our best ships 
there for the purpose of maintaining our authority. · 

Mr. BACON. I should like, with his permission, to ask the 
Senator from New York a question for information. He says he 
does not recognize the fact that, in case of war, we would lose 
the Philippine Islands in three months. Possibly that is not the 
exact way to put it. But does the Senator conceive that it would 
be possible for us to hold the Philippine Islands without a fleet 
that would be sufficient to keep up communication between this 
country and the Philippine Islands as against any fleet which 
might seek to interrupt it? 

Mr. DEPEW. I will say to the--Senator that, in case of war, 
we would need our fleet there-to meet any fleet which was of equal 
strength belonging to other nations; but, as I nnderstand--

1\Ir. BACON. Will the Senator please repeat his statement; as-, 
owing to the conversation around me, rwaa unable to hear it. 

1\Ir. DEPEW. I say that, in case of war, we will probab1y 
want a larger fleet there than the twenty-four ships. We would 
then need a fleet as large as that which could be brought there by 
the nation with which_ we were- at war. But the-point I was ad
dressing myself to was as to a misunderstanding which I thought 
existed, that, without war, the- intern-al condition of those islands 
were snelL that it would require a :fleet to maintain our authority 
and the internal commerce- between the different islands of the 
archipelago. That condition:-, however, does not exist: 

Mr. BACON. I did not so understand. Isuppo ed the inquiry 
was directed as to what was necessary in order to protect the 
islands against a foreign powex. 

Mr. DEPEW. No; there was no mention or suggestion, I will 
say to the Senator from Georgia, of a condition of war in the 
colloquy that was going on between the Senator from Maine and 
myself. 

Mr. BACON. Then I misunderstood the Senator. I under
stood him to mean-and I was impressed by the fact that he did 
mean it-that in case of war we could hold the Philippine Islands 
with twenty-four ships. I think the Senator correctly stated the 
proposition when he said that in case of war we would requh·e 
a fleet for the purpose of keeping up communication between the 
United States and the Philippine Islands which would be sufficient 
to cope with any fleet that an adverse power might send against 
it. I think that is a correct proposition.. I did not know that 
the Senator referred simply to the internal conditions. 

Mr. DEPEW. I would say, Mr. President, that in case of war 
the Philippine Islands would be.. the- most valuable possession the 
United States has to defend, and the most valuable possession we 
have for the purpose of attack. Tlie great powers of Europe, if 
they were in trouble with us, would not want to attack us be
cause of our internal commerce, nor because of our relations with 
the islands in the Caribbean Sea, or the Gulf of Mexico, or South 
America, or with Canada. Tlieir assault upon us would be for 
the purpose of driving us out of the competing trade in the 
Orient for the purpose of preventing us from competing with 
them in that market, which is the only one now open to compe
tition to the great producing and manufacturing nations of the 
world. In case war occurred the first effort would be to take 
away from us the Philippines, in order that we might not have 
coaling stations and might not have the ability with which to 
maintain and to protect whatever commerce we have for the 
present and might have for the futnre in the Far East. 

The Philippine Islands are providentially and commercially and 
in every way a most valuable possession for the growing com
merce and expanding trade of the United States. They are the 
place which all the EUropean nations regard as the port from which 
the United States is to be able to reach and protect trade with the 
Orient, because it is nearer than they can be. 

Mr. PATTERSON. I want to suggest to the Senator from New 
York that he apparently disagrees with another distinguished 
citizen of New York, the late Secretary of War. Tlie theory of 
the Senator from New York seems to be that the Philippines are 
a permanent possession, providentially given to us as a means of 
extending and making permanent our commerce with eastern 
countries. The late Secretary of War, in what appears--to be an 
authentic interview published in the New York Worldr which 
doubtless the Senator from New York has read, gave the country 
distinctly to understand that the Philippine Islands were being 
held temporarily only, until such time as theywould be fitted for 
self-government, when the United States would extend to them 
the- same rights and privileges that were extended to the people 
of C"uba. to form and maintain a government of their own, and to 
live in practical independence. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President; I have the greatest respect for 
my lifelong friend and now constituent, the late ffecretary of 
War, and have the- profoundest respect for his opinions on all 
questions; but if he has given as his judgment-that the United 
States would at some time snn-ender and give up the Philippine 
Islands to an independent nation, in the line with Cuba, I do not 
believe that that condition will ever come about. 
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I will go one step further. If it does come about, it will be HALE] said something a while ago about the Panama Canal mak
because the United States has educated those people up to a point ing it necessary to increase the Navy. I do not exactly aO'ree 
of self-government where the judgment of the majority here is with the Senator about that, for two reasons: In the first p~ce 
that they are capable of maintaining that goveTnment against the under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty we seem to be denied the right 
tremenQD'!.lS pressure which would be brought ag-ainst islands, to blockade the canal in case of war. Then, again, with that 
situated as they are, by all the great powers of Europe to gain canal built, the speed and facility with which war ships could be 
possession of them; and if we did give them up, Mr. President, transferred from one coast to the other would rather have the 
under such circumstances, it occurs to me that we would be com- contrary effect. it seems to me. It would have the effect of mak
pelled to assume obligations infinitely greater than we do while ing each battle ship and each coast a defender of the other coast; 
they are colonies of the United States. · to make every battle ship much more effective; so that it would 

While they are colonies of the United States no foreign nation be less necessary to have a large navy after we construct the 
is going to touch them, or going to assail them, or going to under- Panama Canal than it was before. So this immense increase in 
take to take them from us; but when they become independent, the Navy that is projected is solely and entirely due to our pas
unless we guarantee by onr Army and Navy to maintain their session of the Philippines. 
independence, in three months there would be a foreign fleet Now, Mr. President, with all due respect, I think there is a 
around their coast and a foreign army on their shores. If we do great deal of wild imagination in what the Senator from New 
give them up it will only be when we are situated a.s we are with York [Mr. DEPEW] said about our great and growing trade in the 
Cuba, where we have a naval station on one side and a naval sta- Orient, and the necessity of holding the Philippine Islands for that 
tion on the other. and she is so surrounded that no foreign nation purpose. I think my distinguished friend from Wisconsin [Mr. 
could approach her under any circumstances. Sroor.Jm] absolutely shattered that argument in a speech made 

Mr. PATTERSON. The only thing I desire to bringoutisthat, here several years ago, when the treaty with Spain was pending, 
at least in the opinion of the distinguished Senato~ from New and I should like to hear him and the Senator from New York 
York, all propositions for the ultimate independence of the Phil- debate that question between them. I do not think the Senator 
ippine Islands are figments of the imagination so far as the party from Wisconsin left any ground for any probable contention upon 
with which he is connected is concerned. that question. 

Mr. DEPEW. I want to say to the Senator from Col01·adothat Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator the utterances to which he 
the opinions which I have expressed are my own. refers? 

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly. Mr. CARMACK. I quoted them yesterday. I have not got 
Mr. DEPEW. And the party is not responsible for them, nor them to-day. 

is the Administration. Mr. SPOONER. I was not here then, but I will look in the 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to make a short reply to R:KCORD. 

what the Senat.or from New York [M.r. DEPEW] has said with Mr. CARMACK. They are in the R ECORD of this morning, and 
reference to the probability of war, and the Philippine Islands in I should like to have the Senator read them. 
such a contingency being the theater of war. I quite agree with Mr. SPOONER. I remember them. 
the Senator that if we should have a war with a foreign power Mr. CARMACK. And especially to have the Senator from New 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of that war, but not York read them. That will dispose of him without any furthe1· 
for the reason mentioned by the honorable Senator-not because argument from me. [Laughter.] 
the Philippine Islands are so great a prize that in the event of As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the Philippines, with their 
war there would be an eager effort to secure them by the power immense coast line, would be peculiarly subject to attack. I be
with which we might be at war-not for that reason; but it lieve to defend the Philippine Islands in case of a. foreign war 
would be the theater of war because every country at war natur- would require a navy as large as or larger than would be required 
ally seeks to strikeitsenemyat itsweakestpoint. Forthatreason to defend the coast of the United States. It would be necessary 
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of war, just as we in also to fortify all the various islands of that archipelago, so that 
onr Spanish war did not send our Army to Spain. Even if the we should have to spend many million dollars every year, hun
island of Cuba had not been involved in the controversy, the is- dreds of millions of dollars every year, even in time of peace, pre~ 
land of Cuba would not have been the theater of war between paring for a possible condition of war with a view to this immense 
Spain and the United States, because we would naturally seek to trade in the Orient of which the Senator from New York speaks 
strike her in her weakest point, which was in a. country 3,000 so feelingly. A single war, Mr. President, and the increased ex
miles away from Spain's base of supplies. penditures in time of peace, made necessary by our holding the 

In case of war, if our enemies sought to make the Philippine PhilippinEs, will be greater than the profits of all the trade we 
.L lands the theater of war. we would have to transport not only will ever get in the Orient. 
supplies, but all of our armies across the broad Pacific Ocean; we In addition to the statement read by the Senator from Georgia 
would have to have every tl-ansport convoyed by a fleet of war [Mr. BACON] from Admiral Dewey, I call attention to a statement 
ships sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy; we would made by Admiral Samp on. I quoted it here once before in the 
have to have there an army sufficient to meet whatever army Senate. It is published in Mr. Reed's book of Modern Eloquence. 
might be brought there by a European power, and we would have It is a. speech delivered by Admiral Sampson, in which he said 
to supply that army by provisions sent from this country, and our possession of the Philippines would increase by 100 per cent 
the ships carrying the provisions would also have to be convoyed the danger of a foreign war. So that the danger of our getting 
by men-of-war sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy. into a foreign war is greatly increased by our holding the Philip~ 

I will not elaborate that, Mr. President-we have talked about pines, and our defensive strength is immensely weakened by our 
that a good deal here-but I want to read, in connection with my possession of the Philippine Islands. We are in greater danger of 
former inquiry, to the Senator from New York what Admiral getting into a war and we would be a great deal weaker after we 
Dewey said on the very point which the Senator said was in con- got into the war by reason of holding the Philippines. 
troversy between himself and the Senator from Maine. I had The Sf\nator from Georgia called attention a while ago to the 
not seen this document. It is beaded, "Statement of Admiral fact that we defeated Spain in her island possessions. I think the 
Dewey on Philippine Islands station and naval programme," deliv- Senator from Georgia would agree with me that it would have 
ered by him before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House taken ten times as long a.nd would have required ten times the 
of Representatives on the 4th of February of this year. I call expenditure of blood and treasure to defeat Spain in the Spanish 
the attention of the Senator from New York to the statement of Peninsula that it did to defeat her in Cuba and the Philippine 
AdmL.-al Dewey. I read from the second page of the document. Islands. 

1\Ir. CousiNs asked the Admiral this question: Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; more than that. 
Admiral, you think the city of Manila. could not be defended against battle Mr. CARMACK. If any other nation in the world could seize 

shlps? and hold a. single island in the Philippine Archipelago against the 
Admiral DEWEY. No, sir. I asked ~neral Young the other day, w-hen we United Stat-es, it would be a defeat for the United States. It 

were on the joint board, "In case we should have a war-which God forbid!- uld · t b · fl d d 
how lon~ could the Army stay in the Philippines after the Navy 1~" He wo reqmre us o nng our eet a.n our men and soldiers an 
said, "SIX weeks; possibly two months." ~e¥ could get nothing in the is- transport them 7,000 miles to meet the enemy there, when there 
lands. We must keep our Navy there, I t~ and the Na.vy must have a is not a nation of Europe that could land a single regiment upon 
protected base. the soil of the United States. 

Of course, bythatAdmiral Dewey meant that the Navywasab- Mr. DEPEW. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to 
solutely necessary to keep the American Army provisioned in the ask him a question? 
islands, and that without a navyto keep it provisioned the Army Mr. CARMACK. Certainly. 
could not stay there six weeks, because it would starve for the .Mr. DEPEW. How would the foreign nations get their troops 
lack of provisions ; and that would be the ca-se whether it was an there? 
internal war or a foreign war. Mr. CARMACK. They could get them there a. great deal 

Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr. more eagih7 than they could get them here. AB the Senator from 
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Wisconsin said in that great speech to which I have just re
ferred-and I am going to let him continue tp.e debate with the 
Senator frow New York-the most distant point would be the 
point of first attack. There would be the great point of weak
ness. The Senator from New York and the Senator from Wis
consin can now have it out. 

MF. DEPEW. The Senator from Tennessee bases an argu
ment as to the difficulties of defen~g the Philippine IslandB 
upon conditions which do not exist. His argument would be all 
right if Great Britain, Russia, Germany, or France, which are 
the only nations that could be expected to take any part in a 
controversy of that sort, had contiguous territory. But those 
nations would have to mobilize their armies. They would have 
to carry them through the Suez Canal. in order to get them there. 
They would have as much trouble to take troops there for offense 
as we would have to take troops there for defense. In the mean
time we have a navy upon the sea which would take care of those 
vast transports which would be necessary to convoy an army that 
would be efficient for any purpose in the Philippine Lslands; and 
our Navy would make it utterly impossible for such an army to 
be carried to the Philippine LslandB for offensive purposes. 

Mr. CARMACK. The Senator is assuming, of course, that we 
have as great a navy as these other natioru. . 

Mr. DEPEW. I am assuming that we shall have such a navy 
as is contemplated in this programme, which will make us the 
second naval power in the world. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to know what the Senator from 
Wisconsin has to say in reply to that. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before the debate is turned over 
to the Senator from Wisconsin, which I anticipate with very 
much interest and pleasure, I wish to say something in reply to 
the Senator f1·om ew York about the difficulty that European 
nations will. have in case of war with the United States to trans
port their troops and supplies and munitions of war to the Phil
ippine Islands. It is a mistake on the part of the Senator from 
New York that they would have as far to traverse the seas between 
their bases and the Philippines. 

From the Straits of Gibraltar to Singapore is an unbroken chain 
of British fortresses. Aside from her fleet, every one of them is a 
base for the collection of supplies and for the massing of troops, 
and they would have no 7,000 miles to tl·averse between Singa
pore, which is one of her possessions, or from Colombo, which is 
a thousand or fifteen hundred miles farther, or even from any 
point in India or from Aden, in Al·abia, or from the island of 
Perim, in the lower part of the Red Sea, which is another fortress 
of Great Britain or from the island of Cyprus, or from Suez or 
Port Said or Malta, up to Gibraltar, which all together make a 
continuous chain of fortresses. It is called "the King's High
way." 

It is an easy matter, two or three days' sail only, from Singa
pore to the Philippine Islands, and not nearly that far. This is 
to Manila. It is scarcely more than a days' sail from Singapore, 
one of the British possessions, to a part of the Philippine LslandB. 

What is true of Great Britain is also true in a less degree of 
other European nations. Several of them have colonies and de
pendencies in Asia which serve for military bases, and even from 
Europe they can transport their troops and supplies through the 
Red Sea and other southern seas more expeditiously and safely 
than we can transport a great army and its supplies across the 
Pacific. 

Mr. DEPEW. I should like to ask the Senator from Georgia a 
question. 

1\Ir. BACON. With pleasure. 
Mr. DEPEW. The Senator has been all over that country 

traveling? 
1\Ir. BACON. It is not necessary to go there to know that. 

Those are matters of common knowledge. ~ 
Mr. DEPEW. The question I would ask him is this: Of 

course we know the tremendous land forces in numbers and 
equipment of Russia, Germany, France, and Austria, but how 
many troops has Great Britain available for foreign invasion? 
My impression is that that is her weak point, and that she does 
not possess any number of troops for a foreign invasion which 
would make her likely to attack for the purpose of conquest any 
country except a country like--

Mr. BACON. I think the British army is undoubtedly larger 
than ours, very much larger, to say nothing of the Indian army. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President-
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Nevada? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly, 
Mr. STEW ART. Do you think Great Britain would attack us 

anywhere in the world while we have Canada here? 
Mr. ,BACON. That is another matter altogether. We might 

invade Canada, and we might take Canada-
Mr. STEW ART. Would not that be an equivalent? 

Mr. BACON. At the same time it would not be defending the 
Philippine Lslands. 

Mr. STEW ART. Let us take Canada and let her take the 
Philippines. _ 

Mr. BACON. I am willing to let her take the Philippine 
Lslands and we get nothing in return. I think it is a very great 
burden upon us, with no compensation. 

Mr. STEWART. I think the fact that we could take Canada 
is the best fortification we have against Great Britain taking the 
Philippines. 

Mr. BACON. I would be glad to make an exchange on very 
much more favorable terms to Great Britain than those. But we 
are speaking of the question, in case of foreign war, of the influ
ence upon the war of the possession of the Philippine Islands. 
Our contention is that it would be the theater of war, 7,000 miles 
away, with which we must keep up communication, that it would 
be our weak point, and necessarily add very much--

Mr. STEW ART. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 
Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. STEWART. The Senator was picturing the great danger 

we were in from Great Britain; that she has a line of forts all 
along the way. That is all true. 

Ml·. BACON. I will state to the Senator that I will change it, 
and instead of Great Britain I will take the little country of 
Japan. 

Mr. STEW ART. I think you had better dodge that question. 
Talk about one at a time. The Senator made his speech on Great 
Britain. While Canada lies by our side the Philippine Islands 
are sufficiently protected without a navy. They are sufficiently 
protected with one boat as against Great Britain. There is no 
doubt about that. She is not going to get into any fuss with us 
as long as we are capable of taking Canada. It is all right so far 
as Great Britain is concerned. As to any others going there and 
driving us away, I do not apprehend any danger from that source. 
They do not want the archipelago. They will not fight for it. 

Mr. BACON. They do not want the Philippines. None of 
them want them. They are glad for us to have them. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; I do not think there is any danger of 
their being taken away from us. 

1\Ir. BACON. Nobody regards them as worth having. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I entirely agree with the Senator 

from Maine [Mr. HALE] that there is no reason that this country 
should have a navy as large as that of Great Britain, and when 
he stated that what he wished us to have was the second navy of 
the world he went as far, I think, as any sensible man, no matter 
how enthusiastic for the Navy, desires to go. But the second 
navy of the world in power and tonnage we ought most certainly 
to possess. Mr. President, I wish to say a few wordB on the sub
ject of the expense of such, and it is for this purpose that I have 
risen to speak. 

The Senator from Maine pictured the large expense which the 
Navy now involves, and said it would probably involve a con
tinued and increasing expenditure. There can be no doubt of 
that fact, Mr. President. The Navy is a large expense. It is 
not going to cost any less in the future. It probably will cost 
more. In my belief there is no money so well expended as that 
which we spend upon the Navy of the United States. 

It was well said in the House not long ago that the Monroe doc
trine "is as big as the United States Navy, and no bigger." It 
might also be said with equal iruth that the Navy represents the 
peace of the United States. Whether we own the Philippine 
Lslands or not, the Navy of the United States is not yet sufficient 
to guarantee and put above question the peace of this country. 
There is nothing that would involve this country in war so quickly 
as the abandonment of the upbuilding of the Navy or ceasing to 
maintain it at the highest point of efficiency and power. -

No position could be worse than that of a nation which, like 
ours, is rich and aggressive if it is left unarmed and undefended. 
So long as we have a powerful navy the Moru·oe doctrine will 
stand and no one will venture to attack us. The decline of the 
Navy would mean war. The increase of the Navy means peace 
and power. TheN avy, in a word, is the protection of the country. 
If we were to abandon the Philippine Islands to-morrow, we 
should still be obliged to have a naval station in Asiatic waters 
and maintain there, as we have always maintained, an Asiatic 
fleet. We should always need chiefly and before everything else 
a navy amply sufficient to protect our coasts, to uphold the Monroe 
doctrine, to guard the canal, to maintain our supremacy on the 
North American continent. 

We do not need a navy so large as that of Great Britain. Eng
land requires a navy more than equal to the combined navies of 
any two countries, and if it were not for the navy of England, 
England's possessions would be torn from her and she would be 
ruined. She realizes that her defense and her strength rest on her 
navy, and for us it is just as important that we should have a 
navy so powerful that nobody will be tempted to attack us. 
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At this moment we stand fifth in the tonnage of fighting ships. 

If the present programme is carried out and there is no increase 
in foreign programmes, we shall soon stand third. But there 
ought to be no relaxation in the programme upon which we have 
entered. I do not mean to say that it is necessary to go as far as 
the naval board very possibly desires, but a steady building of 
the Navy is essential, in my opinion, to the safety and the peace 
of the United States. 

Criticisms have been made to-day upon the attitude of our naval 
officers. Mr. President, a naval officer who does not believe that 
the Navy is the one essential thing and that all his efforts should 
be directed toward its upbuilding and development is not an offi
cer whom we would desire to have. They, of course, if they have 
proper professional pride, are looking to the building and effi
ciency of the Navy and nothing else. They may ask what seems 
to us extravagant, but let us never forget that in time of stress 
the officers and sailors of our Navy have never failed, Their 
record is one of victory always and everywhere. 

I do not pretend to pass upon the question of guns within t·e
volving turrets or in barbette. Still less do I pretend to pass 
upon the question of disappearing gun carriages. We all have 
the utmost confidence in the judgment of the Senator from Ver
mont [Mr. PRocTOR], and·yet I think, as laymen, we must be 
governed by the report of our military officers and not by his 
opinion. In the Navy, in the same way, we must depend ulti
mately upon professional judgment. Has that professional judg
ment failed or misled us in the past? The reply ·of history is an 
absolute negative. I think it is certainly a ·matter of great im
portance, as the Senator from Maine pointed out, that England 
has rejected the revolving turret and confines her armament to 
the bar bette. But it does not follow that because we adhere to 
the revolving turret, which we invented when we put the Monitor 
afloat , we are necessarily making a mistake. Our officers are 
fallible; they may be wrong; it may not be the best system; but 
it is a little hasty to conclude that because other nations have not 
adopted it therefore it must be a mistake. 

Everyone who is familiar with the history of the war of 1812 is 
aware that in that war we had a type of frigate and a type of 
armament entirely new to the world, and we won in-eleven frigate 
actions out of thirteen. In that same war we introduced the 
practice of firing on the descending wave. Up to that time the 
practice had been tofu·e on theascendingwave. The system was 
entirely new when we introduced it, and yet that was one reason 
why we shot so much bet ter than our opponents did. We revolu
tionized in that war t he method of firing in the old frigates when 
engaged in action. Anyone who will turn to the book of Sir 
Howard Douglass, who was the great authority on naval actions, 
on gunnery, and all questions connected with the navy, will find 
that all his examples as to single frigate actions are drawn from 
the war of 1812, and that he admits in that book, which for many, 
many years was the standard book of the English navy, that the 
American practice, then introduced, of firing on the descending 
wave was the true practice and that we had revolutionized naval 
gunnery to that extent. 

I merely cite this to show that it does not follow that because 
~we are the only nation which adheres entirely to the system of 
revolving turrets we are therefore in error. It may or it may 
not be so. It is a serious matter that England is so confident that 
this system is a mistake that she has no ships with revolving tur
rets, but we in the long run, must depend upon the opinion of 
our naval officers who study carefully all that is done by foreign 
nations. 

Mr. President, the question has been raisedbere as to torpedo 
boats, and it has been suggested that in a very sh<.rrt time we may 
not need battle ships because they will be superseded by torpedo 
boats. and therefore battle ships should not be built. Torpedo 
boats · and submarine boats 6an never supersede the seagoing fight
ing ships, because they can not keep to the sea. We must always 
and fir st of all have the fighting seagoing fleet. As to the value 
of torpedo boats, we have seen in the last few years the pendulum 
swing from one extreme to the other. In our war with Spain 
much was expected from torpedo boats, but in that war tlie tor
pedo boat was a failure, or ·rather accomplished nothing. 
- Our vessels blockading outside the port of Santiago were in a 
position most open to a torpedo attack. They were not attacked, 
and there was, therefore, no evidence in that war that a torpedo 
boat was particularly useful. Thereupon many persons drew the 
immediate and hasty conclusion that we did not need torpedo boats 
at all , and the result may be seen in the fact that we are far be
hind all other nations in that single branch of the Navy. 

Now, there has been a night attack by the Japanese-a very 
successful one-in which torpedo boats were used upon the Rus
sian fleet at Port Arthur. Apparently they attacked by surprise. 
The Russian fleet, instead of having searchlights, which would 
have made the whole bay as light as day, as we illuminated the 

entrance to Santiago Harbor during the blockade, apparently did 
not have their searchlights out at all. A fleet of Japanese torpedo 
boats came in in the darkness. Some of them succeeded in get
ting home. It is not apparent, moreover, that one of those Rus
sian ships lying there at anchor had out a torpedo net. It is not 
apparent that their gunnery was sufficiently good to hit the tor-
pedo boats when they saw them. . 

In our war there was a torpedo-boat attack upon the St. Paul, 
which was being used as an au.xiliary cruiser. The Spanish tor
pedo boat Terror ca.me out of San Juan and pursued her. When 
she got within 3 miles-a long distance-the gunner of the St. 
Paul, with the 5-inch gun, the only heavy gun they had, struck 
her and sent her to the shore in a sinking condition. If there 
had been a complete illumination at Port Arthur, if Russian gun
nery had been as good as we believe om· gunnery to_be, and with 
good reason, it is ve1-y probable that the Japanese torpedo attack 
would have had quite a different result. 

1\fr. President, neither the extreme opinion that torpedo boats 
were forever discredited by the results of our war or the opinion 
which seems to be forming that they are the only kind of vessel 
now needed, in view of the battle at Port Arthur, is correct. 
There is no doubt that to1·pedo boats and snbma1ine boats have 
their most important uses, but they do not solve the problem. 
They can not constitute a navy; they are only one necessary part 
of it. We ought to have more torpedo boats. I have no question 
about that. It is a branch of our defense in which we are very 
weak. But it is impossible to substitute for the seagoing fighting 
fleet torpedo boats and submarine boats. . 

A word now, Mr. President; about the matter of expense. I 
have already said that the expense of the Navy is great. The a b
solute expenditure is very large. I have also stated that, in my 
judgment, it is likely to continue to increase if we keep the Navy 
where it ought to be kept. But it has been said here in previous 
debates that we were not following the practices of the fathers; 
that we ought to return to their policy and not waste these enor
mous amounts of money on the military branches of the Govern-
m~ . 

There was an important statement made as to that question of 
present expenditure as compared with our practice in the past 
in the report of the Secretary of the Navy, and which led me to 
go into the matter with greater fullness in order to see what the 
general policy of the United States had been. There is only one 
way of testing the expenditure on any branch of the Government 
service, and that is to compare that partieular expenditure with 
all the other expenditures of the Government. To say that we 
should spend on the Navy what was spent a hundred years ago 
would be absurd. There is no more relation between that obso
lete expenditure and the expenditure to-day than there is between 
the little pop:llation of 5,000,000 and the population of 80.000,000, 
with the vast extensions of territory that we have made. The 
only way to arrive at any proper decision as to the amount of 
naval expenditure and whether it is excessive in comparison with 
the needs of the country is to take the proportion it bears to the 
other expenditures of the Government. In that way we can de
cide what the general policy of the United States has been. 

The percentage of-naval expenditure to the total expenditures 
of the Government last year was 17.3 per cent. Taking it by 
decennial periods, I find that in 1800 it was 46.5 per cent. So 
whatever the fathers may have done, there is not much doubt 
about what the grandfathers did. In 1810 it was 31.1; in 1820, 
33.4; in 1830, 24.4; in 1840, 25.3; in 1850, 21.2; in 1860, 19.1; in 
1870, 13.2 of the total of Government expenditures. 

During the last period, from 1860 to 1870, is included all the 
enormous naval expenditures of the war, and yet the naval per
centage has greatly declined-that is, the naval expenditures had 
risen absolutely very much; but the military expenditures and 
the other expenditures had risen so much more that the percent
age of naval expenditures, instead of advancing, actually fell off. 

In 1880 it was 8 per cent; in 1890, 8.4; in 1900, 12.5; in 1901, 12.6 
per cent; in 1902, 15.3 per cent, and in 1903 it was 17.3 per cent, 
as I have stated. I have the table, which I owe to the kindness 
of the Secretary of the Navy, all worked out by single years, and 
I ask to insert it at the end of my remarks. (See Appendix.) 

The average annual percentage of naval expenditures from 1800 
to 1903 inclusive, has been 22.3 per cent, and the percentage of 
naval expenditures for 1903 was 17.3 per cent. If last year the 
average appropriation had been made, it would have been $103,-
000,000, instead of $82,000,000. 

In other words, after all the great absolute increases in the 
Navy of late years, we are still 5 per cent behind the average ex
penditure of this Government on the Navy throughout its his
tory as compared with other expenditures. 

In time of war, as I have pointed out in regard to the civil war, 
the naval expenditures do not increase proportionately. In the 
time of the Spanish war. there was an absolute increase in the 



2736 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. MARCH 3, 

Navy, but relatively the naval expenditures were very much 
smaller than the average of our history. The percentage from 
previous years fell off. The great relative as well as absolute in
crease was in the military expenditures. In -other words, the 
naval expenditures are distributed over the years of peace. The 
expenditure for the Army rises by leaps and bounds to enormous 
amounts in time of war. A naval vessel must always be prepared 
for war. The Navy must always be on a war footing. There is 
no possibility of sending a vessel to sea in any other condition. 
Hence the peace expenditures for the Navy seem large and the 
war expenditm·es, comparatively speaking, seem small. 

I think I have shown that our naval expenditures, instead of 
being excessive, are to-day less-much less-than they were in 
the first decade of the century, or in any decade down to the period 
of the war. After the war the Navy fell into a condition of utter 
neglect. It was a discredit that it should have done so-a dis
credit to the Government, a discredit to the American people. It 
was neglected. No money was spent upon it. It fell to a point 
where it had to be built up from the very beginning. Since 1883 
we have been building it up. We have now got a navy which is 
fifth in tonnage of the fighting force in the world. If the present 
programmes are continued, in a few years it will be third. I agree 
with the Senator from Maine that it ought to be second; that it 
ought to be maintained at the highest efficiency: that we ought to 
have the best ships I for one do not grudge the expenditure of 
a dollar upon the ..American Navy; I rejoice in all we spe:o.d upon 
it, for behind the American Navy lies the peace of the United 
States. · 

APPENDIX. 
The following is a comparison of the net ordinary expenditures 

of the Government with the expenditm·es for the Navy. The net 
ordinary expenditures include expenditures for· war, Navy, In
dians, pensions, and miscellaneous, oonstituting what may be 
termed current expenses, and not including payments for interest, 
premiums, or principal of public debt, or expenditures for postal 
service. 

COMPARISON AT THE CLOSE OF DECE"SNI.AL PERIODS. 

Year. Net expendi- 1 For Navy Percentage. tm·es. 

18£XL _ ----- ------ _ -------------------
1810.------------------ --------------
1 ·~--- ---- ------------------------- -
1830.--- __ ·_- -------------------------
184{)_ --------------------------------
1850.--------------------------------
18GO.- -------------------------------
1870.--------------------------------
1880.--------------------------------
1 \!{)_--- -----------------------------
1900.------- --·--- -------------------
1001. __ ------------------ ----·· ------
1902.--------------------------------

$7,411,370 
5,3ll,OR2 

13,134,531 
13,229,5.'~ 
24,139,920 
37,165,{)£() 
60,058,75.5 

16!, 421, fiJ7 
169,000,062 
261' 637' 200 
44 7' 553,458 
477,624,374 
442, 082, 813 

$3,448,716 
1,654,244 
4,387,900 
3,239,429 
6,113,897 
7 004 725 
n:5I~650 
21,780,200 
13, 536, 985 
2'2, 006, 2fJ6 
55,953,018 
60,506,978 
67,803,128 

46.5 
31.1 
33.4 
24.4 
2.5.3 
21.2 
19.1 
13.2 
8.0 
8.4 

12.5 
12.6 
15.3 

CO~.A.RISO~ BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS BEGTh~G 1850. 

18.:'1()_- ------------------------------- $37,165,990 $7, 00!, 'i2.~ 21.2 

t~k================================ !6:~~·~ ~:m:m ~J 1€53. __________________ -------------- 4.4, Oitl,156 ll,007, 790 25.1 
1!)5.L________________________________ 51, "7,528 10,790,096 20.7 
l f!5.3. -------------------------------- 56,316,198 11?4;:;,07:W4,~~ 23.6 
1856.-- ------------------------------ 66 772 528 ' ,Oili.J 21.0 
1Ci57 _____ ------ ______ -------- __ .. ____ 66: o.u: H4 12,651,695 19.1 
lt:.J.'3____________ __________ ___________ 72,irn,437 }4. 053 265 19.4 
1&>9. _________________________________ 

1 
__ 6s_,_35o_~_. ~ __ 

1 
__ 1_4:_6oo_: 9i_28_

1 
____ 22_.1 

TotaL _________ _ ·_____________ 545,472,604 ll6,359,852 a21.3 
1~=-=-==-=~~i·=====~~l======= lBGO. __________________________ ---· __ 60.056, 71i5 ll,514, 650 1~. 1 

JR61 _________________________________ . 62,616,056 12,387,157 19.7 
1&.2. _ ---·· ______________ ------ __ . ___ 45S, 379,897 42,640,353 9. 3 
18B3 _____________________ ------ __ .... 00!, !ft,576 63,2-61,235 9.1 
1ffi4. ------------------------------ -- 811,283,679 85,704,964 10.5 
1855.-------------------------------- 1, 217, 7<H, 199 12t, 617,434: 10.0 
Ui66 ______ _ -------------------------- 385,954,731 43,285,66~ 11.2 
1867 _________ ---------- -----·. ------- 202, IM7, 734 31,034,0ll 10.3 
1868 _____ - --------------------------- 229,915,088 25,775,503 ll. 2 
1869.-------------------------- --··-- 190,496,355 20,000,758 10.4 

Tot2.l ___________ ---·----------1--4-,31.1,-f:-59-,-07-0+j _4_o58_22_1_, 7-'t'l-:~-- a10.6 

1870_________________________________ 1~,421,507 21,780,200' ]3.2 
18TI ____________ ----- ____ ------ _ ----- 157, 583,828 19,431,027 12.3 
1872. ------ ---- ___ : ------------------ 153,201,856 21, 2!9, 810 13.8 
1 73_________________________________ 180, 488,&"7 23,526,257 13.0 

18+~===:::= :::::: ===~==:======= ===::: t~:Mli:: fi:::rJ l~:~ 1876_________________________________ 164,857, 13 18,963,310 11.5 
1877 _____________ -------------------- 144,209,963 14,959, 9P5 10.3 
18';L _ .. __ ------ _________ ·------ ---- 134,463,452 17, OC.'i, 301 12.9 
1879_- ----- -------------------------- 161,619,005 15, 1!!5, 127 9. 3 

1------!------1-------
TotaL ___________ ------------ 1, 626,495,824 204.,831,210 a 12.5 

F=====~~======~====== 
a General average. 

COMPA.RISON BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS BEOINNIKG 185C-cont'd. 

Year, tm·es. For avy. Percentage, Net expendi- N I 
1880.------------ ··-... -.---------.--
1881_ --------------------. --·----- ---
1882_ -··-·· ---·-- -·--·- -- ·-·- ----- ·--
1883_- ---·· --·--- --------·- •• ·--- ----
1884 .• --·-·- ----· --· ------------- ·-·-1885 ___________ - --------- ----·-- --·--
1.886_ ----. ----·- --·-- ----------------
1887--------------- --- ·-- -- ·--- ·---·-
1888 .• --··· -- ·---- --·-- ---·-- --------
1889.- --·-- ---------------- --·- ·--·--

$169,090,062 
177,142,898 
186, 90!, 233 
206,248,006 
189,547,866 
2(fl, 840, 679 
191, 90'2, 993 
220,190,603 

. $13,536,985 8.0 
15,686,672 8.8 
15,032,()4{) 8.0 
15,283,437 7.4 
17,292,601 9.1 
1 6, O'll, oso 7.6 
13,907,888 7.2 
15,141,127 6.8 
16, 9't8, 438 7.8 
21, SiS, 809 8.8 214.938.951 I 240, 995,131 

---------1·--------
. TotaL-··········- •••.•• ------ 2, 005, so1, m 160, 207, 083 a7.9 

22,006,206 8.4 
26, ll3,800 8.2 
29,174,139 9.0 
30,136,084 8.4 
31 ,701,294 9.4 
28,797,796 8.8 
27,147,732 8.5 
34,561,546 10.5 

14.4 

1890 ______ ·----- -·-··· ·--··- --------- 261,637,203 
1891.- --··-- --·-- -----· -- .•.• ·--- --·- 317,825,549 
1~------· -------------- ---·-- ---·-· 321,645,214 
1893.----------- --·-· ---·-- ------ --·- 358,213,562 
189!._ ------ --·-- -------------------- 339,683,874 
1895_- ------------------------- --·--- 325,217,268 
1896.------ --·-- ---------- --·--- ----- 316, 79-!, 417 

5.'~, 823, 104 
63,942,985 11.3 

352,404,7 2 a9. 9 

i~7=================================1 · ::~:r~ 
1899. -~~~;~~~~~~~~~ ~ ~~:~: :~~~~~~~~~ -3,-~-&5-: ~-:-':-:-· 8-l-------1--------

55, 9i>3,078 12.5 
!========1=====~=1======= 

1900 _______ ·----- -------- ·--- ----- ·-- 447,553 4.')8 
60,506,978 12.6 
67,800,128 15.3 
82, 618, 03! 1i.3 

11Xl1.- ------------------------------- 477,624,374 
lg,l2_ -------------------------------- 442,082,813 
1903.------------ --·--- -------------- 477,542,658 

1-------1-------·1---------
TotaL ----·· ------------------ 1, 844,803,303 266, 881,218 

COMPARISON BY TEN-YEAR PERIODS. 

1850-1859 __________ ---·-- ------------ $545,472,604 
1860-1869. ___ ------------ _ ----- _. ---- 4, 311,359, OiO 
1870-187\L --------------------------- 1,626, 495, 824 
1880-1 9_ ----------------- ----·- ---- 2 ()[.6 801 4.22 1891J.-.1899______ ______ ____ ____________ 3:537: res: 918 
1901)...19()3 ____ --·--- --·--- ------------ 1,844,803,003 

TotaL------------------------ 13,8TI,891, 141 , 1,558,905,872 

a General average. 

a14.4 

21.3 
10.6 
12.5 
7.9 
9.9 

14.4 

a ll.1 

A'era~e percentage of naval expenditures from 1800 to 1903, in-
clusiv-e ____ ---- __ ----_-----_ . ___________________________ ------------ 22.3 

Percentage of naval expenditures for 1903 -----·------------- ------ li.3 
If la t year the average appropriation had been made, it would 

have been--------------_----- ___ _____________ .--·-----·.------ ____ $103, ()((), 000 

JULIETTE ~TBROOK. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 5611) granting a pension to Juliette Westbrook, returned 
by the House in compliance with the request of the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. While the bill was pending in the Senate the 
beneficiary died. The bill has passed both Houses. The gentle
man in the HouRe who had charge of it desired us to bring about 
its recall in order that it might be disposed of in the Senate. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the vote by which it was 
passed here be reconsidered and that the bill be indefinitely post
poned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There being no objection, the 
vote by which the bill was passed will be reconsidered, and it 
will be indefinitely postponed. 

SHIPPING BETWEEN THE l:il\!TED Sl'A.TES AND THE PHILIPPL"illS. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that there be a reprint 
of the Philippine shipping bill with amendments. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu
setts asks unanimous consent that there be a reprint of the Philip
pine shipping bill with amendments. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMA.TIO .A.PPROPRIA.TIO~ BILL. 

Mr: HALE. I desire to present a conference report, in order 
that it may get to the House to-night: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine pre
sents a conference report. 

Mr. HALE submitted the following report: 
The committee of conference on the di~·eeing votes of tbe two Houses on 

the amendments of the Senate to the bill (.li . R.ll287) making appropriations 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1905, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 4.3, and 44. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendm.ent.s of the 
Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19, 2'.31 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, ~. 33, 3!, 36, 
37, 38,39 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 
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Senate numbered 9, and agree to the eame with an amendment as follows: 
"Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, and on page 15 of the bill, 
between lines 16 and 17, insert as a paragraph the following: 
· "LourenQO Marquez, .Africa." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the 

Senate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
Ueu of the sum proposed insert "$4.96,500;" and the Senate agree to the same. 

EUGENE HALE, 
S. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. TELLER, 

Manage1·s on tke part of the Senate. 
ROBERT R. HITT, 
ROBERT ADAMS, Jr., 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 

Managers o1t the part oj the House. · 
:Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine kindly state whether 

there are any amendments of any importance involved? We hear 
only the numbers read, and of course know nothing about the 
'items. 

Mr. HALE. No: there are none. 
:Mr. B~CON. They are mere matters of detail, small matters? 
Mr. HALE. All small. 
The report was agreed to. 

NA. V A.L APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid
eration of the bill (H. R. 12220) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other 
purposes. 

[Mr. :MONEY addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, there are several Senators who 

have said to me that they desire to discuss the bill generally, but 
prefer to do so to-morrow. If we can go on now with the reading 
of the bill and dispose of the committee amendments, after that 
has been done I will ask that the bill go over until to-morrow, so 
that Senators who desire to speak may have an opportunity to be 
heard. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 
The first amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was 

under the subhead "Pay of the Navy," on page 2, line 6, after 
the word " constructors," to insert: 
· And civil en!Pneers, assistant civil engineers, and professors of mathe
matics; and that after the passage of this act the pay and allowance:;~ of civil 
engineers and professors of mathematics shall be the same as are or may 
hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil engineers 
the same a.s for assistant naval constructors. 

And in line 18, after the word" men,". to insert: 
And as many warrant machinists as the President may from time to time 

deem necessary to appoint; Iiot to exceed twenty in any one year. 
So as to make the clause read: 

· Pay and allowances prescribed bylaw of officers on sea duty; officers on shore 
and other duty; officers on waiting orders; officers on the retired list; clerks 
to commandants of yards and stations; clerks to paymasters at yards and 
stations; general storekeepers; receiving ships and other vessels; commu
tation of. quarters for officers on shore not occupying public quarters, in
.cluding boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sa.ilmakers, warrant machinists, 
pharmacists, and mates, and also naval constructors and assistant naval 
constructors and civil engineers, assistant civil engineers, and professors of 
mathematics; and that after the passage of this act the pay and allowances 
of civil engineers and professors of mathematics shall be the same as are or 
may hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civi..l en
gineers the same as for assistant n.<tval constructora; pay of enlisted men on 
the retired list; extra pay to m en reenlisting under honorable discharge; 
interest on deposits by men; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and 
apprentices, in9l_u~g men in the e~gineer;;' f?rc;e, and ~en detailed for duty 
With Naval Militia, and for the F1Sh CommlSSlon 31,500 men and as many 
warra.nt machinists as the President may from timet<> time deem ne::essary 
to appoint, not to exceed 20 in any one year. 

The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 19, on 
page 26. 

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine of

fers an amendment, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 26, after line 19, it is proposed to 

insert: 
Navy-yard, Charleston, S. C.: One clerk, civil engineer's office, $1,4.00; 

one writer, $1,017.25; one draftsman in charge, S1,600: one stenographer and 
typewriter, at $2.00 pel.' diem, SS76.40; one mail messenger, at S2 per diem, in
cluding Sundays, $730; one messenger and janitor. at $1.'76 per diem, including 
Sundays, $642.40; one rodman and inspector, at S3.20 per di~. $1,001.60; one 
master of tugs, $1,200; one messenger to commandant, at $2 per diem, $626; in 
all $9,093.65. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE. Also on page 26 the total should be changed to 

include these figures. 
.The SECRETARY. On page 26, line 25, it is proposed to strike 

out the words "one hlmdred and forty-eight thousand seven hun
dred and ninety dollars and ninety-two cents'' and to insert in lieu 
thereof '·one hundred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred and 
eighty-four dollars and fifty-seven cents." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

XXX:Vill--172 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 29, line 14, after the 
word '' dolla1·s '' to insert '' for the erection of barracks c:>OO 000 '' 
and in line 18, 'before the word "dollars," to strike out'" flv~ huh
dred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy" and insert 
"seven hundred and twelvethousandninehundred and seventy;" 
so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Lea~ue Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve 
basin, $80.000; grading and paving, to continue, $25,000; sewer system, exten
sior;s, $3,500; electric plant, extensions, $100,000; railroad system, extensions, 
$5,000; dredging and filling in Delaware water front, to continu. , $30.000; 
water system, extension, $8,000; underground conduit system, $8,000: fire
protection system, extensions, $10,000; sea wall extension, $50 000; one officers' 
quarters, $8,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue dredging, $75,000; 
locomotive crane track, extension, $30,000; storehoase for naval supplies to 
complete, $80,4!m: for the erection of barracks, $200,000; in all, navy-yard, 
League Island, $712,970. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, to insert the head

ing. "Navy-yard, Charleston, S. C." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 2 on 

page 31. 
Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
The SECRETARY. On page 30, strike out all after the word 

'' dollars,'' in line 24, down to the end of line 2 on page 31, and 
insert: 

Quay wall, $50,000; dredging, $20,000; locomotive and power house, $5,000; 
ra'lroad scale3, $3,000; sewers, $2(),000; telephone system, $2,000; entrance gate 
and police station, $28,000; grading and drainag-e, $10,000· storehouse and 
storekeeper's offices, to extend, $50,000; latrines, $3.000: railroad system, ex
tension, $12,000; railroad equipment, $5,000; to:>ls and machinerv for vard and 
docks workshop, $8,000; one officers' quarters, $8,000; in all, navy-yard, 
Charleston, S. C., $880,500. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 31,-line 19. after the 
word" dollars," to insert'' for the erection of barracks. $200,000;" 
ancl in line 22, before the word" dollars," to strike out" nine hun
dred and fifty-nine thousand" and insert'' one million one hun
dred and fifty-nine thousand;" so as to make the clause read: 

Navy-yard, Norfolk, Va.: F~chaseofland,S4.00,000; * * * improvement 
to 4:0-ton locomotive crane, 1,000: for the ere.ction of barracks, $'1.00,000; in all, 
navy-yard, Norfolk, Va., $1,159,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 35, line 11, after the word 

"dollars," to inse1·t "for improving and enlarging naval prison 
$10,000;" and in line 13, before the word" thousand." to strik~ 
out 'seven hundred and twenty-five" and inf:lert "seven hundred 
and thirty-five;" so as to make the clause read: 

Naval station, Cavite, P. I.: Floating steel dry dock, to continue, $725 OOO· 
for improving and enlarging naval prison, $10,000; in all, 5735,000. ' ' 

The amendment :was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to the end of line 7 on 

page 37. · . 
Mr. HALE. What I send to the desk is a substitute for the 

part that has just been read . 
The SECRETARY. On page 36 it is proposed to strike out all 

after line 18, down to and including line 7 on page 37, and to in
sert in lieu thereof the following: 
~be Secretary of the Navy is h~reby authorized, in his discretion, to con

soli~ate tp.e several power plants m 11;ny or all of the se\era.l navy-yards and 
stations, m e:1.ch navy-yard and stat1on, for the generation and distribution 
of light, heat, and p ower, for all the purposes of the Navy. To the above 
end all such individual plant3 now in existence under the control of the sev
eral bureaus may be rearranged or transferred to the control or o:;>eration of 
such bur~u or bur~u~ as _may. in tb~ disc!etion of the Secretary, appear 
most adVIEable, ~anng m VJew the vapous kinds of p9wer required at navy
yards, the necessity for the most effiCient and econonncal work in connection 
with repairs to the fleet, and the avoid:1.nce of divided responsibility in r ela
lation thereto; and all appropriations herein and heretofore made for power 
houses and power plants for the various bureaus a.re hereby reappro~riated 
ancl made available, under the Secretary of the Navy, for the consolidation 
herein provided for; and to further carry out the purposes of this provision 
there is hereby appropriated the sum of $300,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The readiog of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of 

the Committee oa Nava;l-4-ffairs wa.s, on page 37, line 17, to in
crease the total appropnatwn for public works from $6 565 571 to 
$7 ,6")2,071. , ' 

Mr. HALE. · The total should be· changed so as to read 
"$7, 56.000.71." . 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 37, line 21, after the word 

"construction," to insert" and furnishing; " so as to make the 
clause read: 

Buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: 'l'oward the construction ana 
furnishing of buildings, and for other necessary improvements, at the Naval 
.Academy, .Annapolis, Md., as authorized by the acts of Congress approved 
Jtme 7,1900, and March 3,1903, $3,000,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The next amendment waB, on page 38, after line 22, to insert: 
N3<nJ.l training ~'lotion, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab

lishment of a navn.l training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of 
latitude 43" 30', ·)00,000. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have just come into the Chamber. Do I 
understand that the Secretary is reading at the foot of page 38? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the foot of page 38. 
Mr. HALE. There is an amendment at the bottom of the page 

to which an amendment will be offered. I shall ask that the 
matter go over until to-mon·ow. 

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask what is the amendment to the 
amendment? 

Mr. HALE. I do not know. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am very much interested in it. There has 

been quite a desire on the part of many people in my State to 
have this naval training school or station located at Put in Bay, 
and I ee by the language of the amendment that the Secretary 
of the Navy would have no discretion. Is it intru ted to the s~c
retary of the Navy? Under this provision it could not be located 
there. 

!~r. HALE. It could not, undoubtedly. All of that will come 
up in the morning. however, and the Senator can offer any amend
ment he pleaBes. ·undoubtedly some Senator will move to stTike 
it out of the bill entirely. I do not wish to have it disposed of in 
this thin Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. The reason I break in now and want to have 
some understanding about it is that I am engaged in committee 
in the investi aation of the Smoot case and may not be here. We 
are very much occupied by that case. and I would be very glad to 
know what is the amendment to the amendment which will be 
offered? 

:!\1r. HOPKINS. Perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin can en
lighten both the Senator from Ohio and myself on that subject. 

Mr. QUARLES. I am entirely willing to disclose the amend
ment which I propose to offer to the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. I shall be glad to have it read. 
Under the circumstances I hope the Senator from Maine-

Mr. HOPKINS. Let it be printed in the RECORD. 
Mr. HALE. Yes; let it be read and printed. 
1\fr. FORAKER. Yes. 
Mr. QUARLES. I offer it as an amendment to the committee 

amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 

wishes to have read an amendment, which he will propose at the 
proper time. 

The SECRETARY. On page 39, in line 2, after the word "dol
lars," in committee amendments, it is proposed to insert the fol
lowing: 

The Pres!dent is hercb- n.uthorized and empowered to appoint a board 
consisting of not les than three members, non of whom shall be a resident 
of any State adjoining La~e Michigan, whose duty it shall be to select the 
most available site for such lun·al training school on the Great Lakes, and 
having elected uch site, to ascertain and report its p1·obable cost and the 
probable expenditure which will be necessary for improling the same, ~!!-
eluding lake-shore protectio!l and construction of necessary harbor facili
ties· and to make a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the 
Pr~ident, to b tr:msmitted by the President to Congress for its final action: 
and to defray the expenses of said board, the sum of S'),OOO, or so much thereof 
as may be necessary, to he immediately available, i hereby appropriated 
ou+ of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. HALE. That is offered as a substitute for the clause? 
Mr. QUARLES. It follows the clause; it comes at the end of 

the clause. 
Mr. FORAKER. It woulu be a substitute for what is in the 

bill? 
1\Ir. QUARLES. I do not so understand it. It is in addition to 

what is there. 
1\Ir. FORAKER. Ohl I noticed that it came in after the word 

" dollars," but I see that the word " dollars" ends the committee 
amEn<lment. 

Mr. QUARLE . It is in the second line on page 39. 
Mr. FORAKER. I will say right now that if it comes in there 

I can not be satisfied with it, because it requiJ:es the station to be 
located on the hore of Lake 1\Iichigan. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the act which this amendment was in
tended to carry out referred solely to Lake Michigan. If the Sena
tor wants one on Lake Erie, that is another thing. 

Mr. FORAKER. That may be; but we want this naval train
ing station located at Put in Bay, if we can secure it. 

1\Ir. SPOONER. This particular one? 
1\Ir. FORAKER. Yes; this particular one. It is the only one 

which we expect will be established in the near future, and we 
want it. At any rate, we do not want its location confined to 
Lake Michigan. I do not know whether or not we would have 
any chance to get it there, but we ought to have at least a chance 
to present that site, which is a very good one. The officials of 
the Navy Department told me it was the best one they had found 

anywhere, measured by the requirements of such a station, and 
certainly we ought not to be excluded from consideration. 

Mr. HALE. Senators will have an opportunity, as the matter 
is to go over, to offer in the morning amendments to suit their 
own localities. 

Mr. FORAKER. It seems to me it might very well be agreed 
that this board should have power within its discretion to locate 
the station anywhere on the lakes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
from Ohio to the fact that a board has been appointed and has 
investigated this matter and has made certain recommendations. 
Put in Bay, I understand, has received entire and adequate con
sideration, and there are objections to the location which will in
fluence the Senator himself, I think, when he comes to consider 
it. to abandon his idea. 

·1\fr. HALE. The amendment is going over. Nothing will be 
done to-night. I wish Senators would let me go on and finish the 
reading of the bill. 

1\fr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me a moment 
further-! tmderstand his impatience and I do not wish .to tax 
him unduly-because of what the Senator from Illinois says, it 
seems to me it is not asking any too much that we may be allowed 
to present the claims of Put in Bay. 

'l'he Senator from illinois says those claims have been presented 
and have been considered and have been rejected in comparison 
with others. All we ask is that we shall not be excluded. If a 
board are to be appointed, they ought to be free to con ider all 
locations that may be offered. It may ba that we may have no 
chance whatever. I know something about Put in Bay. I do 
not know anything about any of the others. It may be that the 
others are far preferable. 

1\Ir. HOPKINS. I see no reason fortheadoptionof the amend
ment proposed to be offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. In 
my judgment, it would be a very great mistake on the part of the 
Senate to adopt the amendment, as I shall endeavor to show if 
the Senators from Wisconsin persi t in their efforts to have it 
adopted as a part of the amendment that is now proposed by the 
Naval Committee. 

1\Ir. HALE. The Senator from Wisconsin does not propose the 
amendment. He simply asks that it be printed and go over until 
to-morrow. 

1\Ir. FORAKER. I know, but it will be printed as an amend~ 
ment which he proposes to offer to the bill at the proper time, and 
I am taking as much time about it as I do simply because I am 
afraid I can not be here when the amendment is presented for 
action. · 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to state to the Senator from 
Ohio that in Senate Document No. 45 he will find the full report 
of the naval board with a consideration of the claims of Put in 
Bay. I am in hearty accord with the amendment of the Senate 
Naval Committee and opposed to the amendment of the Senator 
from Wisconsin. 

If every Senator from a State bordering on the Great Lakes is 
coming herewith his claims, I shall have to be heard in behalf of 
the city of Erie; but I am willing to yield the claims of that lo
cality in view of the overwhelming verdict of the naval board 
appointed by the Secretary of the Navy, who gave this matter 
careful consideration, and whose findings, in Senate Document 
No. 45, ought to be acceptable to every Senator. 

l\fr. SPOONER. We ought to be permitted to support the 
amendment before it is antagonized by the committee, I think. 

1\fr. FORAKER. I wi h to say to the Senator from Pennsyl
vania, in answer to his remarks, that the reason why I insist upon 
.having the amendment so framed as to give us a chance to be 
beard i3 that if the amendment offered by the Senator from Wis~ 
con in should be adopted there is to be a new board appointed. 
That board is to take everything into con ideration and it ought 
to be allowed to act de novo. I will not delay longer, becau e I 
recognize the desire of the Senator from Maine to proceed with 
the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 
over for the pre ent. 

1\Ir. HALE. Let the reading of the bill be proceeded with. 
TheSecret~ryresumed the reading of the bill . The next amend~ 

ment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 39, line 11, 
to increase the total appropriation for public works, Bureau of 
Navigation from $4:1.125 to $~91,125. 

1\fr. HALE. That is the total. It ·will go 01er with the other 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over. 
The next amendment was, on page 39, after line 12 to insert: 
Naval ma~pzine, New Engln.nd: For the purcb.1.se of land for a. site for a 

naval magazmo on or near the New Engla.nd coast, north of Capo Cod, and 
toward the ·erection thPrPon of the nece&a.ry building£:, of inclosing said 
grounds, of grading nnd filling in, of building r oads and walks, of the im
provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and cranes, of rail· 

I 
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road tracks and rolling stock tor local service, of fire and water service, and 
of the equipment of the establishment, $70,000, or as much thereof as may be 
neces...<:ary; and the Secretary of the Navy may employ, and pay out of the 
appropriation hereby authonzed, such additional expert aids, surveyors, ar
chitects, superintendents of construction, or draftsmen as may be necessary 
for the preparation of the plans and specifications and prosecution of the 
work authorized, to an amount not to exceed $15,000: Provided, That the total 
cost of the establishment, complete in all respects, shall not exceed the sum 
of $500,000: And prmided ju1·ther, That should the Secretary of the Navy be 
unable to purchase the land for the site from the owners thereof at a fair 
and reasonable valuation~ he is hereby authorized and directed to institute 
proceedings for the conaemnation of such part or parts thereof as may be 
necessary: And pTOvided ju1·the:r, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby 
authorized and directed to discontinue the magazine now in the city of 
Chelsea not later than the time when the newmagazinefortheNewEngland 
coast is ready to be occupied. . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 42, line 8, to increase the 

total appropriation for public works, Bureau of Ordnance, from 
$.248,900 to 8318,900. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to page 45, line 2. 
Mr. HALE. On page 45, after line 2, I move to insert: 
Naval hospital, Canacao, Philippine Islands: Naval hospital at Canacao, 

Philippine Islands, to complete, $70,000. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was under the subhead "Supplies and 

accounts," page 45, line 22, after the word " dollars," to insert 
the following proviso: 

Provided, That pay department stores may be sold to civilian employees 
at naval stations beyond the continental limits of the United States and 
in Alaska, under such regulationsastheSecretaryof the Navy may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 51. 
Mr. HALE. I move, on page 51, after line 24, to insert: 
To place the frigate Constitution, as near as may be, in the same condition 

as re~ards hull and riggin~ as she was when in actual service, for use as 
practice, training, or receivmg ship, $400,(XX). 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued. The next amendment 

was under the subhead" Naval Academy," on page 58, line 2, 
after the word "Academy," to strike out the following: 

One professor as head of department of physics $3,000. 
One professor as head of department of modern ~n~uages, to be appointed 

with the rank and pay of a professor of mathematics of the rank of com
mander, and to be carried as an extra number in the list of professors of 
mathematics in the Navy. 

One professor of mathematies, one of chemistry, and one of English, at 
$2,500 each; four professors, namely, one of English\ one of French and Span
ISh). one of French, and one of drawing, at $2,200 eacn; one assistant professor 
of ;:;panish, at 51,800; ten instructors, at $1,500 each. 

And to insert: 
One professor as head of the department of J?hysics, $3,000. 
That the President be authorized, by and Wlth the advice and consent of 

the Senate, to appoint a professor of mathematics of the rank of commander, 
to rank after Aaron Nichols Skinner and to be an extra number in the list of 
professors of mathematics in the Navy. 

One professor of mathematics, one of chemistry, one of English, one of 
French, and one of Spanish, at $2,500 each. · 

Four professors, namely,one of English, one of French, one of drawing, 
and one of Spanish, at $2,000 each. 

Three instructors, at $2,(XX) each. 

l.Ir. GORMAN. I ask the Senator from Maine why this radi
. cal change is made in the organization of the academy? I ob
serve that it is a very radical change. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; but not so rapid as the increase down there, 
where we used to have 340 students, and in another year we shall 
have 900. It becomes essentially necessary. It is a very con
servative programme, and it is absolutely necessary by reason of 
the increase of the academy. 

Mr. GORMAN. There is an actual decrease, for instance; in 
the instructors. There is a reduction from ten to three. 

Mr. HALE. I haveanamendmentfromthe Department which 
cures that. 

Mr. GORMAN. Very well. 
Mr. HALE. I will send the amendment to the amendment to 

the desk. It is to come in after line 6 on page 59. · 
The SECRETARY. On page 59, after line 6, insert: 
Four instructors, at $1,800 oo.ch; ten instructors, at $1,500 each. 
The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 19, page 60. 
Mr. HALE. The total should be changed. On page 60, line 

18, after the word" all," I move to strike out" $78,922.52" and 
insert in lieu thereof '' $95,322.52.'' 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 62, in the 

items for the Naval Academy. 
Mr. HALE. I move to change the total. On page 62, line 22, 

I move to strike out" $311,708.46" and to insert in lieu thereof 
" 328,108.46." 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 24, to insert: 
That, subject to the restrictions imposed by existing law, boatswains, gun

net'S, and warrant machinists shall be eligible for appointment to the grade 
of ensign after two years' service as warrant officers, and boatswains gun
ners, carpent~rs, and sailmakers shall be eligible for appointment as' chief 
boatswains, chief gunners, chief carpenters, and chief sailmakers after six 
years from date of warrant. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead" Marine Corps," 

on page 63, line 22, after the word "orders," to strike out "in
cluding additional compensation for enlisted men of the Marine 
Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, $8,000, $1,373,628" and 
insert" including additional compensation for enlisted men of the 
Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun pointers, messmen, sig
nalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins or bars, $15,000; 
$1,380 ~628;" so as to make the clause read: 

Pay of noncommissioned ~fficers, musicians, and p~ivates, as prescribed by 
!aw, !-tnd the n~ber of enlisted m~n shall be exc~USive of those undergoing 
tmpnsonment With sentence of dishonorable discharge from the service 
at expiration of such confinement, and for the expenses of clerks of the 
United St~tes Mal'ill;e Corps traveli:r:e- ll!lder orders, including additional 
compensation for enlisted men of the .M.arme Corps regularly detailed as gun 
pointers, messmen, signalmen, or holding good-conduct meda-ls, pins, or bars, 
$15,000; $1,380,628. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 65, line 23, to increase the 

appropriation for the salary of one clerk in the assistant quarter
master's office, Philadelphia, P a., from $1,400 to $1,600. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The reading of the bill was continued to line 1, page 66, in the 

clause for "pay of civil force." 
:Mr. HALE. On page 66, line 1, Imovetostrikeout "$28,711.28" 

and insert in lieu thereof" $.28,911.28." It is an increase in the 
total made necessary by the last amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 71, after line 8, to insert: 
That officers of the Marine Corps with creditable records who served dur~ 

ing the civil war shall, when retired, be retired in like manner and under the 
same conditions as provided for officers of the Navy who served durincr the 
civil war. o 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead "Increase of the 

Navy," on page 73, line 13, after the word "each," to strike out 
"But the appropriations provided for said colliers shall not be 
used unless one of said colliers be built in a navy-yard of the 
United States" and insert "Said colliers shall be built in navv
yards, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast the 
same to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy;" so ~ to 
make the clause read: 

Two colliers, to be capable of accompan~g the battle fleet; to carry 5 000 
tons of cargo coal, loaded, and to have a trml speed of not less than 16 knhts 
to cost not exceeding $1,250,000 each. Said colliers shall be built in navy~ 
yar~, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast, the same to be 
designated by the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. HALE. Let that amendment go over until to-morrow at 
the request of other Senators. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be passed 
over. 

The reading of the bill was continued to page 75, line 15 . 
Mr. HALE. In line 1"5, on page 75, before the word" subma

rine," I move to insert "torpedo or." 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 75, line 15, before the word" sub

marine," it is proposed to insert "torpedo or; " so as to read: 
The Sec~·etary of the Navy, who may purchase or contract for subsurface 

or submarme torpedo boats m a manner that will best advance the interests 
of the United States in torpedo or submarine warfare. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was 

on page 75, line 16, after the word" further," to strike out: ' 
That before ~ny subsurface or submarine torpedo boat is purchased or 

.::ontrncted for 1t shall be accepted by the Navy Department as fulfilling all 
r easonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall have been fully 
tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

And insert: 
That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or boats are pur

chased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall have been fully tested 
to th~ satisfaction of the S':'~Cretary of the Navy and shall fulfill all reasonable 
reqrurements for submarme warfare: Provided also, That the boats con
tracted for under this act shall be constructed in accordance with the plans 
and specifications of the contractor. 

So as to make the proviso read: 
And pmvided further, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo 

boat or boats are purchased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall 
have been fully tested tQ the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy and 
shall fulfill all reasonaole requirements for Sllbmarine warfare: Provided 

- also, That the boats contracted for under this act shall be consb.'Ucted in ac
cordance with the plans and specifications of the contractor. To carry out 
the purpose aforesaid the sum of ~.000 is h~reby appropriat-ed out of any 
money m the Treasury not otherwiSe appropriated; and to make up S3.id ewn 
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of ~50,000 the snm of $500,000 can·ied, or such parts theTMf as may remain 
unexpended, and authorized in the na.va.l appropriation act approved March 
3, 1903, is hereby reapprop1-iated. 

Mr. HALE. In line 24., on page 75, after the word" for," at the 
end of the line, I move to amend the amendment by inserting the 
words" torpedo or;" so as to read, "for torpedo or submarine 
warfare." 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The Teading of the bill was concluded. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I shall ask that the bill be taken 

up to-morrow morning after the routine mort;ring business. I 
now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec
utive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempm·e. Will the Senator withhold 
that motion for a moment to enable the Chair to lay before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United States? 

:Mr. HALE! I withdraw the motion for that purpose. 

FORT HALL ll{DIAN RESERV A..TION. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol
lowing message from the President of the United States; wh:ch 
was read: 
To the Senate: 

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 1st instant (the 
House of Representatives concm·ring),I return herewith Senate bill No.2323, 
entitled "An act relating to ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation." 

THEODORE RoOSEVELT. 
WHITE HousE, March 2, 1904. 

Mr. DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resol't:ed by the Senate (the House of Rep1·esentatives cOttctt1"1·ing), That the 
action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and of the President 
pro tempore of ..the Senate in signing the enrolled bill (S. 2323) relating to 
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation be rescinded, and that in the 
reenrollment of the bill the word" thirty-five," in line 16of the enrolled bill, 
be stricken out and the word "thirty-four" be substituted therefor, so as to 
correctly describe the range, inaccm·ately stated in the bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

l.fr. HALE. I now renew my motion that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration 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 (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned tmtil to-morrow, Friday, 
March 4, 1904, at 12 o'clock m. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Executive nominations confi?-med by the Senate March 3, 1901,.. 
CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CAN A.L COMMISSION. 

Rear-Admh·al John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal 
Commission. 

:MEMBERS OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COIDITSSION. 

Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of 
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal 
CommiE"sion. 

William Barclay Parsons, of New York, to be a member of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission. 

William H. Burr, of New York, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Canal Commission. 

Benjamin M. Harrod, of Louisiana, to be a member of the Isth
mian Canal Commission. 

Carl Ewald Grunsky, of California, to be a member of the Isth-
mian Canal Commission. 

Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian 
Cannal Commission. 

INDIAN A.GEI\""TS. 

Lieut. Col. James F, Randlett, United States Army, retired, of 
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in 
Oklahoma.. 

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyoming, to be agent for the Indians of 
the Union Agency in the Indian Territory. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS~ 

Frank M. Foote, of Wyoming, to be receiver of public moneys 
at Evanston, Wyo. 

POSTMASTER, 

NEW YORK. 

Charles T. Jackson to be postmaster at Goshe~ in the county 
of Orange and State of New York. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 3, 1904. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. COUDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 

PIPE LINES THROUGH INDIAN LANDS. 

Mr. CURTIS submitted the following conference report and 
statement for printing in the RECORD under the rule: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on 
the amendments of .the House to ~he bill S. s:ll7, ··~ act.a.uthorizing the Sec
retary of the Inter10r to grant right of way for pipe lmes through Indian 
lands," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommend 
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
House numbered 2 and 3; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 1: That the Senate recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the House numbered 1, and agree to the same with an 
amendment, a.s follows: In line 8, after the word "located," insert: "and of 
all other allottees through whose lands said Ia teral pipe lines may pn.ss;" and 
the House agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 4: That the Senate recede from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the House numbered 4, and agroo t~ the S:-ame with an 
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendmen'; the following: 
"Provided further, That the Secretary of the Interior at the expirtttiol! of 
said twenty years, may extend the right to maintain any pipe line constructerl 
under this act for another period not to exceed twen~ years from the:- e:s.
piration of the first right, upon such terlllil and conditions as he ms.y deatl' 
proper;" and the House agree to the same. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
JNO. H. STEPHENS, 
W.E.BROWN, 

Managers on the pm·t of the House. 
W.r.r. M. STEW ART, 
O.H.PLATT, 

Managers on the pat·t of the Senate. 

Statement of the managers on the part of the House of the committee of con 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on certain amendment• 
of the House to the billS. 3317, being "An act authorizing the Secretary ol 
the Interior to grant right {)f way for pipe lines throug.h Indian lands." 
The House conferees submit the following written statement in explana-

tion of the accompanying conference report: 
The first amendment of the House provided that only the consent of th6 

allottee, on whose land oil and gas wells were located, should be obtained. 
The Senate receded from its disagreement to this amendment, with an 
amendment providing that the consent of all other allottees, through who~ 
lands said lateral pipe lines might pass from the location of the well to the 
main pipe line should also be obained. 

Amendment No. 2limited the period for which a. right of way might be 
granted to twenty years. The Senate receded from its d.isageement to this 
amendment with an amendment which authorizes the Secretary of the In
terior at the expiration of said twenty years to extend the right to maintain 
any pipe line constructed 'under this act for another period not to exceed 
twenty years from the expiration of the first right upon such terms and con
ditions as he may deem propel·. 

The managers on the part of the House recommend that the report be 
adopted. 

CHARLES CURTIS, 
W.E.BBOWN, 
JNO. H. STEPHENS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, the House resolved 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
(Mr. LA. WRE~CE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for the ex
penses of the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1905, and for other pm-poses. 

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following: 
For special services in connection with the d~tection of the adulteration of 

drugs and of foods, including candy and milk, $100. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, Iaskthe chah·man 
of the District Committee to state what special services are to be 
perf-ormed under this clause of the bill and by whom. 

:1\!Ir. McCLEARY of 11-finnesota. Mr. Chairman, these services 
are rendered by what might be called" detectives." In order to 
g13t specimens of the foods, candies, etc., that are actually being 
sold it is necessary to have persons make purchases without it 
being understood that they are doing so in the public interest. If 
the ordinary detectives were to undertake that work, they being 
known a.s detectives might not be able to ascertain the real facts, 
and the ends of justice might be defeated. Under this small ap
propriation private individuals make what purport to be ordinary 
purchases. This appropriation of $100 is to furnish the means to 
make the purchases and to pay the persons making them what
ever small fee may be necessary. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Hereafter the District of Columbia shall not be required in judicial pro

ceedings to pay fees to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of 
Columbia, and the said District of Columl:ria and its Commissioners shall be 
entitled to institute and prosecute judicial proceedings in said court without 
the payment of fees. 

1\fr. MIERS of Ind1.ana. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against this paragraph, as being new legislation and a change of 
existing law. 

I 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE: 2741 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota desire 

to be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, in one sense 

this is new legislation, but I hope the gentleman from Indiana 
will reserve his point of order instead of making it now, so that a 
few words of e~lanation may be made. 

.Mr. :MIERS of Indiana. I reserve it. 
:Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, undoubtedly 

this paragraph is subject to a point of order if the gentleman in
fiists upon it, but I trust he will not insist upon it, for this reason: 
The marshal of the District and the clerk of the court of appeals 
of the District are subject to this same kind of a provision, and 
this provision was always in the laws applying to the District un
til the recent Revised Code struck out that provision, which is 
simply another illustration of the number of things that the Code 
did which ought not to have been done. The gentleman whom 
this provision affects is allowed fees not to exceed $3,500, but the 
fees actually received in his office far exceed that sum. Of 
course, it is always easy for him to employ enough people to use 
up all the fees beyond the ~.500. It is felt by the Committee on 
Appropriations that the District of Columbia aught not to be re
qurred to pay these fees, because these fees are not at all neces
sary to make up the legitimate fees of the office, and the officer 
and necessary assistants would be well paid without them. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana insist on 
the point of order? 

:Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I do. 
The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph against which this point is 

raised proposes clearly to enact new legislation-a change of ex
isting law-and is subject to the inhibition of Rnle XXI. The 
Chajr sustains the point of order. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I ask unanimous consent to 
retm·n to the paragraph last read for the purpose of offering a 
committee amendment. · 

There was no objection; and the proposed amendment of Mr. 
McCLEARY of Minnesota was read, as follows: 

In lines 14 and 15, on p!l.ge 52, strike out the words "the act approved Janu-
ary 31. 1899," and insert in lien thereof the words "existing law." 

'Ihe amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
J ustices of the peac~: For ten justices of the peace, at $2,000 each, and the 

further sum of $'250 each for rent, stationery, and other expenses; in all, 
$2"2.500. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the chairman 
of the committee a question about these justices of the peace. 
Do they receive fees in addition to these salaries? 

1\Ir. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They do not, .Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. CLARK. What becomes of the fees that are charged? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are covered into the 

Treasury. 
Mr. PUJO. I shonld like to ask a question of the chairman of 

the committee. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana. 
Mr. PUJO. Are justices of the peace in the District of Colum

bia required to be lawyers? Are they qualified lawyers or not? 
Mr. McCLEARY of :Minnesota. The law requires that they 

shall have been admitted to the bar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Th"'TEREST Al<.TD STh"KING FlTh"'D. 

For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, $975,408. 
Mr. WEBB: 1\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. I rise for the purpose of answering the remarks made here 
some days ago in the debate on another section of this bill. 

Last Monday morning the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT] 
made the following statement, which I will read from the 
RECORD: 

Mr. ScoTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentucky to the last ques
tion which I asked him was a good illustration of what I think the lawyers 
call "confession by avoidance." 

Mr. GILBERT. That is a good plea. in any court. 
Mr. ScoTT. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however, and I have 

asked this time in order to give some information to gentlemen on the other 
side of the Honse who will no doubt be interested in it. 

And we were, Mr. Chairman, interested in what he was about 
to say. 

During the first Administration
Continued Mr. ScoTT-

of Mr. Cleveland a negro from Kansas was brought to Washington, taken to 
the White Honse, introduced to the President, and by him invited to remain 
and sit at the table at luncheon, an invitation which I need not say was 
promptly accepted. 

Mr. CoCHR.L.\'. Will the gentleman stare who it was that introduced the 
negro, and upon whose authority the gentleman is making this statement? 

Mr. ScoTT. I make the statement on my own authority. 
:Mr. CocHRA..'<. Were you present? 
Mr. ScoTT. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will corroborate 

me as to the fact. 
:M:r. CocHRAN. Who was this negro? 
Mr. ScoTT. It was C. H. J. Taylor, afterwards appointed register of deeds 

for this District by President Cle-veland. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

I wish to ca.ll the attention of the Honse one moment to the difference in 
the character of these two men. Concerning Booker Washington, the least 
that can be said of him is that he is a good man. But I think it might also be 
said that if he had a white skiJ?. it would be considered an honor by any gen
tleman to know him; that he IS a. gentleman and a scholar. So much of a. 
scholar that he has been given an honorary degree of master of arts by Har
vard University; so much of a. gentleman that he was invited by the presi
dent of Harvard University to sit at his table to lunch with Gen. Nelson A. 
Miles, who received the same honorary degree from the same university at 
the same time; so much of a gentleman that he has been entertained by 
Queen Victoria at Windsor Castle; so much of a scholar that a member of a 
college faculty of one of the southern colleges recently denominated him the 
foremost living American, for which utterance he was promptly called to tab 
by his associates; but, I am glad to say, that it was declared by the authori
ties of the college that they held free speech-

:nfr. GILRERT. Mr. Chab.·man, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SCOTT. I have only five minutes, and I decline to yield. I have alluded 

to the character of Booker Washington not because he needs any praise fi·om 
me, but because I want to call attention-

:Mr. MADDOX. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that the decla
ration 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 
suppose it would be considered quite a compliment to be named as second to 
Robert E. Lee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas has expired. 
Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the gentle

man be given five minntes more. 
The CHAIIUtAN. The gentleman from Louisiana ask'"S that the time of the 

gentleman from Kansas be extended five minutes. 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. Mr. Chairman, I would like to eay to the gentle
man, 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. 

1\Ir. 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 sentiment of their community. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 'l'he gentleman who uttered it afterwards ex
plained and said he did not mean it. rLaughter on the Republican side.] 

:Mr. ScoTT. That is a question for the gentleman and his friends on that 
sidb to decide between themselves. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. He said he did not mean to say that he was the 
greatest man the South ever produced except Lee, but the greatest negro. 

Mr. ScoTT. All that aside, it will be admitted by every Member on the floor 
of this Honse that if Booker Washington had a white skin, any one of us 
would receive !rim on terms of equality. 

Mr. CLAUDE KIT<J:HTI. Why does not the gentleman recei>e him., hanng a 
black skin? 

Mr. ScoTT. We do receive him in every proper way. 
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman mean to say that he re~ei>es 

him as his equal? 
Mr. SCOTT. Not as my social equal-
Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. The black skin is the cause of it, is it not? 
Mr. Sco'IT. The black skin, and the prejudice, and all that. I recognize 

that as fully as the gentleman does. I am not standing here, if the gentle
man will allow me-

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. We are ah'ke, then. The gentleman has the same 
prejudice that wtl have-on accollll-t of the skin. There is no difference be
tween us on that. 

Mr. ScoTT. I am not standing hereto make a plea for social equality. We 
all know that is impossible. I do not stand for that any more than Theodore 
Roosevelt did when he invited Booker T. Washington to his luncheon, and 
any more than President Eliot did when he invited Boo~r T. Washingi;on 
to his luncheon, any more than Grover Cleveland did when be invited C.!I. J. 
Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of 1\Ir. Washington, 
which everybody in the country recognizes, because I wanted to point a con
trast between the man whom the Republican President of the United States 
received at his table and the man whom the Democratic President of the 
United States received at his table. Who was C. H. J. Ta.ylor? He was a 
black negro, as black as yon ever saw. He had been a ward heeler, and 
nothing more, in the city of Kansas City, Kans. He had no great accomplish
ment to his credit; he had no education to spe..'l.k of; he had nothing to com
mend him to any man's consideration, particularly nothi!!g to commend him 
to the consideration of any Democrat, except the presnmption that he car
r ied some negro votes in his vest pocket and could deliver them to the Demo
cratic 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 Washington he could 
turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Republican party to the Democratic 
party-he was brought h~re to Wa.f!hington by some DeD?-ocratic leaders of 
Kansas, taken to the White House, mtroduced to the Prestdent, seated at his 
table, and afterwards paid the price by receiving the appointment of regis
ter of deeds of this District. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Does the gentleman approve of Grover Cleveland 
asking that negro to dine with him and dining with him? Does the gentle
man approve of that? 

1\lr. SCOTT. I do not approve of it, because I know the character of the 
man. I would not invite him to my house if he were a white man. 

Mr. CLA.UDE KITcHIN. Because he is a Democratic negro-is not that it? 
Mr. ScoTT. That is not the resson. It is because the man is utteriy with

out character, without educa"tion, without culture, Ol' anything to commend 
him to the consideration of a gentleman. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Whointroduced thatnegrotothePresident? The 
gentleman said his colleague was present when it was done. 

Mr. ScoTT. I did not say that. I simply said my colleague was cognizant 
of the fact. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Did not a Republican from Kansas introduce him 
to the President? 

Mr. ScoTT. Oh, no; by no means. I have already said he was introduced 
by a Democrat. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have alluded to this matter, not to apologize for 
President Roosevelt, who needs no apalogist, but merely to call attention to 
the glaring inconsistency which goes into hysterics ove1· a courtesy paid to 
a man of admitted high character and who has done and is doing a splendid 
and noble work, while utterly ignoring a similar attention paid to a man 
without standing, or character, or accomplishment. and whose only claim to 
considerr.tion was the presumption that he could swing a ce:ttain number of 
votes. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

At three separate and distinct places in this RECORD, Mr. Chair
man, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT] says that Mr. 
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Cleveland during his first term invited this negro, whom he calls that until this letter was read I have never heard the fact or the 
a very black negro, to dine with him, and states emphatically that allegation to which I aUuded denied. 
the negro did so. Mr. THAYER. Did you ever hear it made publicly before? 

It often happens, Mr. Chairman, that a man in trouble hopes Mr. SCOTT. I am just going to state what I have heard. 
to get out by trying to pull others in, and that seems to have Mr. THAYER. There was no occasion to deny it, when it had 
been the predicament of the gentleman from Kansas when he de- never been made. 
liberately stated to this House "on his own authority," on his Mr. SCOTT. I remember distinctly that when Mr. Taylor came 
own responsibility, that Mr. Cleveland had invited a negro by the back from Washington, preceded by the announcement that he 
name of C. H. J. Taylor to dine with him, and that the negro ac- had been appointed to the office of recorder of deeds in the Dis
cepted the invitation and did dine with him. trict of Columbia by President Cleveland, his friends met him at 

As soon as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reached me on the next the Union Depot, Kansas City, with a carriage to which were 
morning after this debate, containing the gentleman's assertions, attached four white horses. A committee was with the carriage, 
I wrote to Mr. Cleveland and asked him if it were true that he had and be was escorted to a public hall, where a reception was ten
thus dined Taylor, and told him if it were not true I wanted to dered him, and according to the newspaper reports of the event, 
deny it on the floor of this House. I cut out the part of the REa- be there boasted tbat-
ORD in which Mr. ScoTT'S statement appeared and sent it to the Mr. COCHRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
distinguished ex-President. This morning I received from him Mr. SCOTT. Let me finish this sentence. 
the following letter, written and signed in his own hand: The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

PnrncETo~, March£, 190~,. Mr. SCOTT. At the reception he boasted, as reported in the 
Hon. E. Y. WE"BB, House of Rep1·esentatives. . papers, that, notwithstanding the professions of good will to the 

DEAR Srn: It is a matter of small concern to me that a Mr. ScoTT has seen negro always heretofore made by the Republicans, it remained 
fit to u e my name in. a display of his evil propensities on the floor of_,the for a Democratic President to entertain at his table in the White 
House of Representatives. House for the first time a negro. That matter was published 

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.] verybroadlyand sogenerallytbroughouttbeStateof Kansas that 
In answer to your inquiry, however, I have to say of hi~ statement that it was impressed upon my memory, and I never, as I have said, 

the colored man, C. H. J. Taylor, took lunch with me at the White House heard it denied before. 
that it is a deliberate fabrication out of the whole cloth. Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What evidence have you that he ever 

[Applaus~ on the Democratic side.] made that boast? 
As far as Mr. Taylor is concerned, I understand, prior to his appointment Mr. SCOTT. No evidence but newspaper reports. 

as register of deeds at Washington, that he had served as an assistant in the Mr. THAYER. Have you got any clippings of newspapers? 
office of the city attorney at Kansas City. Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. COWHERD. Kansas City, Kans. The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen desiring to interrupt must ad-
Mr. WEBB. Yes, not Missouri. [Reading:] dress the Chair. 
His nomination a.s register was confirmed by the Henate, and he served in Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairinan-- -

that place with intelligence and efficiency. He has since died. Some people The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
restrain themselves from abusing the dead. from Vir!rin.ia? 

My inquiries concerning Mr. 'l'aylor before his appointment, my observa- 11f SC00TT I . ld t th tl f . v· ' . . tion of him during his incumbency, and the little I have known of him since .11 r. · y1e . 0 e gen eman 10m . ug1ma. 
satisfy me that his character is very unjustly attacked in the diatribe of .Mr. Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to get 
ScoTr. h . d . t Mr T 1 b ,. .. _ s h" h h d bl t asinglepapercontainingtbatandproduceithere? I suppose they One c arge IS ma e agruns . ay or y llll-. COTT w 1c e ou 1y , k fil f tb · K h tb t t t t b clinches with truth when he declares, "He wa.s a black negro." I am led, .eep es o e papers m ansas, w ere a s a emen was pu -
howe>er, to doubt his familiarity with his subject when he adds," as black lished, and the gentleman can get a copy of such paper and pre-
as you ever saw." sent it to the House. 

Yours, very truly, GRovER CLEVELAND. Mr. SCOTT. Well, that is amatteroftwentyyears ago. I do 
This is Mr. Cleveland's statement, and I presume it will be ac- not know whether I could obtain one or not, but I am going there 

cepted as conclusive by the gentleman from Kansas and by every shortly and I shall certainly investigate the matter. 
American citizen. (Applause on the Democratic side.] Mr. MADDOX. Eighteen hundred and eighty-two. 

Mr. Chairman, it does seem that the statement of the gentle- Mr. SWANSON. If a newspaper statement exists, and if the 
man from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT] is a fabrication, not only so far as gentleman wants to be fair and just and accurate, be bas every 
the dining is conce1·ned, but even as to the color of the negro him- opportunity to examine the records, and if it is true as asserted, 
self. I 1mderstand from the gentleman from Missouri that he I would like him to bring to this House one paper from Kansas 
was a ginger-cake negro, and that the "black as you ever saw" that made that statement. 
statement is a fabrication out of the whole cloth also, as the dis- Mr. SCOTT. I have not had any opportunity thus far. The 
tinguished ex-President writes. - gentleman from Virginia will admit that I have had no oppor-

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that a falsehood travels around the tunity in the last two minutes to search the records. I am simply 
earth while truth is pulling on its boots. If that is true, I wish giving my recollection about this matter. I have made what I 
the truth stated in the letter of Mr. Cleveland be put in the same consider an ample apology to Mr. Cleveland for any misrepre
channels, as far as possihle, that the falsehood has traveled, in sentation I may have inadvertently made. And I have done this 
order that it may possibly overtake that falsehood in the minds because I want this House to understand that it is never my 
of some men and eradicate and destroy it. intention to make a statement here that I do not believe to be the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. truth. 
Mr. WEBB. I ask for two minutes more, Mr. Chairman. Mr. HARDWICK. Will the gentleman permit me to intern1pt 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to him? 

continue his remarks for two minutes. Is there objection? The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman 
There was no objection. . from Georgia? 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Cleveland was a friend of the Mr. SCOTT. I do. 

negro, but not a'' fool friend,'' and that term has a well-defined Mr. HARDWICK. I want to say that I do not believe the gen-
meaning among people who understand the negro race. [Ap- tleman from Kansas wouJd willfully misrepresent anything. 
plause on the Democratic side.] Never by a word or act, so far Mr. SCOTT. That is kind of you. 
as I know, did he encourage the dream of social equality in the Mr. HARDWICK. But does not the gentleman agree that it 
breast of the black man. [Applause on the Democratic side.] would be improper and a lack of dignity for the President of the 
He was a friend of the colored race in America, but be was a United States or an ex-President torushintoprintand deny every 
friend of the Southern white man as well. He always sympa- newspaper statement that might be put out, and does be not ad
thized with the Southern white man in his race troubles, his race mit in reference to this be had not even made up a prima facie 
problems, and his ra-ce burdens; and that, sir, I regret to say, is case? 
more than Mr. Roosevelt seems ever to have done. I am obliged :Mr. SCOTT. Why, I was not criticising the former President 
to the committee for this opportunity of correcting the falsehood. of the United States for having heretofore made no denial. I was 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] giving him full credit for the denial be now makes. But I wish 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, there never sat in the White to say at the same time that the friends of Mr. Cleveland .,bould 
House a man whose word, speaking about anything of which be be very much gratified over this incident, because it has been the 
professed to have personal knowledge, I would not at once accept. occasion of bringing to that gentleman for the first time in four 
I therefore accept the statement made by ex-President Cleveland years some applause from the Democratic side of this Chamber. 
that I was in error when I stated here on the floor the other day [Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 
that he had entertained at luncheon in the White House a neg1·o Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this whole in· 
from Kansas; and I tender my apology to the ex-President of the cident is a telling blow at the abstract theory of the general equal
United States. ity of the featherless biped. It discovers or uncovers the under-

I feel as if it were due myself, however, to say to this House lying hypocrisy of the contention that all men ought to be polit-



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 2743 
ically or socially eqnal, regardless of their color, race, traits, and 
t endencies. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In one moment I will. The 

· other day some gentlemen upon this side charged home as a dis
grace, mark you, that a President of the United States had lunched 
with a negro, and there came from the other side of the House a 
charge against an ex-President as a disgrace that he had none ex
actlythe same thing, showing that in every man's real heart the 
contention is deep seated that race traits and tendencies are 
equally as ineradicable as the colored man's skin and the kink of 
his hair. [Applause.] I yield to the gentleman now. 

Mr. SCOTT. The question I desired to ask was whether the 
gentleman will not state who had been asserting social equality 
or making a fight along that line? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of M'ssissippi. Why, Mr. Chairman, I have 
understood the political theory of your household of political faith 
for the last twenty years as asserting against the white people 
South, at any rate, the doctrine that men, regardless of color, race, 
traits, tendencies. chara~teristics, capabilities, or what not, ought 
to be strictly equal politically; and everybody with common sense 
knows that, political equality having once perfect recognition and 
practice, socfal equality must in a measure follow. But that is 
not all; the hea-d of your party set an example of social equality 
in the only manner in which it can be set by inviting a black man 

• to a table. Now, understand me
Mr. SCOTT. One more question. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Missis ippi. One moment until I finish that 

for fear somebody may misunderstand me. Mr. Roosevelt as an 
individual bas the right or the liberty, at any rate, that any other 
citizen of America has, to eat with whomsoever he pleases-black, 
red. yellow, white, or what not;· educated, ignorant, or what not. 
I have nothing to do with it. Nobody else has anything to do 
with it. But when yon make it an official question, when your 
President does that as President of the United States which he 
might without right of complaint have done as an individual, it 
was done for one purpose. and for one purpose only, and that was 
to ' carry the light of example" to "the benighted South," that 
does not belieYe in social equality between the negro and the 
white man. 

If it was not done for that, then it was done for no purpose at 
all. It was, in that event, an unconscious exhibition of the mag-

. nificent arrogance that teaches men, now and then, the "duty 
and the mission " to shed " the light of example " upon "the be
nighted" white population of the South, that never, in their 
opinion, mounted to the highest rank of civilization and seized 
hold, in its full mea nre, of the everlasting truth of the " "equality 
between featherless bipeds., 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield 

to the gentleman from Kansas? 
lfr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to inquire whether the gentleman 
holds as his social equal everybody in this country who is his 
political equal, reverting to the statement made a while ago? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Certainly not; but I can tell 
the gentleman this, that when I invite a man to my table I mean 
by that that he is my social equal or he would never be there. 

Mr. SCOTT. That is a very cunning evasion of the question, 
Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. No; I do not evade the ques
tion at all. I beg your pardon, I replied to it that socially I did 
not think that every man who is my political equal or armed 
with the statutory privilege of casting a vote was socially my 
equal; but let me follow that for just one moment. Now, this is 
a matter of common sense. When men go around as candidates 
for office, cultivating votes, thereby they necessarily put them
selves upon a plane of equality while they are cultivating the 
~otes. Now, it is true, and perfectly true, that while I might in
vite the gentleman from Kansas to my table because he is socially 
my equal in every respect, there might be another man politically 
the statutory equal of both of us whom I would not invite. When 
negroes rule politically, or hold the balance of power politically, 
this follows. as we found in carpetbag days, that the white man 
who eats with negroes, sleeps with negroes, or marries a negro 
woman gets all the negro votes; the man who does neither gets 
none, if the other sort of man is a candidate. 

But the question of the gentleman from Kansas is an evasion of 
the qnestion that we are discussing, because this is not a question 
where because of political equality I have assumed that the Pres
ident of the United States had recognized social equality. It is a 
case where all the world knows he recognized and emphasized 
social equality in and of itself. Nor am I quarreling with him as 
Mr. Roosevelt, as an individual, nor have I qu-arreled with him at 
all. He has a perfect right to invite to his private table whom he 
chooses, but as far as I know he waited until he was President of 

the United States, so that the act could bear an official stamp be
fore he ever did it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
hasexpired. · 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word, in order that I may answer the questions 
of the gentleman from Kansas. 

1\fr. SCOTT. I understood the gentleman from Mississippi to 
say that when we insist upon the political equality of certain per
sons the necessary corollary of that is social equality, and when I 
asked him if he regarded as his social equal everybody whom he 
admitted to be his political equal, he answered that he did not. 
I would like to have him reconcile those statements, which seem 
contradictory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. They do not seem contradict
ory to me, and I have done my best to reconcile them as far as I 
could. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a que tion. Why was 
!t, if the gentleman believes in the "featherless-biped-equality" 
theory-I do not know whether he does or not-but if he does be
lieve in it. why was it that he charged ex-President Cleveland, as 
a fault, with the fact that he was supposed to have lunched with 
a colored man? 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I did not charge the allegation 
which I made to Mr. Cleveland as a fault. I pointed to it simply 
as an illustration of the inconsistency, as it seemed to me, of the 
Democratic party, which was going into hysterics because one 
man invited a certain individual of the colored race to his table 
while making no criticism of another man who had done the same 
thing. I made no imputation of fault against ex-President Cleve-
land. · 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right; I am glad to hear 
that, because I thought the gentleman had a sharp stick and was 
after my very dear and much-adored old fri~nd Grover Cleve
land. [Laughter.] It looked to me so at that time. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is rather amusing than se
rious, in some respects. It has disclosed what I wanted to call 
attention to, and that is that under this entire featherless-biped
equality theory there is very much hypocrisy: and one of the 
curious things about it is this: Yon go up to the White House, 
or go to a Department here, and ask them please not to appoint 
a man as postmaster down South because he is a "colored man." 
and they will ''swell up" and tell you that they can not make 
a discrimination ''on account of race, color. or previous condition 
of servitude!" And yet the present incumbent of the White 
House would not appoint a Chinaman as postmaster upon the 
Pacific slope if that Chinaman were as able and w~ll capable of 
attending to the duties of the office as Li Hung Chang himself; 
and there are hundreds of them- natural-born citizens of the 
United States. And why? Simply because he was a Chinaman. 
Simply because the white people of the Pacific lope do riot want 
a Chinaman to be postmaster on the Pacific slope; because the 
appointment would be offensive to the white people. He might 
be a Chinaman infinitely better equipped and smarter than I am; 
he might be infinitely better equipped and smarter than the 
occupant of the chair, and a smarter man than the President 
himself; and yet he would not appoint him; he never would think 
of doing it. 

When New England was settled long years ago, no New Eng
lander ever recognized the political or social equality of the Indian 
race, although the red man is very far superior to the black man 
in some respects. · 

Now, this is not a question of instinct or prejudice. It is not a 
question of instinct, because little children do not realize it. It 
is not a question of prejudice, because, until yon have thrown two 
races, thew hi te race and another race, in to juxta po i tion with one 
another in sufficient quantities of each race, the feeling is not 
evident. But wherever you throw the white race in juxtaposi
tion with the Chinaman, with the red man. with the black man 
in sufficient numbers, so that he has occasion to inve tigate the 
race question at all, thei;l this feeling arises. How, then. does it 
come about if it is neither a prejudice-that is, a prejudgment
nor an instinct born in you? It comes about a reason. or a con
clusion after experience. It comes about because race traits and 
contingencies, moral a-ptitude. merit, and demerit are found by 
historic experience and legislative experiment to be just as in
eradicable as the color of the skin. God made both, and you can 
not do away with either by legislation. [Applause on the Dem
ocratic side.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
E:\IERGENCY FUND. 

To be expended only .in case of emergency, such as riot, pestilence, pnblic 
insanitary conditions. calam1ty by flood or fire, and of like character, and in 
all cases of emergency notothel'WlSesufficiently providPd for, ,000: Provided, 
That in the purchase of all articles provided for in this act no more than the 
market price shall be paid for any such articles, and all bids for any of SllCh 
articles above the market price shall be rejected. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

•, 
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word. One would assume from the lengthy discourse of the gen
tleman from Kansas [Mr. ScoTT] that there was no controversy 
among Republicans at all as to the propriety of intercourse in 
social life on terms of equality between the black man and the 
white man. 

1tir. 1\IcCLEAR Y of Minnesota rose. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Oh, I expect a point of order will be made 

now. This is about the time to expect it. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point 

of order. This discussion is not germane to the bill. It would 
seem that this matter has been discussed enough this morning. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I ask unanimous consent that I may be per-
mitted to proceed for five minutes. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I object. 
Mr. DALZELL. I call for the regular order. 
The CHAIRMAN. It must be clearly understood by Members 

that after the reading of the bill by paragraph begins all debate 
must be pertinent to the preceding paragraph. 

Mr. COCHRAN. But how can the gentleman arrive at the con
clusion that my remarks would not be pertinent. I have not 
sbted what I was going to speak about. 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman states that he proposes 
to confine his remarks to the subject embraced by the paragraph, 
he may proceed. 

Mr. COCHRAN. I will state, Mr. Chairman, that I fully be
lieved when I took the floor that a point of order would be made. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CHARITIES .AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, $840; 
messenger, $600; four inspectors, at $720 each; traveling expenses, 54w, four 
drivers, at $600 each; in all, $11,120. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would inquire of the chair
man of the committee in charge of the bill if this is an increase 
over the amount appropriated a year ago? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, there· has been 
so much confusion that I do not understand to what paragraph 
the gentleman refers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the pending para
graph is the paragraph on page 54, beginning with line 15 and end-
ing with line 21. . 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will state that in the para
graph referred to there is one additional inspector provided for 
at $720 a year. ' 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, we might have anticipated 
that something additional was provided for. 

Now, will the gentleman tell me why this additional inspector 
is needed? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman has asked a 
question that has real point to it, and I am glad to answer it. 

These inspectors are for this pm·pose: This capital city becomes 
the rendezvous of many :people from the several Stat.es who are in 
trouble. Sometimes they come here hoping that their Congress
man will be able to help them. Some of them fall sick. Some, 
brooding over their troubles, become insane. And so they get into 
the hospitals or into the almshouses or into the insane asylums. 
Their support is, of cour e, not a proper charge on this District. 
We have for several years been endeavoring to limit these im
proper charges upon this District. In order to do it we need 
some competent and trustworthy men to go around and make the 
necessary investigations. 

Again, a great many people, bona fide residents ofth~. city, apply 
for help from the public funds who ought not to have 1t. It may 
be a harm to them to receive it. It may not be a proper charge 
upon the District. When help is applied for from public funds, 
it should not be given out without investigation. Hence it is 
found necessary to have inspectors to do this work. In order to 
give full investigation along this line an additional inspector is 
1·equired. Hence the increase inquired about. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Germane to this discussion is the question as 
to the manner in which these places are continually made more 
numerous and more lucrative. Is it true that the Government of 
the United States in its several Departments and in the District 
government is conducted upon business principles? Go to one of 
these Departments and ask the Secretary or the under Secretary 
why it is that so numerous a clerical force is there employed, and 
not one will fail to tell you, if he makes answer at all, " We would 
like to get rid of many of these people, who are _notoriously in
competent. We would like to weed out this force and make it 
more effective for the public service; but we are powerless to do it. 
If we should omit one of these men from the pay roll, down would 
come a Congressman or a Senator from the State from which the 
man came, and he would demand his immediate reinstatement, 
and down would come an order from above to reinstate him.'' 

It is notorious that when we make appropriations for the main
tenance of the different Departments and of the District of Co
lumbia we know we are providing salaries for sinecures, the 
henchmen and dependents of great statesmen, who 1·egard the 
securement of employment for these dependents as getting some
thing for their districts. 

There is not a Department in this Government where the offi
cials in charge would not gladly weed out the undesirable and 
superfluous employees but for the fact that Congressmen and 
Senators are continually place hunting, and then we are com
pelled to raid the Treasury to pay the salaries of these favorites. 

I believe this vice prevails in the District of Columbia to a 
larger extent than anywhere else. I acquit the gentleman in 
charge of this bill from responsibility. The wretched system is 
chargeable not upon the individual but upon the pernicious sys
tem followed by the Government!s representatives collectively. 
The people's representatives should not insist upon padding the 
pay rolls, for by so doing they do not sr;end public money to the 
end that the public service may be made better but with the cer
tainty that it will be made infinitely worse. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

The Clerk read as follows: 
CHARITIES .AND CORRECTIONS. 

Board of charities: For secretary, $3,000; clerk, $1,000; stenographer, $840; 
m~ssenger, $600; four _inspectors, at $720 each; traveling expenses, S-!00; four 
drrv.ers, at $600 each; mall, $11,120. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last · 
word. 

I want to say here something that I have long wanted to say in 
regard to the charitable appropriations carried in the District of 
Columbia appropriation bill. -

I took occasion once several years ago to make a suggestion 
along this line. I did not think then that anything would come 
of it. I have a little more hope now, because the board of chari
ties and corrections, as I find by a report submitted this year, have 
taken the same position. 

We appropriate in this bill nearly $1,000,000 for different chari
table associations in the District of Columbia. I am afraid to 
say just what per cent, but a very large per cent of that appro
priation, in my opinion, is not for the indigent poor, but for the 
energetic office seeker. 

I am not criticising the Committee on Appropriations nor the 
subcommittee in charge of this bill. I know too well how diffi
cult it is to get any kind of reform in measures of this character, 
where· a thing has gone on for years, and especially where it 
comes before a body like this not elected by the particular people 
whose money is spent, and in the community that spends it1.. and 
not responsible to the public opinion of the community wnere 
these institutions are located; but, Mr. Chairman, there is pro
vided for in this bill charity after charity for which we appTopri
ate from one thousand to fifty thousand dollars. Now, these 
appropriations have arisen in this way: Some good people-and 
they are always good people who originate these charitable insti
tutions-the good ladies of some church, for example, get to
gether and say, "Here is a particular work that needs to be 
done.'' 

They raise a few thousand dolla1~s in the church or among their 
friends for the purpose of charity, and they start the work, and 
that work grows, as charitable work always does, and they say, 
"It has got to be a burden, and we will go and get help from Con
gress." The very moment Congress begins to appropriate that 
moment individual effort cea-ses, or at least grows less, and year 
after year private contributions fall off and the public appropria
tions grow, until in a few years you have an institution owned by 
private parties, managed by private parties, the Government hav
ing no control over it, and yet the Government of the United 
States and the District of Columbia appropriating practically the 
entire sum that is spent for it. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, in this bill we have institutions here-I 
notice one for which we appropriate here $9,000. The total sum 
raised outside is $1,000, and with a total fund of $10,000, 84,000 
of it is spent for salaries. We call that a charitable appropri
ation. We have here institution after institution for which we 
make appropriations of $3,000 or S4,000, and the good people be
hind it, the trustees who al'e managing it, l'aise $1,000 or $2,000 
more; and in nearly every instance from 20 to 50 per cent of it 
goes for salaries. 

Now, as I s~y, the great difficulty in charitable work is the con
tinued desire on thepart of theindividual to start anew charity
a good purpose behind it always, started from the best impulses; 
but the result is the duplication and reduplication of this char
itable society and that charitable institution and the continued 
increase of the proportionate part of your charitable money going 
to pay the salaries of matrons and clerks of each one of these 
institutions. 
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Why, one of the Commissioners here, in the hearings before 

this committee, has suggested in regard to these appropriations: 
If we were to undertake to change that, so as to give the Commissioners the 

control of this public money, we would arouse the greatest opposition. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, if this sentence only could be heard. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has just expired. 
1\Ir. COWHERD. I ask unanimous consent to have five minutes 

more. 
:Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I hope that will be gi'anted. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani

mous consent that his time- may be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. COWHERD. If the House will listen to this sentence, I 
will be content to talk to the RECORD for the rest. Here is what 
the Commissioner himself said in relation to the proposition as to 
whether we could do away with this distribution of this fund to 
all these different charities in small amounts. The Commissioner 
says: 

If we did it, we would arouse the greatest opposition, for the reason that 
s~ch action would legislate out of office se\eral secretaries and disbursing 
clerks in these various institutions, all of whom are deriving salaries out of 
the public money. 

Mr. Chairman, it is bad enough to provide for clerks unneeded 
in any of the Departments of the Government and take the peo
ple's money to pay for it; but it is doubly and damnably bad that 
we do it under the guise of a charitable appropriation. [General 
applause.] I had no idea of proposing any suggestion to this 
House other than is carried in the suggestion of the board of 
charities. And while approving their conclusions I want to criti
cise those two bodies before I pass from it. 

1\fy friend from 1\Iissomi has just offered some criticism of this 
Board of Charities and Children's Guardians. Now, I find here 
we are carrying for administration purposes of these two boards 
practically over $20,000 and approaching nearly 25,000 in this 
bill. These boards are made up from the best people of the Dis
trict of. Columbia-give their work without pay; but I have 
always found it to be true when you have a "high-toned" board 
that works without pay that they usually require a double amount 
of clerical work with pay in order to carry on the business. It 
looks to me as though these boards were following the well-estab
lished custom in that particular. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call especial attention to a few 
of these items of appropliation--

1\fr. HEMENWAY. If the gentleman will permit me to inter
rupt him, I think he is right; but let me suggest to the gentleman 
that the Committee on the District of Columbia, on which he has 
the honor to serve, created these" high-toned" boards he speaks 
of, and that the Committee on Appropriations had nothing to do 
with the creation of these boards. 

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman is entirely right. They were 
created there; and I shall not attempt to shield the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. That committee may be in part re
sponsible for the condition of which I complain. As I have 
already said, I am not cliticising the Committee on Appropria
tions, though they are even more responsible for the continuation 
of those conditions. I remember when the bill was before the 
Committee on the Distlict of Columbia for the creation of this 
Board of Children's Guardians. 

I remember that it was distinctly stated at the time, because 
we made some inquiry, not fully understanding the work, that 
this was to be a board of charitable ladies and gentlemen of the 
District of Columbia who were asking only the power of visiting 
the institutions that have intrusted to them these indigent and 
delinquent children, with the power to examine into them and 
see that the children were properly treated, and, as I remember, 
we provided in that bill for a salary list of only twenty-four 
hundred dollars. Am I not right? 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I think the gentleman is right, and the 
gentleman is right in the other statement, that every time you 
create a board of that kind it means that clerical help is to be 
supplied to a greater extent than if you appointed one man to 
take charge of this, as you could have done in yom· bill. 

1\Ir. COWHERD. But, Mr. Chairman, that board has not the 
right to create a single solitary office. The gentleman was rigl!J.t 
when he said it was the business of the District Committee to 
cre'!l.te officers, and that committee limited the expense to $2,400, 
hut the committee of which the distinguished gentleman from 
Indiana is the chairman has brought in a bill carrying $10,000 in 
salaries. 

~fr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am sure the gentleman de
sh·es to be right. 

MJ.·. COWHERD. Certainly. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This $2,400 is for agentsonly, 

and that is precisely the sum canied in the bill now for that pur
pose, 

Mr. COWHERD. Here is for administration--
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. You can not administeT with 

agents alone. The gentleman knows that. 
Mr. COWHERD. My understanding when that board was 

created was that the only salalied officials were to be the two 
agents. 

Mr. HE?\-IENWAY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per· 
mit me? Does the gentleman suggest that the business of this 
board ·can be carried on without any officers except merely the 
two agents? 

1\fr. COWHERD. Mr. Chah·man, I will answer that I do not 
know, but I believe it can be earned on for much less than $10,000. 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a statement? 
In the State of Minnesota we have for years had a board of cor
rections and charities. It has charge of all the jails, all the char
itable institutions, and all the paupers and pauperism in the State, 
and the business has been effectively and diligently conducted by 
one general agent and two clerks and two traveling as istants for 
the entire State, and the entire expense of that i $6,500. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. We havea-similarboardinlndiana. But 
when the gentleman speaks about his State and my State and the 
other States, we all know that the business here can not be con· 
ducted for the same amount of money as there. Gentlemen can 
not live here as cheaply as they can in Minneapolis. A man goes 
to one of the hotels and he pays three times as much for the same 
quarters he could get in one of the hotels in the different States. 

Mr. MADDOX. They would not charge that much to an agent; 
that is only to you and myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missomi yield 
fm-ther? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to yield
ing to any gentleman if I may be allowed as much time as has 
been consumed for the conclusion of my remarks. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not agree with the gentleman from 
Indiana that we must pay somebody in the District of Columbia 
for this class of work more than we pay them in the States. I 
think if this matter were carefully looked into, it can be done as 
economically in the District as elsewhere. I was not criticising 
ths committee so much, although I confess it seems to me they 
are subject to some criticism in not cutting down the salary lists 
of these charitable associations, but the point I am criticising is 
the entire system of the Government of the United States going 
into partnership with all these private charities in the Distlict of 
Columbia, not only to th9 g1·eat detriment of the Treasm'Y of the 
United States and of the District, but to the absolute detriment 
of the administration of the charitable fund itself. 

The moment you start in to assist some children's home or 
some foundling hospital or something else carried on by private 
means, th.at moment you take away all the incentive on the part 
of private individuals to carry on the charitable work and you 
throw the whole thing on the Treasury of the United States. 
The Government ought to provide its asylum as the States do. 
This District ought to have its own alm house as other cities do, 
and ought to have its own hospitals--

Mr. LIND. There is an appropriation--
Mr. COWHERD. I know there is. As I was saying, as the 

cities and States have such eleemosynary institutions, so should 
the District have them, and then it might help some one individual 
0harity that takes care of emergency cases, of the stranger that 
is thrown on the street, or the poor man out of employment. 
who must be carried through a few cold days of winter or of 
sudden sickness in the family, and such emergency case . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fro:!Il Missouri 
has expired. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, the most of my tirr!.C was 
taken up by other gentlemen. and I am going to a k the House to 
indulge me once more with five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1\Iissomi asks unani
mous consent that he may proceed for five minutes. Is there ob· 
jection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COWHERD. But, as I was saying, aside from the appro~ 

priations of that kind, the Government of the United States ought 
to keep its hands off the private charities, and when the good 
people get up a "day nursery" or a "children's home" or an 
''old people's home," let the good people support it , and you will 
find that the charitable people of this community will do iike the 
charitable people of your community and of mine-they will take 
care of the institutions of that kind without Government aid, and 
take care of them better than you will with Government aid and 
without Government control. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have appropriated here within the last 
three years $750,000 to aid private cha1ities in building hospitals 
and additions to them. I say "private" because the grounds are 
not owned by the Government. The buildings that we build are 
not owned by us. We absolutely can not dictate the admission 
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of patients to these hospitals nor how they shall be treated after 
they get in there. We have, of course, the right to examine them 
by the District Commis ioners, and some they have examined and 
reported adversely upon But we have not the right to go in and 
control and regulate the management of some of these great hos
pitals for which we appropriate 50,000 per year. 

Now, let me call your attention to the extravagances of this 
system of having half a dozen or a dozen men. exeellent people of 
the District, but people interested in other matters, acting as trus
te~::: s for these institutions. Here is a Reform School for Boys, and 
it carries in all an appropriation of nearly $35,000. Do you know 
how many boys they have there? As I remember it, they have 
about 250 or 260 boys. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is right. 
Mr. COWHERD. A large percentage are colored boys, but 

you have 40 employees on a salary in that Reform School tak
ing care of 250 boys. Do you suppose for a moment if that was 
either under private control, where they had to raise the funds 
out of their pockets, or under Government control where thEra 
vould be an official responsible for it, you would have such a 
salary list for that many boys? 

Here is a reform school for girls which carries an appropria
tion of S17,ft00. They have got in that school, as I remember it, 
an average of seventy girls. Two hundred and fifty dollars per 
ye:u for every one of 'them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. \oVhat school is the gentleman referring to? 
Mr. COWHERD. The Reform School for Girls. I think there 

are about seventy girls, two or three of them white and the rest 
colored girls, who have been committed, I suppose, for some 
minor criminal offense. You have got fourteen employees to 
take care of them. I admit that schools have got to have teach
ers, of couTse. but children are sent there to be taught how to 
work and earn their own living. In the Reform School for Boys 
they appropriate here dining-room servants. What are they 
doing with the boys who ought to be taught that sort of a thing, 
so thatwhen they come out theycan go towork for youorforme? 

.)fr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he 
re_ers to the reform school where they are committed for crime? 

:1\Ir. COWHERD. Yes. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Missouri does not 

nndm·take to say that a school of that kind can be controlled with. 
the same number of employees as a school of good boys? 

- :1\Ir. COWHERD. Certainly not. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. You have got to have guards and all the 

surroundings of a prison. 
_ r. COWHERD. Oh, no; the modern reform school is not sur

rounded with guards like a prison; exactly the contrary system is 
thf'l modern system. 

}lr. HEMENWAY. One moment; they do not put them in 
ce~ls, and that requires more employees to take care of them for 
that reason. 

1fr. COWHERD. I admit that, but I ask the gentleman if he 
does not believe that forty employees there is excessive? 

_\lr. HEMENWAY. I believethatinall the departments of the 
Government, almost. we have more employees than are necessary. 
But what aTe you going to do when they come downhereandsay 
they can not conduct the institution in a suitable manner unless 
they have them? Yon have to take somebody's word for it. and 
the gentleman s committee reported the bill that created this 
home. 

Mr. COWHERD. And probably very properly•reported it. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman's committee sugge ted 

that a board should be put in charge of it, and that board comes 
down here and says, " We can not conduct the institution with
out this number of employees." Will the gentleman from 1\Iis
souri say that his judgment and mine. when we can not go out 
there and investigate it, is better than the judgment of the men 
who are in charge? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I would say that the judg
ment of any man who said that forty salaried employees were 
needed to take care of a school having 250 boys in it was bad and 
not to be reli ,d on by the gentleman's committee or any other. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex
pn·ed. 

1\Ir. COWHERD. Permit me, :Mr. Chairman to say in conclu
sion again that I am not criticising the committee so much as I 
am criticism~ the system. · 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chail·man, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be permitted to continue. 

Mr. COWHERD. Oh, no: I thank the gentleman from Indiana, 
but I do not want to use any more time. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad, 
indeed~ that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CoWHERD] has 
discussed this question, because any question which he discusses 
he illuminates. And he has spoken in his usual good spirit. 

The gentleman began and concluded with the statement that in 
what he had to say it was not his purpose to criticise the Appro
priations Committee. What he said was largely a confe sion of 
work undone by his own committee, because the legislation re
lating to these things belongs not to us, but to the committee of 
which the gentleman is a distinguished member. 

1\Ir. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. COWHERD. Is it not a fact that this reform school for 

boys, for which the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY] 
says the District Committee provided, has been in operation here 
in the District of Columbia for many generations, and in fact 
is an old, old school, that has grown up and has not been legis
lated up? 

Mr. HEl\IENW A Y. The reform school for girls has not. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The reform school for boys 

is an old in titution, but the reform school for girls is one recently 
created hy the gentleman's committee. 

Mr. COWHERD. Did that committee provide for any salary 
list in that school? Does not the growth of that li t rest entirely 
with the Appropriations Committee? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think that the gentleman is 
in error as to the number of the employees and t eachers in the 
Boys' Reform School. But why did not the gentleman's commit
tee specify how many employees there should be in the Girls' Re
form School, for whose establishment it provided? 

:Mr. COWHERD. Because it is a matter that can not be speci
fied. Creating the school, there was not needed a single employee 
until somebody had been sent to the school. The only thing that 
was nece ary was a board of management until the school it elf 
had built up, but as it has built up and the salary list grows, it 
rests with the Appropriations Committee to say how many. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minne ota. Has the gentleman any knowl
edge of anyone employed there who should not be employed? 

l\Ir. COWHERD. Why, Mr. Chairman. how could the gentle
man have any knowledge of that fact? When I find so many em
ployees taking care of so few pupils I have sufficient gene1·al infor
mation to draw an inference that there are too many employees 
there. · 

M1·. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me recur to what the 
gentleman himself was a party to. He created a board to have 
charge of this institution. Now, if he were a member of the Com
mittee on Appropriations, where would he look for information? 
Would he undertake to visit all of these institutions and spend 
his vacations in the city of Washington personally examining 
these things. or where would be look for information? 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will say very frankly-! 
said before that I did not want to criticise the gentleman s com
mittee-but if that committee relies in toto upon recommenda
tions of these boards of mana~ement of the e charitable in titn
tions, or the Commissioners of the Di trict either, and makes 
appropriations entirely upon their recommendation without fur
ther investigation. then that committee is subject to criticism 
and I would criticise it. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Well, Mr. Chairman the gen
tlema·3. bas stated a purely hypothetical case, because he knows 
that the committee does not do any such thing. Bnt it mu t get 
its first information from them. It then uses its judgment as to 
whether the recommendations are well founded . 

But that is not what I started out to sa . The gentleman has 
touched a great question when he brings up the question of em
ployin()' public money for the support of institutions that are 
largely private in character and the gentleman i emphatically 
right in all that he has said in that connection. The committee 
is gradually becoming stronger in that opinion. We have been 
studying this question for more than two years. We have en
countered difficulties which the gentleman will readily undeTstand; 
difficulties which arise out of the fact that these institutions are, 
many of them, of long standing. 

They are reputable and useful, and they have their friends in 
Congress in both Houses. We must be sure we are right before 
we can-go ahead. At present we are simply marking time. We 
have that sub ·ect under consideration, and b fore much more 
time has passed we will reach a conclusion. My jud!?ID.ent is 
that it will be along the line that the gentleman has indicated, 
and for indicating it so well the committee is grateful to him. 
It will look to him for valiant and valuable support when the 
time for action comes. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chail'IDan, I have not any speech prepared 
on this subject. I want to say a few things, however, in defenSe 
of the subcommittee of which I am a member. 

There is a large measure of sound truth in the criticism of my 
colleague from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD) on this budget, but I 
want to correct just here a wrong impres 1on of his. He takes this 
Committee of the Whole into his confidence and gives it the benefit 

• 
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of the recommendation of the board of charities for the gradual 
abolition of some of these boards. He does the board of charities 
too much honor. They have not any desire whatever to decrease 
the number of offices or the amount of the appropriations; they 
want to abolish a few of these little concerns, so they may take 
charge of all of them and have the control of them themselves 
in other institutions now in their charge. That is the cold-blooded 
truth about the board of charities. They are a very eminent set 
of gentlemen, serving without individual pay; but I have never 
heard, since I have been on this subcommittee, of a member of 
the board of charities suggesting that the salaries be reduced. 
On the contrary, each of the budgets presented to us has sugges
tions for the increase of salaries by this board. 

Now, a word in our own defense. My colleague is mistaken 
when he thinks we do everything that the board of charities or 
even the Board of Commissioners suggests. If he will look at 
their recommendations to us and then look at this bill he will find 
that, large as it is, it is $2,000,000 less than the recommendations 
of the Board of Commissioners. It would have been more than 
83,000,000 less except for the necm:sities of the situation. 

As has been stated by my colleague on the committee, the gen
tleman from Minnesota, more than a million dollars of this large 
budget that we presented to the House comes from the necessity 
of finishing the filtration plant and the sewage-disposal system. 
If somebody on this committee does not make some statement in 
defense of the committee we are chargeable with the animadver
sions that may come from any gentleman on the floor. 

Take for instance the board of charities created by act of Con
gress. I do not know, perhaps my colleagues on the committee 
from Nebraska or from Minnesota did not know, the full necessity 
for this board of charity; but we took the word of the District of 
Columbia legislative committee. It was created. They come be
fore the District Appropriation Committee with their recom
mendations. They make statements presumably correct as they 
understand the facts, and ~s far as we are convinced we follow 
their suggestions. We examine and cross-examine them, some
times to the point of being disagreeable. After they are gone we 
exercise our best judgment and keep the appropriations down as 
low as we think we dare do without being criticised for parsi
mony. 

I am sure in my own mind, though I have not the clear proof 
of it, that we are paying out several hundred thousand dollars in 
salaries in the District of Columbia that we might avoid. But I 
do not know of any way to get at the facts except by the appoint
ment of a commission by and under an act of Congress that will 
put men upon oath-make them inform us what the actual necessi
ties are-get persons and papers, and then let Congress begin at 
the bottom and go up again. 

Mr. HEPBURN and Mr. COWHERD rose. , 
Mr. HEPBURN. If the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Cow

HERD] prefers to go on now--
1\fr. COWHERD. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] 

will permit, I would like a moment just now to answer there
marks that have been made in regard to the District Committee 
and to statements ·of my own. 

Mr. HEPBURN. All right. 
Mr. COWHERD. I endeavored particularly to state that I 

was not criticising the committee that brought in this bill for 
these items, because the system has grown up in the course of 
years and they seem in the main to be following precedents. 

Mr. P-ENTON. I so understood; I thought I stated that to my 
colleague . 

.Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman from Indiana by his ques
tion very plainly suggested that the subcommittee on the District 
of Columbia appropriation bill was relying upon these boards of 
managers and trustees, and so if anything I said was in the way 
of criticism upon them I was entitled to criticise them if they 
did rely upon those estimates. I do not believe they should take 
t he estimates of these boards of trustees, none of whom are public 
officials, and r ely upon them entirely in making appropriations. 
The gentleman says he does not do so. Then, if they have any 
different and better information, they either ought to strike out 
the surplus employees or they ought to sustain them. 

Now, the gentleman criticises the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. He says they start this business and the Committee 
on Appropriations simply has to provide the appropriations. Is 
that committee subject to such criticism? 

Let us see what are the facts: Here is the National Association 
for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children. They 
come here to the Committee on the District of Columbia and ask 
for authority to incorporate. Would you refuse it? They are 
not asking for any appropriation, but simply ask the right that 
all other charitable organizations have; they simply ask an in
corporation as an eleemosynary institution. We give them the 
right to incorporate, with a board of visitors to manage the in
stitution. Then they go to your committee, and you give them 

the appropriation that carries here $9,000 out of the $10,000 that 
they receive, with a salary list of $3,900. Are we to blame for 
that? We never suggested to your committee any appropriation. 

Hereisthe Newsboys and Children'sAid Society. Whyshould 
not that society have articles of incorporation as an eleemosynary 
institution, a private charitable institution in the District of Co
lumbia? Are we to blame if they go to your committee and get 
an appropriation and spend it for f'alaries rather than for chari
ties? And so on all down the list. The Committe8/0n the Dis
trict of Columbia simply provides the machinery. It does not 
provide the appropriations, and a.s to these private institutions it 
does not know and has no way of knowing how many of them, 
or whether any of them, will be recognized by the Committee on 
Appropriations afterward in the way of uublic funds. 

Now, as to the Board of Children's Guardians and the Board of 
Charities, I have explained, and they are very well understood. 
They were provided, and the machinery by which they operate 
}Vas provided, and we limit as far as we can in our committee the 
number of employees that they shall have; but in a large portion 
of these charities and in a large portion of the money carried in 
this bill the Committee on the District of Columbia never had a 
word to say a.s to when or where there should be any appropriation. 

.Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I want in the outstart to dis
claim any purpose of criticising either the Committee on Appro
priations or the Committee on the District of Columbia, but I do 
want to call attention to this very remarkable fact, that between 
the general headings " Charities and corrections " and " Militia 
of the Distl'ict of Columbia," following the subheads of this first '" 
general head " Charities and corrections," there are appropria
tions aggregating S 69,000 for charities and corrections in the Dis
tl'ict of Columbia. Two hundred thousand dollars of that, I am 
frank to admit, consists of appropriations for public buildings, in 
connection, however, with these charities. I think it is safe to 
say that that character and amount of appropriation, however, ac
companies every bill of this description, so that it is safe to say 
that this is about an average appropriation, $869,000 for charities 
andcorrectionsinacity of a little more than 250,000 people. That 
'is more than equal to $3 a head for charitable purposes for all of 
the citizens of the District of Columbia. 

I do not know whether there are too many officers or not, but 
I do know that to my mind there is an extraordinary number. 
Whether we could dispense with any of them is a question that 
I am not now prepared to solve. _I do know, however, that a.s 
compared with expenses of similar character in some of the 
States-in one, at least-this sum seems to be enormous. In the 
State of lowa, for example, for purposes of this character the 
appropt'iations are about 50 cents per head. The appropriation 
to carry on all of the great institutions-three penitentiaries, four 
hospitals for the insane, and all of the eleemosynary institutions 
of the State of Iowa-amount to little more than $1,000,000 for a 
population of two and a half million people. I am not sure that 
a just comparisom can be made, but it does appear to me that 
some method ought to be taken of ascertaining, more accurately 
than the committee in the ve1·y nature of things can ascertain, 
the necessity for these appropriations. 

It is a truth, I think, that all gentlemen will recognize, that the 
chief source of their information, that upon which they must rely 
under our system, is tainted with interest. While these boards 
serve, perhaps, without pay, every member of them has an in
terest in the institution he is helping to fondle. All of the offi
cers charged with the conduct of these establishments have an 
interest in securing the largest appropriation. Why, you see it 
in the Book of Estimates. What member of the Committee on 
Appropriations is willing to be guided by the estimates made by 
the nine Secretaries? Not one of you. After you have received 
your estimates and such detailed information as they see fit to 
give you, you call them before you, you interrogate them, and 
then you refuse to be guided by their estimates; and in almost 
every inst ance the gentleman who has charge of a bill suggests to 
the House with some measure of proper pride," We have cut 
down the estimate so many thousand dollars or so many million 
dollars.'' 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Iowa yield to the 

gentleman from Indiana? 
Mr. HEl_lBURN. Yes. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. That is true in this instance. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt about it. I am not criticis

ing the committee. I have not a particle of doubt that they have 
done the very best they could under the circumstances. I am 
criticising the system under which we operate in making appro. 
priations of this kind. I do not believe that there is scrutiny 
enough. I am not here to say that it is the duty of the committee 
to give more of scrutiny to the subject than they do give. Their 
time is necessarily limited. They have a great variety of duties. 
There are no men more hard worked in this body than the mem-
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bers of the Committee on Appropriations. I am not criticising 
them, but I am trying to say somethlng that will find a lodgment 
in the mind of some man who knows how to suggest the proper 
remedy. There ought to be a remedy. Three dollars per capita 
to be spent in charities, so called, or in institutions of correction 
in this city is, in my judgment, an enormous sum. It would be 
equal to seven and a half million dollars in the State of Iowa, 
more than three times the total expenditures of that State, nearly 
three times the total appropriation of the State for carrying on 
the government of Iowa. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman want 

more time? 
Mr. HEPBURN. No. 
Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, a tax of $40 per capita is im

posed by this bill for the government of the District of Columbia. 
I do not believe there is a Congressional district in the United 
States that does not expect its Congressman to go a long way in 
appropriating money from the public funds for the purpose of 
beautifying the American capital. I believe it is the consensus 
of public opinion throughout the country that we ought to have 
the finest capital city in the world; and whenever an appropria
tion is brought before this body, reasonable in amount, looking 
to that purpose, it will not only have my support, but I believe it 
will have the support of an overwhelming majority of this body. 

I do not believe the people of this country expect the appropri
atior s caiTied in this bill every year shall stand out conspicuously 
as evidences that a very wretched system of municipal govern
ment has been allowed to grow ·and grow without any effort to 
pnrne it; or, worse, that the utter recklessness of place hunters 
has fastened on the public in the administration of the Govern-
ment in all its depa1·tments an army of sinecures. . 

I live in a State of near 4.000,000 people. It is a rich State, with 
a penitentiary, a reform school for girls, a reform school for boys, 
a university that ranks well with the best institutions in the world, 
a school of mines, five normal schools, three hospitals for the in
sane, asylums and schools for the blind and the deaf and dumb, 
with every possible provision in the way of eleemosynary estab
lishments for the cure of the unfortunates, and yet the appropri
ations can-ied in this bill for one year's expense in the District of 
Columbia is two and one-half times as much as the gross expense 
of the State of Missouri for the administration of the State gov
ernment in-all its departments. 

It is true some part of these appropriations made by this are for 
public buildings. . It is also true that. at. every session. of th:e l~gis
lature of Missouri we make appropriations for pubhc buildings. 
The public institutions I speak of have been built without going 
into debt for the money with which the State built them. To 
institute another comparison: While I have no figures by me. I 
will venture the assertion that you can not find on the face of the 
earth a city where the expenses of municipal administration are 
in any way to be compared with the expenses of this city. 

Now somebody is responsible for this. If the American Con
gress is to admit that such proceedings afford an exhibition of its 
capacity for municipal government let the country so understand 
the matter. We are sitting here to-day as a board of aldermen 
pul'e and simple. As individuals we have no private interests at 
stake· therefore no selfish motive actuates us. We are in a posi
tion~ enact laws for the government of the city of Washington 
untrammeled by considerations which probably embarrass city 
governments generally. We certainly should be able ~o safeguard 
the public against a waste of public money and establish a system 
which will give the taxpayers something for the dollars they 
expend. 

The gentleman from Minnesota tells us the committee h:;t.s done 
its best· that it has endeavored to go to the bottom of all ques
tions in~olved· and yet the result is a bill where out of $9,000 ap
pl'opriated fo~ a private eleemosynary institution $3.500 of tJ;te 
appropriation is devoted to payment of the salaries of those m 
charge of the expenditure of the money. Think of it! Out of 
gross receipts of only 9,000 or $10,000 for charity all told, nearly 

4 000-40 per cent of it-is devoted to paying the men who expend 
itt' Now, I believe that here we find the key to the whole situa
tion. 

I recollect that dming the Spanish-American war a report was 
put in circulation to the effect that an attempt had been made 
to dynamite some of the public buildings. The result was the 
appointment of a large number of extra policemen. This was 
regarded as a temporary increase in the police force. Have they 
been relieved yet? The Spanish war is over. Everyone con
nected with the government of the city of Washington tells us 
that the city can not possibly get on without them-that they are 
absolutely indispensable. Everybody knows that an unexpected 
emergency caused the increase in the police force. The emer
gency soon disappeared, but the policemen called into service by 
it are still on the pay roll. 

Mt. Chairman, when, how, and where are we going to com
mence pruning these rank growths? Are we to go on obeying 
the superintendents, secretaries, assistants, and typewriters, who, 
we are told, would bitterly resent any effort to dispossess them 
of the places? Is it not true that these typewriters, clerks, and 
employees have powerful friends at court, who stand in the way 
of reform, and who, were we to undertake a house cleaning, would 
surround the heads of the department, each demanding to know 
why his appointee was let out, whywasmyconstituentdischarged1 

The result of this pernicious system is seen in this bill, with its 
indefensible misappropriation of public funds. It is this that 
compels the employment of men and the retention of offieials 
at manifestly outrageous salaries, and until we make up our 
minds to destroy this system the Congress will remain powerless 
to correct the evil. There is only one way to correct it. The Ap
propriation Committee alone can do it. We should make appro
priation ample for carrying on the business of these various pub
lic bodies and no more, and under the compulsion of the want of 
funds compel the abandonment of this extravagant and ridicu
lous system of municipal control. [Applause.] 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, much that has 
been said is a valuable contribution to the subject we have been 
considering. The committee welcomes it and expresses its 
thanks to the gentlemen who have given us the benefit of this 
thought. 

Several references have been made, however, to the expenses of 
State governments as compared with those of the District of Co 
lumbia. Of course gentlemen, when they stop to think of tb.i&, 
will recollect that this entity we are appropriating for is unique 
in that in its necessary expenditures it is both a State and a city. 
It has most of the expenses of a State and all the expenses of { 
city. 

Now, I do not propose to go over the whole subject. I wil\ 
simply say that the Committee on Appropriations, the subcom
mittee having charge of this bill, cut down the estimates which 
were submitted to them something like $3 ,000,000. We tried to 
do that cutting down prudentlyand sensibly,not just closing our 
eyes and slashing. We realized that we might do harm in doing 
such a thing as that. But where we saw an oppOl'ttmity for sav
ing the public money without doing harm we used that oppor
tunity. 

In the case of the board of cha1-ities of the District, about 
which so much has been said. we cut down the appropriation half 
a million dollars from the estimates which were made. Here are 
the figm·es: The estimates of the board amounted to $1.265,788. 
The appropriations recommended in this bill amount to $i85,063. 
It seems to me that is cutting pretty close in proportion to the 
whole amount estimated. In order to determine what ought to I 
be rea&ed in that reduction, we spent three days with the gen
tlemen in charge of these charities. they endeavoring squarely to 
tell us and we endeavoring squarely to ascertain the real situa
tion. 

Let me remind the committee of the fact that some years ago 
the attention of the House was directed to the fact that the chad
ties of the District were costing a great deal of money-costing 
an unusual and apparently unnecessarily large sum of money. 
It was believed that charities had been brought into existence 
and the burdens of them assumed by the Government without 
wisdom. 

In order to correct that condition this House, under the leader
ship of the committee of which my friend from Missom-i [Mr. 
CoWHERD] is a distinguished member, the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia provided for what is lmown as the" Board of 
Charities.'' This board was to take into consideration this whole 
question of the charities of the Di trict. 

Let us see who constitute the personnel of that board. I find 
the list here in the report: George W. Cook, a profe sor in How
ard University, a colored gentleman. but a very d.i.o-tinguished 
man and very able and very honorable gentleman, as we judge 
him to be from our impressions as he came before our committee. 
Then we find Charles P. Neill, a student of social economy and a 
professor in the Catholic University. Then we find Simon Wolf, 
a prominent business man of the city. Then we find John Joy 
Edson, president of the Washington Loan and Trust Company, 
and S. W. Woodward. the head of the firm of Woodward & Lo
throp. It would be very hard, if not ~possible to s~cure a ~o~rd 
of higher character or greater professwnal and busmess ability. 

These gentlemen have devoted a gren.t deal of time and a great 
deal of intelligent thought to the duties that lay before them, fo:t 
which they receive no remuneration except that of a good con· 
science. 

·These gentlemen have for the last two years made recommenda< 
tions to us along the line of the speech of my friend from 1\Ii& 
souri [Mr. CoWHERD] and my other friend from Missom'i [Mr. 
CocHRAN], whom I regard as a friend, notwithstanding the littl« 
spat we had a little earlier this morning. Mr. Chairman, those. 
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gentlemen whose names I have given to you are among the most zens that our administration has been extravagant, and we have 
able and public-spirited citizens of this community. They have spent in round numbers only $3,800,000. 
spent, as I s:1y, weeks of time, every hour of which had a money Now, take the city of St. Paul, and my colleague will concede 
value to them, in this public service. They impressed us with that Minneapolis and St. Paul together are vastly greater and do 
their sincerity and their desire to put these charities upon a proper an immensely larger business than the city of Washington, that 
basis. It is due to these gentlemen that we say we did not deem they have greater interests every way, and the municipal expense 
the time ripe to follow out in full the recommendations which of the city of St. Paul is less than $2,700,000. 
they made. Their recommendations look toward the gradual Mr. BURKETT. Will the gentleman allow me? 
elimination of all appropriations for these institutions that are Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will wait until I conclude. So 
privat-e in character and which are now supported in large part at that the expense of the administration of the city of Washington 
public expense. is greater than that of the entire State of Minnesota with its capi-

To this general proposition the committee feels strongly disposed; tal city added. The gentleman asked me whether the statement 
but this House is not committed to it. We have several times I made a moment ago included the expense of the schools through
made experiments. Last year we recommended some reductions, out the State. The entire amount collected in the State of Min
but the Honse promptly r estored the usual amounts. We do not nesota for all purposes-schools and municipal government and 
want to cut off any of them with harsh precipitancy, because that expenditures of all kinds-is only $18,000,000. 
would be like rooting up the tree. But we want to give the vari- This is in excess of the average in the States. For the adminis
ons institutions fair warning and fair opportunity to get on t grad u- tration of all of the affairs of the great State of Minnesota-State, 
ally from Government aid and acquire the help of individuals. municipal, educational, and township-we expend less than $18,
If we should cut out their appropriations wantonly we might de- 000,000, and here we are appropriating almost $11,000,000 for the 
stroy good work, and no one wants that done. · city of Washington. Now, I say that under those circumstances 

Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? it does not--
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. Mr. HE~IENW A Y. Mr. Chairman, right he1·e will too gentle-
Mr. LIND. To what extent do your public institutions do the man yield a moment? 

same kind of work that is done by the private eleemosynary insti- Mr. LIND. Yes. 
tutions now? Pretty generally? Mr. HEl\IENW AY. He does not want to be unfair. In his 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The charities of the District figures he does not include the amount of money expended by the 
are largely of the kind I have described, private institutions that local townships for charities, does he? 
ha--ve grown up and gradually got more and more of public help. Mr. LIND. I do. 

Mr. LIND. To what extent have yon inaugurated public in- Mr. HEMENWAY. In the counties for charities? 
stitutions to do the same kind of work? Mr. LIND. I do. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. To a very small extent. Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that $18,000,000 
Mr. LIND. I notice that the bill carries an appropli.ation of is the total amount of taxes collected for township, county, State, 

$100.COO fm· an almshouse. and city purposes in the State of Minnesota? 
Mi._ McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is wholly public. :Mr. LIND. In the State of Minnesota; yes. 
Mr. LIND. Is that new? Mr. BURKETT. Inthemnnicipalestimatethegentlemandoes 
:Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is to enlarge the present not include the cost of paving? 

almshouse. Mr. LIND. I do. 
Mr. LIND. Could not that almshouse do a great deal of the Mr. BURKETT. That is done by a separate estimate charged 

work here that is committed to private care? against the property, is it not? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The almshouse is now in very Mr. LIND. Yes; it is in a meG!-sure. But let me say in that con· 

limited quarters in close conjunction to the jail. With this ap- nection--
propriation which the gentleman refers to we propose to con- Mr. BURKETT. They do not build their sidewalks there out 
strnct a new almshouse in a healthful place in the country, down of city funds? 
near Alexandria, within the District, bought for the purpose a Mr. LIND. They do not here; they do not pretend to; but let 
short time ago. me call the attention of the gentleman to what your committee 

We are simply marking time on this problem until we ourselves has done. Yon appropriate some $12,000 for the administration 
can get full information on the matter, to the end that we may of a sidewalk fund of $160,000. 
not do wrong in our effort to do right. We hope to move forward The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
within the next few years along the general lines suggested by Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for five 
the gentleman from Missouri. minutes more. It does not take an expert to know that it is 

And, Mr. Chairman, we hope that when we do move forward ridiculous on its face to appropriate $12,000 for the administration 
we shall have the support of this House, even if we touch upon of a fund of $160,000. 
something that some Member believes ought not to be touched at The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
the time. Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit one observation the time of t-he gentleman may be extended for five minutes. 
in answer to what the gentleman has said. He suggested that The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
the management of State institutions afforded no guide in the mous consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended 
matter of appropriations for the District of Columbia. I can not five minutes. Is tliere objection? 
conceive that to be possible. I can not understand why the ad- There was no objection. 
ministration of bureaus of like character, like the insurance com- Mr. LIND. Now, when yon appropriate $~,500 for a snperin-
missioner's, should cost anymore here than in the State of Minna- tendent of street sweepers and give him, say, eighteen or twenty 
sota. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARY] said a assistants-that may be more than the bill shows, but it is a large 
few moments ago that this is in part a State administration and number-and salaries running from twelve to fifteen hundred dol
in part a municipal administration. Granting that, let me call lars, I think I am justified in saying that the committee is some
the gentleman's attention to this fact: The entire cost of the State what extravagant, and that would appear so to a man who has 
administration of the State of Minnesota,~with its nearly 2,000,000 only had experience in Minneapolis, or St. Paul, or Chicago, or 
people, the State university with a student body of 4,000, and· a any other city, I venture to say. 
great number of normal schools, is, in round numbers, only How can yon justify paying the principal of a school, a college 
$7,000,000. graduate, only $1 ,500-and that is in harmony with the salaries 

Mr. J\IcCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me of teachers an over the country-and then appropriate in the 
a question? 8ame bill and pay the superintendent of street sweepers $.2,500? 

Mr. LIND. Certainly. How can you justify paying the teacher who teaches your children 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does that $7,000,000 include and my children only $720 and pay an assistant superintendent 

the local institutions-the schools in the various communities? of street sweepers $1,500? I would like to have these anomalies 
Mr. LIND. It includes all the State schools, normal schools, reconciled. I say under these circumstances that the members 

and schools for defectives, and in addition we are building a of the committee ought to be willing to hear a little comment 
mag!!ificent State capitol. I may give another illustration of and possibly a little criticism on this bill 
city government-the city of Minneapolis, in which I reside, :Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen 
which is very nearly as large as the city of Washington-- of the committee a1·e not only willing but anxious to hear all the 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, Mr. Chairman, not even criticism that is directed toward the public good, and so far as 
the pride of a l\1inneapolitan can make that true. [Laughter.] this criticism ministers to the public good the committee willlis-

Mr. LIND. Well, if the gentleman takes exception, I will sug- ten to it and heed it and try to act upon it the next time it handles 
~est facts that will put my comparison beyond criticism. I say a bill. That is the disposition of the committee, and gentlemen 
very nearly as large, and we have not been accused of economy generally ought not to misunderstand it. 
of late. In fact, it has been the common complaint of our citi- Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, let me call attention to one other 
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thing. Here you have an excise board. What do excise officers 
do in this city? Exactly what they do in Minneapolis or St. Paul 
or Chicago-look after the liquor licenses. We have in Minne
apolis one officer who gets, I think, $1,500 a year. Here you have 
a chief clerk at $2,000, one clerk at $1,200, one clerk at 1,000, and 
a messenger at 8600-in all, $4,800. Just think of that, for look
ing after the liquor licenses in this city! It is absurd. Then take 
your office for collecting the personal-property tax here. We have 
appropriated for a collector 4,000, a deputy collector $1,800, and 
so on-I will not read it all-a total of $19,400, twice the amount 
that the administration of the State treasury costs the State of 
Minnesota. 

Mr. DUNWELL. May I ask the gentleman one question? 
Mr. LIND. Certainly. 
Mr. DUNWELL. Does not the gentleman consider that it 

would be fairer to line up the expenses of a great city like Wash
ington with the expenses of some other great city, rather than 
the governmental .expenses of a State? 

Mr. LIND. I did that. 
Mr. DUNWELL. The gentleman will allow me to inform him 

that the city of New York raises every year for the purposes of its 
government $100,000,000, while the government of the great State 
of New York does not cost one-fifth of that sum. 

Mr. LIND. NewYorkCityis ina class by itself; I concede that. 
I am not here to discuss New York; but I venture to say to mem
bers of this committee that if you take the budget of any city in 
the country of the size of Washington, or approximately its size, 
you will find that that other city does not appropriate half the 
money that this city is spending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
[Mr. LIND] has expired. 

Mr. MCCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to ask mv col
league just one more question, and then I will yield to hiffi my 
time for an answer. Does my friend undertake to say that the 
cost of collecting the State taxes in the State of Minnesota bears 
any comparison to the expense of such collection in this city? 

Mr. LIND. I do mean to say that I have a right to compare 
the expenses in the city of Minneapolis with the expenses in 
Washington City, and to say that in the city of Minneapolis we 
do not spend one-quarter of the amount that is spent here in the 
same way. In Minneapolis the collections are made by the treas
urer and his deputies without any other expense to the city, and 
the cost there is not one-fourth of what it is here. 

You have no treasurer here in the sense that we have in Min
neapolis. I realize that perfectly. But take the city comptrol
ler's office of any city in our State-an office which I judge is 
substantially the same as yom· auditor's office here-and you will 
find that the administration of your auditor's office here costs six 
times as much as the administration of the corresponding office in 
Minneapolis. It seems to me that such a condition of things is 
absolutely indefensible. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman,Imove toamend by strik
ing out the last word. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
LIND] has been comparing the expenditures for the District of 
Columbia with the expenditures for the State of Minnesota-a 
very unfair comparison. The gentleman must understand that 
in one institution over here which is provided for in this bill there 
are over 100 people that come from different States of the Union. 

Mr. LIND. I understand perfectly well-and I do not want 
my language to be otherwise construed-that it does cost more in 
Washington for many of these items of expenditure; and we are 
all willing that the appropriation shall be liberal, but neverthe
less there ought to be a limit even to liberality and generosity. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but the gentleman comes now with 
this explanation, when his speech was along the other line-mak
ing comparison of expenditures here with expenditures of the 
State of Minnesota. And, as I started out to say, he forgets in one 
institution over here there are more than 100 people who come from 
different States of the Union and who are taken care of upon this 
bill. All along through this bill you will find not only expenses 
of the District of Columbia taken care of, but expenses of people 
that come from the different States who are here, and provision 
for their care is made in this bill. 

The gentleman said a while ago in his explanation that he real
izes that it costs more here than in some other places to provide 
for these different items of expenditure. The gentleman comes 
here upon a salary of $5,000. I do not suppose he speculates upon 
it. Yet if he could have $5,000 in the city of Minneapolis as a 
member of the State legislature of Minnesota, it would be a mag
nificent salary, and he could save out of it considerable money. 

Take the whole public service for the District of Columbia and 
it is necessarily more expensive than that of any other city in the 
United States. Why? This is the capital city of the United 
States. We maintain more parks he_re all over this city than 
there are in other cities of the Union. For these numerous parks 
here watchmen must be provided. Do you find this extensive 

park system in Minneapolis? How many cities have parks that 
compare with the parks of Washington? 

The parks in other cities are but as a drop in the bucket com· 
pared with those of Washington. 

Mr. LIND. We have 40 miles of parks in the city of Minne· 
a polis. 

:Mr. HEMENWAY. All these parks here in the city of Wash· 
ington must be provided for. All along the line there are marked 
differences between this city and most other cities. The condi
tions in a State are wholly different, and it is unfair for any gen
tleman on this floor to compare the expenses for the District of 
Columbia with the expenditures for a State, because, as everyone 
must realize, it must be much more expensive to care for this 
capital city of the United States, which is being made the most 
beautiful city of the world, than to pay the expenses of maintain
ing some other city of the Union. 

Now, as to these charities. 
The Committee on Appropriations does not legislate. It reports 

appropriations in compliance with law; and if we place upon this 
bill a single item that is not authorized by law, any Member of 
the House may take the provision out of the bill by a point of or
der. We do not make the law. It was made by Congress at the 
suggestion of the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Now, as to the charities, we all agree that it seems aq though 
there was too much money paid out here for charities. We have 
been trying to solve the problem. The Committee on the District 
of Columbia-have been trying to solve the problem, and some two 
or three years ago they worked out this legislation for a board of 
charities. Upon that board they placed the e distinguished gen
tlemen, George W. Cook, Charles C. Neill. Simon Wolf, John Joy 
Edson, S. W. Woodward, conceded, I believe, to be some of the 
most distinguished citizens not only of the District of Columbia, 
but of the United States, and said to them: 'Gentlemen. here is 
a serious problem. You are paying too much of your money out 
for charities. Here is the District of Columbia paying one half 
of this money and the Government of the United States paying 
the other half by way of a tax upon our great public buildings 
here. Figm·e this out and see if you can not save some money for 
the people.'' 

This board of charities have gone to work. They are men of 
high character. They say they are working it out, but yet the 
ge?-tle~an ~·om Misso~ [Mr. COWHERD], who helped inaugurate 
thiS legiSlatiOn, comes m and says that the board are not working 
it out to his satisfaction. They are not working it out to my sat
isfaction. But naturally we come back--

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 

more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani

mous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. We come back, naturally, and ask the 

question, " What are we going to do about it?.: The Committee 
on the Distr~ct of Columbia has performed. Congress has per
formed. This board has been created. They say they are doing 
the best they can. It is easy to criticise. Some one gets up and 
criticises and says they are not doing it. Gentlemen, suggest a 
remedy. Your committee will legislate. Your committee has 
the power to bring to Congress some bill to remedy this defect. 
Come along with it. We want it. The subcommittee in charge 
of this bill for three or four days worked with this board of chari
ties--

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly. 
Mr. COWHERD. I think the gentleman is mistaken in saying 

that I do not approve the report of the board of cha1ities on the 
question of the Government ceasing to go into partnership with 
these charities. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman says we are spending 
large sums of money to cany into effect their work. The board 
of cha1ities recommended the expenditure of every dollar carried 
in this bill and more. The Committee on Appropriations cut 
down their recommendation. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is a question of the pay roll: but on 
the question of their recommendation as to the way that the 
charitable appropriations should be expended I want to say that 
I do not agree with them; and I want to ask the gentleman if it 
is not a fa.ct that the board of charities recommended striking out 
these appropriations for a lot of these small charities with which 
you are in partnership, and you refused to accept their recom
mendations, but appropriated for them. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Will the gentleman, for instance, move 
upon the floor to strike from this bill the appropriation of a thou
sand dollars for the Newsboys' and Children's Aid Society? And 
does he believe for a minute that if the Committee on Appro-



1904. CONGRESSIONAL ltEOORD-HOUSE. 2751 
priations had stricken from this bill -this item some Member stances. I agree with the gentleman from Missouri and the 
would not have got up on this floor io move to put it back so chairman of the subcommittee that it is a proper subject for 
quickly that you could nat have had -timeto think about it? And reform. 
nearly every Member would nave been scrambling-to hi-sieetto Nr. HEMENWAY. And the gentlemancompaTestheexpendi
vote to put it back. Take any one of these items, and let the tures here with those of his own State, and by that very com pari
Committee on Appropriations -strike it out. as they have tried to son indicates that extravagant appropriations are made. Now, I 
do in the past, and see how quickly the l\Iembers of this House want to ask him this question. 
would get to their feet to vote to put each _item back in again. Mr. LIND. Well. 
Why I see sitting all around me Members who, if you touch any Mr. HEMENWAY. The board of charities, composed of these 
one of these little items here, will rally their friends around them distinguished gentlemen whose names I have given, Tecommend 
and put them back into this ·bill -so .quickly you would hardly totheGommitteeonAppropriations-that-weappropriate$1,265,000, 
know what had happened, if the Committee on Appropriations · in roundligures, for charities. The Committee on Appropriations 
undertook to strike them out. only appropriates $785,000 for charities, or nearly 8500,000 less 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 1\Ir. Chairman-- than their recommendation. Now, -these gentlemen say, • Your 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman n·om Indiana yield to cut will result in somebody suffering." Now, will the gentleman 

his colleague? suggest that we cut the appTopriation? 
J'tir. HEl'LENW A Y. Yes. Mr. LIND. Not at all. The gentleman entirely misapprehended 
MJ.·. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think instead of my remarks. These things I would not cut; but it was on the ad-

retarding reform it is -the duty of-the gentleman to promote .it. ministrative features, where you have too many officers drawing 
Mr. HE:MENW AY. The gentleman will please put his ques- extravagant ~alaries; it is that portion that I would gat at. 

tion,. if he has one. I have only five minut_es, and I can JJ.ot yield 1\fr. HEMENWAY. Which one of the salaries? 
for a speech. Mr. LIND. 1 have not studied them in detail. 

1\Ir . .ROBINSON of Indiana. The House has courteously ex- Mr. HKiliENW A Y. That is it. Mr. Chairman. 
tended the gentleman's time and I will get my own time. How Mr. ·LIND. 1 will mention some. 
does the gentleman explain thefact that it costs faT the support 1\lr. HEMENWAY. When we _get back to the details of the 
of an inmate of an eleemosynary.institution in ·the city of Wash- que3tion they never answer. 
ington one-half more than it costs in the State of Indiana? And Mr. LIND. I will answer. 
that is the-system that the gentleman is defending. Mr·. HEl\IENWAY. They make comparisonswiththeexpendi-

1\Ir. HEMENWAY. How can the gentleman explain that it tures for the charities of their States and exoenditures for chari
costs twice as much for him to board in a hotel in Washington as ties of the J)istrict of Columbia, and when we get back to the 
it would -to boai:d in a hotel in Fort Wayne? merits of the question, and say," Will you take there ponsibility 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The1-e is a difference entirely in of making the appropriation and cutting the appropriation as you 
that. think it should be?'' .they say ''No.'' Yet _the criticism comes by 

1\Ir. HEMENWAY. There is _absolutely no difference in the way of comparisan. 
principle. I did not yield to the gentleman to make a speech. 1\Ir. LIND. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question, if 
How does ·he explain that he pays at his hotel more than twice as he will yield to me. 
much for his living as he would at Fort Wayne, lnd? 1\Ir . .HEMENWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That would ha.\e no application. 1\Ir. LIND. Here you appropriate $1,600 for superintendent of 
Mr. HEMENWAY. It necessarily costs more here, and -the electric work. He is probably a college man, a man of scientific 

Committee on Appropciations can -not regulate the cost; and attainment. Do you thi:nk that is too much? 
it is therefore for this board to regulate the cost. And the dis- 1\Ir. HEl\IENW AY. I think not. 
tinguished gentlemen I have mentioned as being in charge of this Mr. LIND. Do you think it is enough? 
board of charities do that. , 

1 
1\Ir. HEMENWAY. I do not know whether it is or not. I 

The Committee on Appropriations cut down their recommen- should think it is. 
dations until they insist that it would not be possible to properly Mr. LIND. I should think it is. 
take care of the charities of the District of Columbia. Thev come Mr. HEMENWAY. Is it not a good service? 
back and say," You are putting theJmifeinhereso deepthatpeo- 1\Ir. _LIND. Yes. Now, how can you justify an ap_propriation 
ple are going to suffer in this District; that people are going to go of a like amount of salary to the assistant superintendent of street 
without coal or without food when they want it, because the Com- sweepers? 
mittee on Appropriations is cutting down our estimates." Yet 1\Ir. HEMENWAY. Well, the gentleman hangs onto the street-
we have the criticism, and what does it amount to? The gentle- sweeping business as if it were honey. 
men who criticise do not get up and move to recluce these appro- 1\fr. LIND. No. 
priatians. They do not want to take the responsibility that some Mr. HEMENWAY. The city of Washington boasts that it has 
one who deserves charity shall not get it. the cleanest streets--

::Mr. LIND. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? J\fr. LIND. A gentleman here suggests that it i£ "pie," not 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I am glad to do so. "honey." 
J'.Ir.LIND. For onewhoisnot on the committee it is notp1·ac- Mr. HEl\IENWAY. Well, he hangs onto it as if it were honey 

ticable to move amendments. But, for instance, take this pro- on buckwheat cakes. 
vision on page 7.lines 1, 2, 3. 4, 5, 6, and 7,-where you appropriate Mr. McCLEARY of 1\finne:sota. Will the gentlE:man permit 
$6,008 for the sealer of weights and measures. me? The salary to which the gentleman from 1\Iinnesota Tefers 

Mr. HEMENvVAY. Yes. wasfued in a Democratic Administration, and we have simply 
::1\lr. LIND. It is ridiculous on its face. repeated it. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman know what his dut~es Mr. LIND. Does that justify it? 

are? l\Ir. HEl\IENW A Y. I do not say it is justified on that ground. 
1\Ir. LIND. Yes. In reply to the criticism the gentleman has made, which I think 
1\ll·. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not investigated to is made putely to go to the public, I will state that this salary has 

learn what the sealer of weights and measures does, or he can not not only run for years, but the duties of the superintendent of 
say that. street sweeping is not such an insignificant duty. 

3'\Ir. LIND. I know what they do eJsewhere. Mr. LIND. No; this is the assistant. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman does not know what Mr. HE:!\IENW A Y. He is the man in charge of a whole lot of 

they do here. Now, let me askihe gentleman a question. men. He is a man who must have the ability to see that these 
Mr. LIND. Yes. men perform their work and perform it properly and keep the 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- streets in good order. Now, you can not find that kind of a man 

pired. for less than $1.500 a year. 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask for five minutes more. 1\Ir. LIND. You give him $2,500. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his Mr. HEl\IENW AY. No; that is the salary of the chief. 

time may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection. Mr. LIND. Yes. 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman think that a laboring 

~fr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Indiana and the gen- man who is competent to superintend a gang of street sweepers, 
tleman from Minnesota and other persons have criticised the covering a large section of territory, is too well paid when he gats 
appropriations for charities? $1.500 a yeal'? 

1\Ir. LIND. I have not. Mr. LIND. No; but very few of them get it. 
MJ.·. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has compared the appro- l\Ir. -HEMENWAY. Is the gentleman complaining that labor 

priation here with the statement of what is done in his own State. is being too well paid? 
Mr. LIND. Now,l1r. Chairman, I criticised noportionof this J't-Ir. LIND. Labor is not getting too much; that is the misfor· 

appropriation for the schools nor charities, under the ciJ:cum- tune; it is the superintendents here who are getting too much . 

. 
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Mr. HEMENWAY. What is the gentleman's criticism, then, per capita .for care of the insane when he knows that the State 
if labor is not too well paid? Does the gentleman say that the charges less that ~150 for the same support, and he justifies it on 
superintendent doe.s not have to labor; a man who has to move the ground that the exorbitant hotel keepers regard Members of 
around from one crowd of street sweepers to another~ does he not f'.JOngress as legitimate prey and he fails to state that we are in 
have to labor? the city of Washington but six months in the year and must pay 

Mr. LIND. Yes; but any laborer would be glad to exchange double the price for hotel accommodations. The gentleman from 
jobs with him every day in the year, and the laborer is paid$1.50 Indiana says that the Republicans of the State of Indiana have 
per day. done something, and that the criticism of the Appropriations Com
. ·Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, mittee is unjust because some Member not connected with that 
I want to say that I am tired of these gentlemen dealing in gen- committee should do this or that to correct these evils and se
eralities, saying that as compared with the States our charities cure reforms. In face of this declaration of the chairman of the 
here are paid too much. yet when you ge.t down to break sticks Appropriations Committee, who stands, like Dame Partington, 
with them and ask them whether or not they are willing to take with a mop to keep back the ocean, do you expect the Democratic 
the responsibility of making a deeper cut than the Committee party to be here, with the ·chairman of the Appropriations Com
on Appropriations made they say'' No." Then meet the ques- mittee representing the extravagance and evils, to present meas
tion fairly. If the Committee on Appropriations does not cut this ures to the Republican side of the House? Are we not justified 
item enough when theycut off $500,000, be kind enough to say so, in relying upon the statement that you are threatened with a 
and do not by comparison undertake to state that this committee deficit of $42,000,00C? Are we justified in asking the Appro~ 
has been extravagant in its appropriations. priations Committee of the House to perform this duty? No 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman will the gentlei:nau yield for more fertile field has ever been presented in any portion of our 
a question? country than is here offered-this splendid field for reform which 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes, if I may have a minute or two later, is presented by the District of Columbia-and the gentlemanhim-
I will yield. · self knows it. Therefore our presentation of these matters, as we 

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman believe that his defense go along, in opposition to the gentleman and his colleagues, who 
here-dbes the gentleman wish to put the defense for his commit- wince under presentation of extravagance, will not be criticised 
tee upon the ground that some Member not familiar with the by the country when we come to find the amount of the appropri
items of the bill ought to offer here .on the hasty reading of it a ations at the end of the session. [Applause.] 
substitute, and that if he does riot do that therefore he does not 1\ir. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, when the chairman of the 
do his duty? Appropriations Committee attempted to reply to the critici ms 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am not offering a defense; I am asking leveled at this bill, he carefully shunned details. The gentle-
gentlemen when they attack to say why they attack. man from Minnesota [Mr. LIND] called his attention to the ap-

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman not know that no man propriation of $6,000 for the sealer of weights and measw·es. 
except the members on the committee who sat at the hearings and Did the chairman of the committee discuss it candidly? No. He 
heard the evidence is prepared to offer a substitute to these items turned upon the gentleman from Minnesota and inquired: "Can 
and say just what clerks should be taken off and what should be you tell me what this officer does in the District of Columbia?" 
left on? He did not take us into his confidence and tell us what showing 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that any man who does not un- was made before the Appropriations Committee to warrant this 
derstand the question he is discussing ought not to attempt to outrageous appropriation. Washington is not a great commercial 
criticise. city. It is a capital city. In point of commerce it is not nearly 

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman admits the justice of the as important a cities of a hundred or a hundred and fifty thou-
criticism. . sand inhabitants elsewhere? What does the sealer of weights and 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do not admit the justice of the criticism. measures do in other cities? He verifies the accuracy of the 
Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman in charge of the bill ad- weights and measures used in commerce. Does he do anything 

mitted it. else here? If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I simply say here that gentlemen who knows that some extraordinary duty devolves upon him, the sealer 

have been trying to criticise these appropriations for charities of weights and measures in the capital city, it would afford us 
have not the courage to stand up and say that the Committee on much pleasure for him to rise and state what that dutyis. When 
Appropriations did not cut deep enough-and possibly too deep- my colleague from Missouri directed attention to the employment 
when they cut these estimates. of 40 officials at comfortable salaries for taking care of 250 boys 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that in the Reform School, the gentleman from Minnesota disregarded 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his capacity the qu~stion raised . and scolded critics who complain of such ap
as watchdog of the Treasury would not be found in this Congress propriations. 
obstructing reform in the inter~st of the Treasury, which he It is not true that in all respects the expenses of the municipal 
stated in a former speech, was threatened with a deficit of forty- go-vernment in Washington differs in its responsibilities and neces
two millions; but he complains of criticism not specifying, and sities from municipal governments elsewhere. For instance, the 
seeks to charge on the Members of this House not on the .Appro- gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARY] says that there are 
priations Committee the duty incumbent upon the Appropriations a hundred men in public institutions here who came from the 
Committee of saving us the very fear that he has already referred States of the Union. Why, if he is informed on this subject
to in the matter of a deficiency. Now, if the gentleman wants a and I doubt not that he is-he knows that thi complaint is uni
specific illustration, I will give it to him and it is with reference veral. All other cities suffer the same misfortune. The subject 
to the cost of maintaining the insane at the insane asylum of the has been discussed by economists in the magazines. Inevitably 
District and of the United States, where it cost $220 per capita- the unfit d.rh"'t to the cities. In proportion to the importance of 
which will be a surprise to Members on this floor to know-when the commercial city this drift is large or small. The result is 
in their own States and in my State it costs less than $150 per that in cities like St. Louis and Chicago, and even Kansas City, 
capita, and in the estimate in my State is included improvements St. Joseph, St. Paul, and Minneapolis, in the West, this drift of 
of a minor nature. the criminals and degenerates is very large a~d is constantly in-

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman if the cost creasing. Recently I saw in a newspaper a statement to t he ef
which he mentions of $220 per capita has not been materially re- feet that in the city of St. Louis over 70 per cent of the persons 
duced by Republican administration? confined in the different eleemosynary and charitable institutions 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman will inject poli- of that city came from neighboring count:es and States. 
tics into this nonpartisan question of reform and ~conomy, show- I know that in my own city they drift in upon us from Iowa, a 
ing the animu that inspires him in criticising us for insisting, in neighboring State, from Kansas, and from Nebraska and from 
line with his original suggestion that we should have the probe the adjacent counties of my own State. Why, if this great city 
put into the Di trict of Columbia, where he knows the greatest escapes with only 100 nonresident inmates of its charitable and 
evils prevail. Has he not read the public press? Will he stand eleemosynary institutions, it is very fortunate for I will venture 
up in defense of institutions by private parties coming to the pub- the assertion that a similar showing can not be made by any other 
lie Treasury for their support, as they have done this morning, city on the continent. Furthermore, in proportion to the conges
and say he is oblivious to the recommendation that these should tion of the population, in proportion to the hard conditions of 
be cut down? And yet he essays that role as chairman of appro- human life, in proportion to the insanitary conditions of the peo
priations, charged with economy in the administration of the ple s houses, you will find disease, deterioration, and a failure of 
Government. This bill to-day provides for the support of the self-support prevalent among the weaker classe . 
department in the District of Columbia that has in one of its Other cities suffer far more than Wa hington n:om these con-
offices a $500 imported rug upon which they wipe their feet when ., ditions. 
they enter. . Mr. Chairman, it may be said that this is mere cl«eese paring; 

The gentleman stands up for this system which charges $220 that only a few items in this bill are open to these criticisms. These 
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items are manifestly open to criticism. Their absurdity is dis
closed by a mere glance at the bill. What, then, shall we say as 
to those items not self-explanatory and concerning which infor
mation is not forthcoming? Eight hundred thousand dollars for 
charity in a city like this, every paragraph punctuated with an ex
travagant salary list, is not a fair appropriation. If so large a sum 
were needed for charitable purposes, there is not a Member on this 
floor who would withhold one dollar or one cent essential to the 
discharge of all the duties of humanity imposed upon us by mod
ern notions of municipal duty. We would vote more than that if 
it were necessary; but when in every page and every line of it there 
is manifest extravagance and misappropriation of the money of the 
taxpayers, it will take something more than the generalization of 
the chairman of the Committee on Approp1iations to justify its 
passage. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think few of the Members of 

this Honse are familiar with these organizations in the city of 
Washington, organizations for the care of the unfortunate people 
of this city. We have here a cosmopolitan population. Men 
come here from all over the United States. I have examined this 
part of the bill pretty carefnlly, and the only fault that I have to 
find with the committee is that their appropriations are· below 
what they ought to be. Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
ROBINSON] a few moments ago opposed some of the appropria
tions. I want to say to him that what he knows about the insti
tutions of this city which must care for the unfortunate he could 
put in a pamphlet of two pages, and what he does not know about 
it would take a book of 400 pages to tell. There are the blind, 
and there are the paralytic, and there ar~ all classes of unfortu
nates. Now, what has Congress done to provide for these people 
in the District? There is not an institution as large as a dog 
house or a henhouse in which to take care of them. That is true. 
If the Congress of the United States would appropriate money to 
put up an asylum for the blind or an asylum for the people who 
are unfortunate in many other ways, then we could care for them; 
but there is absolutely not an institution ten feet square wherein 
we may provide for these unfortunate people. 

Now, what is the result? You have got to put them in Catho
lic institutions, and institutions run by Presbyterians, and by 
Methodists, and by Lutherans, and by various denominations. 
There should be no objection made on this ground. I have made 
careful examinations in this matter, and I say we have 50,000 
people in the city of Washington coming from all the States who 
are here and have got to be ca:red for by these institu tioru;. Now, 
the proposition is here that the Secretary of W a.r shall be the 
custodian of this fund. He makes the contracts with these dif-
ferent institutions to care for these unfortunates. . 

Mr. LIND. Did I understand the gentleman to say that there 
are 50,000 people in this city receiving charity? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes; that is below the amount. They come 
from your Sliate; they come from my State-

Mr. LIND. I think not from my State. 
Mr. MAHON. Yes, they do; they come from every State in 

the Union. There are here more than50,000 of those people, who 
must be cared for by these plivate denominational institutions. 

Mr. Chairman, in the Fifty-fifth Congress we had a fight here 
about voting money to sectarian institutions. I took the position 
on this floor that until Congress provided institutions for the care 
of these unfortunates we had no right to refuse to make these ap
propriations. Take the Providence Hospital-a Catholic institu
tion-a magnificent hospital. In that institution there is what is 
called an alcoholic ward. Over 3,000 men from this city are sent 
to that institution to be cared for, and their lives saved from de
struction by excesses in drink. Yon have the Presbyterian Hos
pital; you have the Methodist Hospital; you have all these insti
tutions. 

Now, there is no justification for anybody attacking these ap
propriations. I say they are insufficient. If we want to care for 
these people outside of sectarian institutions, then let the Congress 
of the United States make appropriations for an institution for the 
blind, an institution for paralytics, an institution for infants 
thrown out upon the world without any fault of their own. We 
must make appropriations for the care of these people in public 
institutions, and until we do that there is nothing else to be done 
except to make contributions to private institutions for the care 
of these unfortunates. . 

Mr. Chairman, I undertake to make this declaration-that there 
is not a city in the United States or a State that cares for its un
fortunates as the city of Washington is doing in these private 
institutions. The expense for the care of these unfortunate people 
is 35 per cent less than expenses for similar purposes in the States 
of the Union. I ask the attention of the gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. ROBINSON], who is opposed to these appropriations, and I say 
they are not large enough. I know that the Committee on the 
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District of Columbia have cut down this bill to the last bottom 
dollar; and what the gentleman knows about the institutions of 
this city and the care of the poor and unfortunate in these i.DJJ'cl
tutions could be put, as I have heretofore said, in a pamphlet of 
two pages, while what he does not know on this subject would 
fill a volume as big as Webster's Unabridged Dictionary. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I think the gentleman is mistaken 
about the per capita cost in the District of Columbia of caring for 
these people, as compared with the cost in the various States. 

Mr. MAHON. No, sir. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I only desire respectfully to call 

the attention of the gentleman to that point. 
Mr. MAHON. Has the gentleman made any investigation on 

this subject? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have. 
Mr. MAHON. Let the gentleman take the State of Pennsyl

vania or the State of New York or the State of Indiana or the 
State of Illinois, and other States, and he will find that the per
centage there for taking care of these unfortunates is 34 per cent 
higher than in the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman mean the 
percentage for the whole of them? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes, 13ir. . 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Take the gentleman's State. 

What is the expense there for taking care, we will say, of the 
insane? 

Mr. MAHON. It is 40 per cent in my State, and in this District 
20 per cent. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The expense per capita for the 
care of insane persons in this District is $220. 

Mr. MAHON. The asylum for the insane here is an institution 
owned by the Government of the United States. In this District 
we have to care for infants born out of wedlock; we have to care 
for the poor woman who becomes paralyzed or blind, or the unfor
tunate man who becomes a victim to alcoholic excesses. Fifty 
thousand of these people are thrown upon this city. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania has expired. 

Mr. MAHON. I ask an extension of my time for two minutes. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAHON. Now, what are you going to do with these peo

ple? Thus far this Congress has put them under the care of pri
vate institutions. You have your Providence Hospital, your 
Presbyterian Hospital, your Home for Children, your Home for 
Old Women, your Home for Old Men, embracing many people 
who do not belong to this District, but who come here and through 
unfortunate circumstances are thrown upon public. charity. 

Now, I say again (and I am able to back up the statement with 
figures in my possession) that the cost of caring for these unfoll' 
tunate people in this Distri<;t, through these private institutions 
is 30 per cent lower here than for similar support in any State of 
the Union, and this bill, instead of being regarded as excessive in 
its appropriation, should make appropriation 30 per cent higher 
than those that are reported. I take it for granted that no Mem
ber of Congress would want these poor unfortunate people, who 
thus become objecta of charity, to die absolutely from disease or 
destitution. They should be cared for with the same benevolent 
spirit that is shown for the unfortunate in any of the States of 
the Union. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, the committee having this 
matter in charge has very kindly seemed to court suggestions, 
even though they border on criticism of number and amounts 
of the appropriations which are proposed in the bill in carrying 
out a policy of administration in this city which is maintained 
upon an extravagant basis. Now, I wish to call the attention of 
the Honse and the administration of this city to one point. The 
gentleman having this bill in charge [Mr. McCLEARY of Minna. 
sota] and the chairman of the great Appropriations Committee 
[Mr. HEMENWAY] have seen fit to-day and upon a former occa
sion to apeak in high terms of the cleanliness of this city. I join 
issue with them on that proposition. I undertake to say that 
taking into consideration the conditions, natural and artificial: 
here in this city, Washington is the dirtiest city that I ever set 
foot in, and the dirt and filth contribute to disease more than in 
any city that I know. As authority for that statement I have 
the physicians of this city. 

The most of your great avenues and streets are paved with 
asphalt. In some places you have cobbles or granite blocks, bnt 
most of the pavement is asphalt, making the streets as level and 
smooth as a billiard table, and hard and impenetrable. Nothing 
can get into cracks and crevices, joints or apertures. All the 
filth and increment is left and exposed right on the very t-op 
where it can be taken off as readily as it could be taken off fro~ 
any smooth, solid surface. All that is required to be done l.s for 
the superintendent of the sweeping of the streets, or others hav· 
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ing the matter in charge, to see to it that the filth is thoroughly 
and wholly removed-simply a matter of sweeping clean on a 
smooth surface. Yon would expect to find a clean street under 
the~ conditions~ but what condition do we find? A half-swept, 
bedaubed. and besmeared street or avenue. This winter we have 
had an euidemic here of what is commonly known as "grip," 
affecting a far greater proportion of the people of Washington 
than are affect01d in any other city in the whole country, accord
ing to the populati<m, so I am told. It has been attributed. in large 
measure, to the imp:rrities of the atmosphere, filled with poison
ous germs and bacteria caused by the filth accumulating upon 
the streets in a dried, pulverized condition, and then lx,ing scat
tered abroad In the form of fine dust, getting into our nostrils 
and ears and mouths, inoculating the system with millions of 
poisonous germs and causing sickness. If we had advanced in 
the science, skill, and facilities in cleaning streets here in Wash
ington as they have in many other places. we would not have the 
deplorable condition of the streets which we now have. Up in 
my city of Worcester, with 125,000 inhabitants, we have a car 
sprinkler, which can do the work of twenty horse sprinkling 
carts, and it is in use whenever the streets are dry and dusty. sum
mer or winter. I was surprised when I came here and saw noth
ing of the kind, but that the old-fashioned water carts were used 
when any sprinkling was done. 

My attention was also called to the fact that there was but very 
little sprinkling of the streets anyway here, either in summer or 
winter. Whatever filth falls, after a little of the thickest of it on 
top is scraped off, the rest. which is usually about one-half, is left 
to be ground and pulverized when it gets dry, so that it is almost 
a.~ fine as flour, and then in that dry condition the wind takes it 
and sea.tters it through the air to a distanceof !'iO or 100 feet from 
the surface of the ground, polluting and poisoning and breeding 
bacteria in its course. ln mycityof Worcester this car sprinkler 
doe a great deal toward keeping the surface of the pavement 
moi.:;tened, but not sloppy. Pennsylvania avenue is one of the 
finest avenues in the world, and one of the easiest to be kept re
Bpf"Ctably clean. and if a car sprinkler was ron over it at different 
times of the day. the dust and filth would be kept down, and then 
when night came the streets should be swept, not by one of these 
little white-winged fellows, but with a regular steam sweeper, or a 
sweeper to which horsepower is attached. that could cleanse the 
streets between 12 o'clock at night and 6 o'clock in the morning, 
so that for a little time at least in the forenoon of each day we 
might have clean streets. Then in the afternoon the hand sweep
ing could take place, if this sweeping was thoroughly done in
~ !.ad of half done. We see these men who go about with their 
li ~ tle hobbyhorses in the form of hand sweepers. They take off 
only the top surface of ome of the filth upon the streets, not get
tin()' it all. and spread the remainder over a large surface, where 
it is left to dry. 

The man passes on with bia little cart and scraper, taking some 
of the scrapings, and the rest is left to be pulverized by the teams 
that go over it. In a little while it is as fine as flom and is scat
tit--red about in the air. I have no doubt every Member of the 
House noticed when he first came here how much more fre
quently he had to brnsh his clothes and wash out his ears and 
nDse than he did at home, because of this pulverized dust in the 
atmosphere, which contains bacteria and which impregnates 
everything with its poisonous germs. I say that if the superintend
ent of the sweeping of the streets in this city would get out and 
ee what is being done in other cities and introduce here some of 

the improvements that we find in the smaller cities of the coun
try. we could make the streets of this city far more cleanly than 
they ar-e. and, what is of more vital importance. contribute largely 
to improved health conditions here. If you pass from here to the 
Treasury Department this afternoon and look along on either side 
of the street you will find ample evidence of the truth of state
ments I make: you will find little bunches of poisonous substances 
waiting for the sun to dry them and germinate the bacteria and 
for the wind to blow them about before they are gathered up. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE S:ENATE. 

The committee informally rose: and Mr. HENRY of Connecticut 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from 
the Senate, by Mr. P A.B.KL.-.;so!'l, its reading clerk. announced that 
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following 
titles: 

H. R. 2204. An act granting an inqrease of pension to Addison 
B. Stone; 

H. R. 807. An act granting an increase of pension to William F. 
Benefiel; 

H. R. 4466. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Burton; 

H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
E. Mcintire; 

H. R. 2995. An act granting a pension to Mary Korth; 

H. R. 3769. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton 
M. Casey; 

H. R. 4391. An act gran:ting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Schwemler; 

H. R. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
G. Corr; 

H. R. 7436. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Smith; 

H. R. 10192. An act granting a pension to Martha Mullins; 
H. R. 10991. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 

C. McFarland; , 
H. R. 1563. An act granting an increase of pension to Ory 

Warririer; 
H. R. 4674. An act granting an increase of pen~on to John 

Thompson: ' 
H. R. 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

Frazier; 
H. R. 6602. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Hackett; 
H. R. 1566. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T. 

Pierce: 
H. R. 8284. An act gmnting an increase of pension to Samuel 

G. Woods: 
H. R. 2470. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriet 

S. Packard; 
H. R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Foland; 
H. R. 4198. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

Lake: 
H. R. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie E. 

Webster; 
H. R. 9125. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

S. King; 
H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B. 

Dopp; 
H. R. 4702. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 

Collins~ 
H. R. 9710. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

Frazier; 
H. R. 10682. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 

Arnold; 
H. R. 1485. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 

Ferguson; 
H. R. 877. An act granting a pension to Ann M. Drig~ars; 
H. R. 880. An act granting a pension to Caroline S. W inn; 
H. R. 4630. An act granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus 

s. Collins: 
H. R. 4314. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 

Slade; 
H. R. 4750. An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson; 
H. R. 4540. An act granting a pension to Amanda kinner; 
H. R. 5045. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S. 

Elmore; 
H. R. 5149. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Erwin; 
H. R. 2930. An act granting an increase of pension to Lafayette 

M. Greene; 
H. R. 719. An act granting an increase ·of pension to John H. 

Willey; 
H. R.10968. Anactgrantingapension to Marceline P. Hamilton· 
H. R. 4192. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

A. Slocum; 
H. R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 

Gray; 
H. R. 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman 

York; 
H. R. 1314. An act granting a pension to Deni on L. Brown; 
H. R. 4642. An act granting an increa e of pension to William 

L. Wheeler; 
H. R. 4872. An act granting an increase of peL.I!rion to Albert 

W. Bradbury~ 
H. R. 6750. An act granting an increase of TJension to William 

Cassidy; 
H. R. 4589. An act granting a pension to Henry H. Barrett; 
H. R. 8984. An act granting an increase of pension to John L 

Rundberg; 
H. R. 9778. An act granting an increase of pension to Loriston 

W. Adkins: 
H. R. 4679. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 

M. Pierce: 
H. R. 2769. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

E. Armstrong: 
H. R. 2.'173. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

G. Cronkite; 
H. R. 4624. An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps; 
H. R. 4449. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Brown; 
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H. R. 7368. An act granting a. pension to Annie G. Norwood; 
H. R. 3370. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Adams; 
H. R. 4179. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 

C. Kuhn; 
H. R. 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

G. Thomas; 
H. R. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to Nichola-s 

Reinhart; 
H. R. 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J. 

Glahn; 
H. R. 6879. An act granting a. pension to Reuben A. Finnell; 
H. R. 4719. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 

Carter; 
H. R. 5006. An act granting a. pension to Sarah Ulshafer; 
H. R. 4119. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Mercer; 
H. R. 4326. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred 

C. McCardell; - · 
H. R. 859. An act granting an increase o~ pension to Andrew 

Barr; 
H. R. 3909. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

Hayden; 
H. R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach

man· 
H.' R. 3910. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

W. Hoffman; 
H. R. 3402. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

Nagle, 'jr.; 
H. R. 1005. An act granting an increase of pension to Marab E. 

Powell; 
H. R. 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

E. Mink; 
H. R. 5342. An act granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin; 
H. R. 9060. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Connors; 
H. R. 7063. An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynrh; 
H. R. 906. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell; 
H. R. 4910. An act granting an increase of pension to Prnden

tia L. D. Nugent; 
H. R. 10700. An act granting a. pension to Ella D. Madden; 
H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 

C. Ivory; 
H. R. 941. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

D. Taylor; . 
H. R. 10794. An act granting an increase of pension to Moses 

Hurlbut; 
H. R. 5030. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Mount; 
H. R. 4605. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Herlinger; 
H. R. 8922. An act granting a. pension to Martha E. Nolen. 
H. R. 8924. An act granting a pension to Georgia A. White

head; 
H. R. 1623. An act granting a. pension to John H. Reed; 
H. R. 5479. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. Anderson; 
H. R. 2192. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

0. Smith; 
H. R. 7410. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos D. 

Hoge; 
H. R. 9035. An act granting an increase of pension to J osaph 

Branen· 
H. R.' 6618. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry C. 

Coffin· 
H. R. 5610. An act granting a pension to Annie·Dorfner; 
H. R. 5999. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann 

Jennett Whitney; 
H. R. 10194. An act granting an increase of pension to Marion 

Long; 
H. R. 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke; 
H. R. 11076. An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira 

Miller; 
H. R. 10640. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace 

E. Wood; 
H. R. 9064. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 

Tidd; 
H. R. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

B. Cozine; 
H. R. 7382. An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon; 
H. R. 7659. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma 

])I. Elliott; 
H. R. 7814. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 

Andrews; 
H. R. 7083. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert P. 

Jaclrson; 
H. R. 9739. An act granting a. pension to Lizzie M. Worster; 

H. R .. 2692. An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood 
Finley; 

H. R. 8203. An act granting an increase of pension to J atnes M. 
Hemphill; 

H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool; 
H. R. 9999. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Edgar; 
H. R. 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M. 

Spears; 
H. R. 5603. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

C. McCormick; 
H. R. 5879. An act granting an increase of pension to Bennett 

Putnam; 
H. R. 6038. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

George; 
H. R. 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 

Remick; 
H. R. 7680. An act granting an increase of pension to De Witt 

C. Folsom: 
H. R. 8379. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira B. 

Wambangh; 
H. R. 8718. An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell 

P. Ford; 
H. R. 8998. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

L. Beach; 
H. R. 8811. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Dougherty; 
H. R. 10741. An act granting a pension to Mary Tate: 
H. R. 11345. An act granting a. pension to Joseph H. Hnie; 
H. R. 8733. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. McGraw; 
H. R. 6455. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham 

W. Cochran; 
H. R. 7096. An act granting an increase of pension to Eva. A. 

Bm·gess; 
H. R. 8966. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 

Fink· . 
H. 'R. 7559. An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley; 
H. R. 8124. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 

Hatfield; 
H. R. 7444. An act granting an increase of pension to Wash

ington J. Dutcher; 
H. R. 9376. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 

Renthle:x:; 
H. R. 10268. An act granting an increase of pension to Marga

ret E. Keller: 
H. R. 11343. An act granting an increase of pension to Matthew 

S. Priest; 
H. R. 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlet1 

S. Haggard; 
H. ·R. 9753. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 

Loomis; 
H. R. 7737. An act granting an increase of pension to Howard 

McGuire; 
H. R. 9273. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 

Sackett; 
H. R. 9037. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke· 
H. R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to A~line 

L. Power; · 
H. R. 10706. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

J. West; 
H. R. 10694. An act granting an increase of pension to Alderson 

T. Keen; 
H. R. 10748. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate 

Ridgeway; 
H. R. 11413. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 

F. Morton; 
H. R. 11319. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 

Arnold; 
H. R. 7311. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel 

Large; 
H. R. 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James G. 

Soims; 
H. R. 9421. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

P. Marshall; 
H. R. 5155. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 

Tompkins; -
H. R. 8771. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter F. 

Horner; 
H. R. 10046. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

J. Campton; 
H. R. 8970. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

B. Hart; 
H. R. 11194. An act gmnting an increase of pension to Frank 

S. Nickerson; 
H. R. 1316. An act granting an increase of peasion to George 

W.Day; 
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H. R. 6869. An act granting an increase. of pension to Lorenzo 
D. Elmer; 

H. R. 11052. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Eaton Livingston; 

H. R. 11113. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
Soules; 

H. R. 55G8. An act granting an · increase of pension to Emily 
Chapman; 

H. R. 5749. An act granting a pension to James B. Combs; 
H. R. 6977. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 

Graves; 
H. R. 10378. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J. 

Shell; 
H. R. 9903. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

W. Harlan; 
H. R. 11310. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 

Swisher; 
H. R. 9024. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Laird; 
H. R. 9426. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

S. Campbell; 
H. R. 7992. An act gr~ting an increase of pension to Isidore F. 

Chamberlain; 
H. R. 8231. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Gangwisch; 
H. R. 9 35. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick; 
H. R. 7999. An act granting an increase of pension to David 

W. Williamson; 
H. R. 5580. An act granting a pension to Celia C. Owen; 
H. R. 6999. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

W. Jones; 
H. R. 10180. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

E. McDowell; 
H. R. 5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 

Vassar; 
H. R. 8173. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 

Waters; 
H. R. 8648. An act granting a pension to Shadrach D. Bardin; 
H. R. 7236. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

R. McCullough; 
H. R. 9988. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Ellis; 
H. R. 8849. An act granting a pension to James S. Lauder

dale· 
H.' R.5849. An act granting an increase of pension to Catharine 

R. Brown; 
H. R. 6816. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

Ratzel; 
H. R. 6817. An act granting a pension to Rosa Glass; 
H. R. 6335. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

A. Barnes; 
H. R. 6814. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

W. Miller; 
H. R. 9127. An act granting a pension to Moses Schuman; 
H. R. 11556 • .An act granting an ~crease of pension to Edward 

M. Tappen; 
H. R. 10648. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes 

Shearer; 
H. R. 7712. An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier; 
H. R. 7805. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

N. Hall; 
H. R. 7418. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

Minkler· 
H. R. S185. An act granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman; 
H. R. 8343. An act granting a pension to Annie P. Erving:. 
H. R. 8991. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

E. Mattison; 
H. R. 8992. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

C. Davis; 
H. R. 8079. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

La Forest ; 
H. R. 8863. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

O'Malley; 
H. R. S610. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

Halling; An t' . t v· . . B d H. R. 9921. act gran mg a pension o rrguua. oy ; 
H. R. 9683. An act granting a pension to Henry Austin; 
H. R. 5868. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Simmons; 
H. R·. 10904. An act granting an increase of pension to Edson 

H. Crawford; and 
H. R. 8835. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

H. J aclrson. 
The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 

report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 

11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consular serv( 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to tht 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes ot 
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa
tives to the bill (8. 8317) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to grant right of way for pipe lines through Indian lands. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Rep.resentatives was requested: 

S. o69. An act grantinganincreaseofpension toJesseB. Nurse; 
S. 556. An act granting an increase of pension to William Stall; 
K 454:. An act granting an increase of pension to ·Rinaldo M. 

Griswold; 
S. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 

Sutherland; 
S. 447. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 

George; 
S. 358. An act granting and increase of pension to Phebe A. 

Ford; 
S. 336. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Lechleidner; 
S. 305. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. 

Evans: 
S. 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J aciD 

son Power; 
S. 140. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel B. 

Bailey; 
S. 106. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages; 
S. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H. 

Repka; 
S. 2690. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

Garry; 
S. 2661. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Klingler; 
S. 2655. An act granting an increaseof pension to Isaac Zellers; 
S. 2348. An act granting an increase of pension to Hamil ton S. 

Gillespie; 
S. 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 

Legrow; · 
S. 2058. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A. 

Roof; 
S. 2029. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P. 

Dobozy; 
S. 1959. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington; 
S. 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson 

Warren; 
S. 1764. An act granting an increase of pension to John Shehan; 
S. 1667. An act granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney; 
S. 1661. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 

Riley; 
S. 1436. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P. 

Wentworth; 
S. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 

Murry; 
S. 13!>4. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis M. 

Webster; 
S. 1388. An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H. 

Sawtelle; 
S. 885. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham; 
S. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott; 
S. 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias S. Gib

son; 
S. 783. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

McGee; 
S. 4455. An act granting an increase of pension to Ansel J. 

Busby; 
S. 4454. An act granting an increase of pension to John Seiler; 
S. 4371. An act granting a pension to Alison Clifton: 
S. 434:9. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann 

Seaton; 
S. 4329. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E 

Nesmith; 
S. 4317. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L. 

Augur; 
S. 4285. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 

Shands; 
S. 4284. An act granting an. increase of pension to Rebecca 

Hankins; . 
S. 4254. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 

Collingwood; · 
S. 4246. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Grover

man; 
S. 4237. An act granting a pension to Hannah Small Wiggin; 
S. 4:078. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 

Steele; 
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S. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L. 

Parker; 
S. 3978. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Howard; 
S. 3977. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther S. 

Baker; 
S. 3946. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright; 
S. 3936. An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania S. 

Cheney; 
S. 3919. An act granting al}ension to Florence E. Foster; 
S. 3896. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard F. 

Nugent; 
S. 3879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Q. 

Lemmond; 
S. 3878, An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof

fee· 
S. 3860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineau; 
S. 3833. An act granting an increase of pension to George T. 

Edwards; 
S. 3827. An act granting an increase of pension to Norman B. 

Davenport; 
S. 3S25. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H. 

' Lyman; 
S. 3810. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia. B. 

:Mullan; , 
S. 3774. An act granting an increase of peusion to John C. Fel

ton· s: 3771. An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia. C. 
Spencer: 

S. 3727. An act granting an increase of peusion to Eli Headley; 
S. 3690. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Gregory; 
S. 3654. An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall; 
S. 3651. An act granting an increase of pension to :Mildred S. 

Ogden; 
S. 3573. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin E. 

Myers; 
S. 3544. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 

Phillips; 
S. 3535. An act granting an increase of pension to John Walton; 
S. 3523. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 

Bu~· · 
S. S519. An act granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant; 
S. 3500. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrin L. 

Mann; 
S. 3499. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E. 

Lookingbill; 
S. 3491. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 

Howe; 
S. 3417. An act granting a pension to Garrett V. Chamberlin; 
S. 3457. An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M. 

Parker; 
s. 3394. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B. 

Crawford; 
S. 3377. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Tyree; · · f · to J I S. 3201. An act granting an mcrease o pensiOn ames • 
Shafer; 

S. 3149. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Browning; 

S. 2971. An act granting a pension to Amelia Walsh; 
S. 2960. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

Horning; +-=- • f ' to Willi' J S. 2952. An act gran~.rlllg an mcrease o pens10n am • 
P. Buck; 

S. 2946. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua Day; 
S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to James L. 

Ackley; 
S. 2937. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 

Bodenstab; 
S. 2894. An act granting a. pension to Clara J. Garretson; 
S. 2872. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

Schermerhorn; and 
S. 2871. An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M. 

Cooper. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 

following resolution; in which the concurrence of the Honse of 
Representatives was requested: 

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50. 
Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to 

cause an examination and survey to be made from the St. Jones River, at 
Dover, Del.\ to a point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the 
purpose of aetermining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal be
tween the said rivers and the deepening and widening of Little River, so a.s 
to provide a channel suitable for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to 
Delaware Bay. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

amendments bills of the following titles in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Weaver; · 

H. R. 1851. An act granting an increase of pension to David T. 
Tow1es; 

H. R. 2947. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Thompson; and 

H. R. 3011. An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip 
Dnttenhaver. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

CHILD-cARING INSTITUTIONS. 
Board of Children's Guardians: For the Board of Children's Guardians, 

created under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For administrative ex
pellses, including salaries of agenta, not to exceed $2,400, expenses in placing 
and visiting chilClren, and all office and sundry expenses, $10,00J. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I should like to ask the 
gentleman of the subcommittee for a little information. I notice 
in line 19, for administrative expenses, sundries, etc., $10,000; in 
line 23, for maintenance, etc., $12,000; for the board and care of 
children committed, etc., and the total appropriated for this boaTd 
is $62,000. Can the gentleman state how many children are cared 
for in these institutions? I have no information upon that sub
ject, and I should like to know. No doubt they are great institu
tions and probably the mgney is well expended, but I should like 
just a little more information on the subject. 

Mr. McCL.EARY of Minnesota. According to the report of the 
board having charge of these matters-

On the 1st of December, 1903, the board had 1,00 permanen wards. Of 
these, 369 were white and 673 were colored; 697 weTe boys and 345 girls; 200 
were in institutions, for wP,om board was pa.id; 116 in private homes, for 
whom board was paid; 610 in free homes, costing nothing except thee~~~: 
of su~rvision, which, according to the latest report of the Bo&rd of Guar · 
was $11.21 per annum per capita. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 3. That until and including June 00, 1..00), the Secretary of the Treas

ury is authorized and directed to advance, on the requisition of the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia, made in the manner now prescribed by 
law, out of any moneys in the Treasury of the United States not otherwise 
appropriated. such sums as may be necessary from time to time to meet the 
general expenses of said District, as authorized by Congress, and to reim
burse the Treasury for the portion of said advances payable by the District 
of Columbia out of the taxes and revenues collected for the support of the 
government thereof: Provided, That all advances made under this act and 
under the acts of February 11, 1001; June 1, 1902, and March 3, 1903, not reim
bursed to the TreasurY_ of the United States on or before June 30, l!lffi, shall 
be reimbursed to said Treasury out of the revenues of the District of Colum
bia from time to time within five years, beginning July 1,1003, together with 
interest thereon at the rate of 2 per cent per a.nnum until so reimbursed: 
Provided further, That the Auditor for the State and other De113cl'tmentsand 
the auditor of the District of Columbia shall each annually report the amount 
of such advances, stating the account for ea.ch fiscal year separately, and also 
the reimbursements made under this section, togetlier with the balance re· 
maining, if any, due to the United States: .And provided further, That noth
ing contained herein shall be so construed as to require the United States to 
bear any part of the cost of street extensions, and all advances heretofore or 
hereafter made for this purpose by the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
repaid in full from the revenues of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PERKINS. I move to strike out the last word, for the 
purpose of asking a question of the gentleman in charge of the 
bill. I should like to ask, Mr. Chairman, what is the amount of 
the advances that have been made by the United States to the 
District of Columbia? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is about $1,600,000 at this 
date. 

Mr. PERKINS. How much will be made in this bill? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. About $400,000, in round 

numbers. 
Mr. PERKINS. Not more than that? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I think not. 
Mr. PERKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman whether he 

sees any reasonable ground to expect that these advances will 
ever be repaid? -

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I do, Mr. Chairman. For in
stance, take the bill we are now considering. Many of the expendi
tures in this bill are for permanent improvements which will be 
completed in the very near future. For :iruf..ance, we spend $1,600,· 
000 in round numbers this year in completing the water-filtration 
plant. That will be out of the bill the next year entirely. We ex
pend other large sums for approximate completion of the sewage
disposal system, of which I spoke yesterday. If not next year, the 
year following we will have that general system completed, and 
the large appropriation for it will be out of the bill. With such 
items out, there will be a remainder every year from the regular 
income of the District out of which we can pay all the interest 
and make some payment on the principal. 

Mr. PERKINS .. Now, does the gentleman think that the ex
penses of the District will be less? Will they not increase in the 
future as they have in the past? 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have not increased cur
rent expenses very much this year, Mr. Chairman, nor last year. 
Last year, in answer also in part to what has been said on the other 
side, I think we put· in only two increases of salaries and practically 
no increases of employment aside from the schools and police force. 
This year we put in some additions for the schools and for fire pro
tection. So after the regular payment of the expenses of the Dis
trict there will be left, we believe, a reasonable sum to apply on 
the principal of the debt. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why is it impossible to increase the revenues 
of the District? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: We have just got through last 
year making an effort to increase them, and we have materially 
increased them. We added a tax on personal property which had 
theretofore not been made, and increased the rate of taxation upon 
real estate. We framed a bill last year on what seemed to be 
the judgment of the committee and of the House and of Congress 
as to what ought to be done in the premises, and it does not seem 
as though we should open the matter again now. We should 
leave this new plan of taxation in undisturbed operation for a while 
at least. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend-
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 72, after line 8, insert: 
"No part of any money appropriated by this a.ct shaJl be available for pay

ing expenses of horses and carriages or drivers thereof for the personal use 
of any officer provided for by this act." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, that amend
ment--

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order, so as to hear the explanation. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have no objection to the gen
tleman presenting his point of order at this time. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, this amend
ment is probably not subject to a point of order, but I would be 
glad to have the gentleman explain his amendment and its neces
sity, in view of the fact that we have already covered this same 
ground in the bill. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The amendment which I have 
sent to the Clerk's desk, and which has been read, is the language 
placed on the legislative, executive. and judicial appropriation 
bill that passed the House, restricting the use of carriages by 
Government officials. The bill in that form went to the Senate, 
and I find, as shown by the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, on page 2459, 
that the Senator having the bill in charge said: 

There has grown up a. practice whereby almost every head of a bureau or 
Assistant Secretary or Assistant Postmaster-General seems to have been able 
to get a carriage at Government expense. There has been a. ~ood deal of 
talk about itt and almost a scandal, and the committee thought 1t was desir
able to limit 1t to certain officials, so that there should be no further question 
as to who is entitled to a carriage at Government expense. We have none 
ourselves at Government expense, and a good many other people ought not to 
have them, I think. 

The language of that bill also included, in addition to what the 
amendment now proposes to include, -that the heads of Depart
ments and the Secretary to the President should be allowed this 
privilege, suiting itself to the purposes of that bill. Mr. Chair
man, the purpose of this amendment is to make it safe. The 
Senate, however, in their amendment adopted an amendment to 
the House amendment saying that in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial bill and in all other acts by Congress no c.arriages 
shall be permitted to the various officers. 

Now, if the g ;ntleman has in mind the superintendent of 
s~hools and the superintendent of waterworks, as to those two 
I have no objection if he desires to amend by including their right 
to this privilege. But the act pa£sed by the Senate cuts them all 
out, excluding those I have mentioned, in all bills. I think there 
should be a restriction on thiS right to the use of carriages. And 
in the interest of orderly legislation I want this bill to say so, as 
the matter is in the interest of reform and meets a crying evil. 
Now I will yield to the gentl~man. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman. as I under
stand the gentleman, he says that in a bill which has ah·eady 
passed this House and is pending between the two Houses, the 
provision appears which he has just sent forward to be added to 
this bill. Am I correct? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. But it also includes this-and the 
gentleman may not have heard me in making my statement-it 
includes the Senate amendment, that in no other acts of Congress 
shall this privilege be allowed. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Now, Mr. Chairman, taking 
the statement of the gentleman just as he makes it, I would like 
to ask him what good purpose is to be served by adding to this 
bill the paragraph which the gentleman himself says is in another 
bill which will be enacted into law before this bill has passed, 
a bill which has already passed the House and is nowpending be
tween the two Houses, being perfected, and which will become a 

law sooner than this bill? What good purpose will be served by 
putting on this bill the identical paragraph which will become a 
law before this bill does? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. This House has not passed upon 
that question. The Senate has passed upon that question, and I 
desire to support the proposition of the Senate and make this in 
the interest of orderly legislation, so that this bill may contain 
that provision which the Senate amendment carries upon it. On 
that the Senate has acted; this House has not. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman conbt 
that this House will agree to its own provision as amended, if the 
amendment is a good one? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. You can not tell when it goes 
into conference how this House will act upon any proposition be-· 
fore it, unless you resort to the difficult task of voting down the 
conference report. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. And therefore the gentleman 
would send with this bill similar language to conference? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I would send it to this particular 
conference, and I wouldhave the House pass upon this salutary 
provision that met with the unanimous support of the Senate. 
It is a provision which the gentleman will not deny is a salutary 
one. And I hope that he will accept the proposition, because it is 
in the line of the House legislation on that subject in the legisla
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill. It is in this in
terest and in the same language as the Senate passed unanimously 
upon that subject. And now let the conference committee on 
that bill be supported with this provision now passed. What ob
jection is there to it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Then, Mr. Chairman, I rise in 

my own right. I invite the gentleman's attention and that of the 
committee to page 12 of this bill, where will be found, in lines 15 
and 16, these words: 

P1·ovided, That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act shall be 
used only for official purposes. · 

I repeat the language, since the gentleman from Indiana does 
not seem to have heard it-

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Yes, sir; I did hear the language. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota (reading): 
That horses and vehicles appropriated for in this act sha.ll be used only for 

official purposes. 
Mr. Chairman, there is nothi~g new in the amendment intro

duced by the gentleman, as we had already put into this bill a para
graph having every good effect to be accomplished by the amend
ment proposed. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman's provision, just 
read, says they may use carriages for official purposes, and my 
amendment seeks to escape the very language in which the gen
tleman affirmatively recognizes the use. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Why,Mr. Chairman. the gen
tleman assuredly will not say-just let me read this again. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. It says that they may employ 
these carriages for official use. . 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman object to 
that? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say they shall not use carriages 
at all, except if the gentleman desires the superintendent of 
schools and the superintendent of waterworks to use them. If 
that is necessary, he can move that the amendment be amended 
for that purpose. 

Mr. McCLE.ARY of Minnesota. The gentleman would notal
low the chief of the fire department, for example, a horse and 
carriage to be used in the discharge of his official duties. Is that 
what the gentleman means? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 1f that is trnenow, the Senate bas 
already deprived you of it, if the language of its amendment pre
vails. I would permit necessary use, and so propose to the gen
tlemen the amendment to the amendment. If the provision in 
this act would hold the construction claimed, it would be objec
tionable to that use. The Senate has already cut you out. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Indiana is willing that his proposed amendment shall be 
amended, showing that he recognizes that in its present form it 
is not only faulty, but mischievous. 

In this bill we have already, as I have shown, taken the oppor
tunity of forestalling any use of horses and carriages except for 
official purposes. That has been accomplished in the paragraph 
which I have already read. We are not going to agree that such 
officers as the chief of the fire department shall be denied a horse 
and carriage for his official use; but our provision denies horses 
and carriages " except for official use," thus accomplishing every 
good purpose sought. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Does the gentleman deny that 
carriages have been used for official purposes unwisely. unjmtly, 
and without warrant of law? 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Let me read the language of 

the provision again: 
That the horses and vehicles appropriated for in thls act shall be used 

o:nly for official purposes. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Which is the same purpose that 

they have been pretending to use them for-official purposes
under this system of abuse. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. How can the gentlemanmake 
it any stronger than that makes it? It is a waste of time to con
sider this amendment, for it is already in the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 

The question was considered; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk proceeded and read the last section of the bill, as 

follows: 
SEc.!. That all laws and parts of laws to the extent that they are incon

sistent with this act are repealed .. 

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. This bill is about to be reported to the House for final 
consideration and enactment. In my judgment the most difficult 
problem that faces us is municipal controL A great many other 
things demand attention, but no one problem seems to present 
difficulties so insoluble as that of city government. The expenses 
of other cities have been mentioned here, and it has been said 
that they afford no criterion b~ ~hich to judge of the ~ciency
or the insufficiency of the proVIsions for the expenses of this capi
tal. One statement concerning them m~y be safely made. Ex
travagance wastefulnesa, and dishonesty 18 the rule and economy 
and honesty the exception in the govel'J!-ID.~nt of o~r ci~ies .. O~e 
gentleman said he thought the appropnations earned m th1s bill 
ought to be 30 per cent larger. I can well conceive of a bill car
rying 30 per cent larger appro~riations which would mee~ ~y 
cordial indorsement. Were a bill offere~ h~re to-d~y proVIding 
appropriations 30 per cent larger than this bill proVIdes ~nd the 
object of the appropriation was to beautify and adorn this great 
capital it would receive my support and the indorsement of the 
people of Missouri. 

But if it provided for a sealer of weights and measures at a 
salary of $6,000 a year, and cam~ ~om a co~miti;ee wh_ose only 
answer to a criticism of that proVlSlon was to mqmre whether the 
gentleman making it knew ~he precis~ duties of that official, I 
think there is no sane voter m the Umted States who would not 
say that it was time to inquire where the money goes that is voted 
out of the pockets of the taxpayers of the whole country to ex
pend here in Washington. 

Mr. Chairman, we are the accredited representatives of the 
people of the several States. Most of us were sent here beca~e 
the people of our districts thought that, to the extent of our abil
ity we would faithfully perform the duties of lawmakers. The 
duty that devolves upon us to-day is to contribute to the solution 
of this insoluble problem of m~cipal control o~ .best o~ering. 
Would you invite the city councils of the great c1ties to mspect 
this bill as a guide? Would they find in it an example·by follow
ing which they may sift out wrongful appropriations? The evil 
of city government most injurious to the public is the spoils sys
tem. It is a fact that with a large and frequently transient pop
ulation it is very difficult_ to obtain inciti~s the very best r~S:Uts 
at the ballot box. It is difficult to place m charge of mumCipal 
governments those best able to administer the affairs of a great 
city. W hingt But here no such difficulty exists,.. To safegua~d as . on 
against evils nnescapable in other cities, you a~olished the nght 
of self-government in the District of Colnmb:ta, and Congress 
undertakes to perform duties elsewhere performed by· aldermen 
chosen at popular el~ctions~ This ~ill g?e~ to the country as the 
highest exemplific~t10n of our capacity, s1tting as a board of alder
men for to-day we are charged wi:tli the duties of a city council. 
Thjs' bill goes to the country-explained by the subco.mmittee 
charged with its preparatio?, ~d defended by the cJ:Iarrman of 
the Committee on Appropnations-as the be~t o:ffenn~ . of ~he 
most inefficient city council that cursesanAmencan mumCipality. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the reading of the 
bill is concluded. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I now ask to 
.return to page 22, as was agreed· w~en we.were on that page, to 
offer the following amendment, which· I will send to the desk and 
ask to have read. . 

The CHAffiMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows; 
On page 22, after line 15, insert: 
"For the repair of: the Anaco.stia. Bridge under dir~ction of ~h~ Commission~ 

ers of the District of Columbm, $100,000, and the sa1d Co~~ners.are au
thorized to enter into a contract or contracts {or the repair of Bald brld$e;,lo 
be completed within two years from Jnlyl lOOt at a cost not to exceed $250,l.W, 
~ be paid f1·om time to time as appropna flons therefor may be made by law: 

Provided hotaever, Tba.t before any part o! this sum shall be used, the .Ana
costia and Potomac River Railroad Company shall pay to the c~llector of Lues 
of the District of Columbia the entire cost of thepavementlymg~tween ~e 
exterior rails of the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from the sa1d exterior 
rails of said tracks on each side thereof and the entire floor system support
ing said pavement and said collector shall dsposit- one-half of same in the 
United States Treaquryto the credit of the District of Columbia and one-half 
to the credit of the Uruted States, nor shall said appropriation be availal?le 
until said railroad company shall agree to ~ume one-half the cost of mam
tenance and repair of said new bridgo to be ~llected in the sa.me m~er as 
the cost of layin~ pave~ents between the r~~ and tracks of street railways 
as provided form section 5 of 'An act proVIding a permanent form of gov
ernment for the District of Columbia,• appro>ed June ll, 1878: Provided 
fm·ther, That this approJ>riationshallnotbe available until theAn!l-costia and 
Potomac River Railroad Company shall agree that any other railroad com
pany now or hereafter authorized by Congress to usa said bridge shall have 
the right to use the tracks of the Anacostia and Potomac River Ra:ip'oad 
Company thereon upon such reciprocal trackage and such compensation as 
may be mutually agreed upon, and in case of failure to reach such an agree
ment that the supreme court o~the District of Columbia, shall upon petition 
filed by either :party, fix and determine the same." 

Mr DAVIS of ~Iinnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make the 
point' of order to the substitute offered on the ground that it is 
not authorized by existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman, if he 
desires to be heard. 

Mr. DAVIS of Jrfinnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would like to· ask 
the chairman of the subcommittee in charge of the bill a question, 
if he will permit me. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The biH as originally presented to 

the committee and as read yesterday was apparently for the pur
pose, at least this section was, of constructing a new bridge. I 
will ask now if that is still the intention, to constru<Jt a new bridge 
and at the same place? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The language·of the provision 
yesterday was ''to reconstruct" the bridge. There is a bridge 
there now. The purpose of the provision was stated to be , .. to 
reconstruct " that bridge. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Did that amount to constructing 
a new bridge? 

Mr. McCLEARY of :Minnesota. That is a matter for the Com· 
missioners to settle when they finally investigate the matter. 
How much of the existing bridge can be used I do not know. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I notice that the gentleman has 
changed the language now to '' repair '' the bridge. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Is that done simply to· avoid the 

point of order? 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We think this work should be 

done, and we know that we can." repair'' a bridge. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Then the gentleman will say that 

this is not. to construct a new bridge? 
Mr. McCLEARY of JHinnesota. "The gentleman" will say 

that it is just what it purports to be-to reconstruct a bridge that 
is now there. How much of the existing structure can be used 
"the gentleman" does not know; does not pretend to know. He 
does not believe that anybody knows. That is a matter for in
vestigation when they come to arrange for the repair or recon
struction. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. .Mr. Chairman, I still insist on tbe 
point of order. I should hate to call this a subterfuge; but ev-en 
if the present amendment truthfully states what it is intenc.ed 
for, still there are other pronsions of the bill that I think are 
subject to the point of order. I desire to read a portion of Rule 
XXI, section 2: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, or 
be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not prenously 
authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publio 
works and objects as are ah·eady in progress. 

I do not believe that it will be contended, Mr. Chairman, that 
this is a. work that is already in progress. Therefore I contend 
that even the fore part of this substitute comes squarely within 
the operation of Rule XXI, to say nothing about the balance of 
the new legislation incorporated in the substitute. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. LAWR~CE). The· Chair is ready to 
rule. The Chair will cite a ruling made in the first session of the 
Fifty-seventh Congress to the effect that" the admissibility of an 
amendment should be judged from the provisions of its face, 
rather than from the pmposes which circumstances may sug
gest." This. amendment states that the appropriation made 
thereby is for the repairing of a bridge.. The Cha.ix will therefore 
rule that it is an appropriation for a work now in progress; that 
it is an expenditure previously authorized by law. The amend
ment provides that the appropriation shall be withheld unless 
certain conditions are complied with. All the provisos are dis· 
tinct limitations upon this appropriation. The Chair will over
rule the point of order. The question is on the amendment· offered 
by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

The question having been put on agreeing to the amendment, 
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Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota called for a division. 1\.fr. THOMAS_ of North Carolina. And that no time will be 
The question being taken, there were-ayes 76, noes 8. lost. 
So the amendm.ent·was agreed to. Mr. SHERMAN. That is right. · 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota.. Mr. Chairman, I move that Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, if thjs request is granted, will the 

the committe3 now rise and report the bill as amended to the Private Calendar be in the same situation_ on Tuesday that it 
House with a fa"torable recommendation. otherwise would occupy to-morrow? 
. The motion was agreed jio. The SPEAKER. Precisely. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- ~ MI . ., GRAFF. With reference to all bills on the Private Cal
sumed the chair, Mr. LA.WRE~CE, Chairman of the Committee of enuar? 
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on The SPEAKER. Precisely. Is there objection? 
the state of the Union. had had under consideration House bill There was no objection. 
12833, the Disti·ict of Columbia appropriation bill, and had di-1 Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I should like to make 
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments and j some agreement with reference to general debate, if possible. 
with the recommendation that the bill with the amendments be Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would inquire of the gentleman 
passed. if points of order have been reserved on the bill? 

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded upon any Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, yes; they were reserved long ago. I ask 
of the amendments? [A pausa.] In the absence of any demand unanimous consent that general debate on the bill be limited to 
for a separate vote the question will be taken upon the amend- four hours. Is that agreeable? 
ments in gross. Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think five hours will. be as little 

The amendments were agreed to. as we could consent to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent that general debate 

time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. be limited to five hours. 
On motion of .Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, a motic-n to recon- . The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani· 

sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. mous cvnsent that general debaj.~ be limited to five hours. Is 
CO~FER:&~CE REPORTS ON PENSION BILLS. there objection? 

].fr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the several con- Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Two hours and a half on a side? 
The SPEAKER. Two hours and a half on a side. 

ference reports, which will befoundinprintonpages2850 and 2851 Mr. SHERUAN. I should have included in the request that 
of the RECORD. They are conference reports on private pension 
bills. the minority time be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of the highest privilege. [Mr. STEPHE~s] and the majority time by the chairman of the 
The House proceeded to consider, respectively, the reports of committee. 

committees of conference on bills of the following titles, the re- The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
ports having been already published on pages 2850 and 2851 of There was no objection. 
the RECORD: DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR .APPROPRIATION BILL, 
R!~!~ 958. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. Mr. HITT. I ask the gentleman from New York to yield to me 

H. R. 3776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred I. for a moment. 
Judy; Mr. SHERMAN. I do, with pleasure. 

H. R. 6022. An act granting an increase of pension to George Mr. HITT. I desire to call up a conference report that has just 
w. Travis; come over from the Senate, on the diplomatic and consular ap-

H. R. 468. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry propriation bill, and I ask that the conference report itself be 
Christy· omitted and that, instead of reading it, the statement be read. 

H. R.' 3903. An act granting an increase of pension to George Mr. SHERMAN. Has it been printed in the RECORD? c. Sherman; Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask if the conference re-
An · · f · t Ab H port has been printed in the RECORD? 

H. R. 892. act grantmg an morease 0 pensiOn ° ram · · The SPEAKER. Has the conference report been printed? 
Hunt; and Mr. IDTT. It has not. It just came in. 

H. R. 5176. An act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then it must take its usual 
Dutch. d ti 1 ad t d course and be printed, under the rule. 

The conference reports as rea were respec ve Y ope 'on The SPEAKER. It will be printed in the RECORD, under the 
motion of Mr. GIBSON. 

Mr. GIBSON. I move to reconsider the several votes by which rule. 
these conference reports have been agreed to, and also move that The conference report and statement are as follows: 
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table. The committee of conference on the d.is."1.greeing votes of the two Houses on 

The latter motion was agreed to. the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.l1287) making appropriaHons 
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30 
1900, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to I'eoommend :rnDIA..,.~ APPROPRIATION BILL. 

1\fr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Honse re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, and 
pending that motion I ask unanimous consent that the order of 
business for to-morrow be postponed UJ+til Tuesday next, so that 
when we have begun the consideration <?f .tlJ?-s appropriation bill 
we may continue it from day to day until1t 1s concluded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER
MAl ] asks un~nimous consent that the order of business under 
the rules for to-Ii.lm-row be transferred until Tuesday next. Is 
there obiection? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I would like to understand 
whether the regular order for to-morrow will be the considera
tion of bills from the Committee on War Claims? 

The SPEAKER. No: bills from the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. GIBSON. The Committee on War Claims has no objec· 

tion to this change in the order of business. 
Mr. SHERMAN. The War Claims Committee does not object, 

and at any rate business from the Committee on Claims has 
preference to-morrow .. I COJ?-Snlted the chaiJ:man of the Cla~s 
Committee before making this request, and he has assented to 1t. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I will not object. I simply 
wished to understand the matter. 

I understood that to-morrow was war-claims day. I now UTI· 

derstand that it has been displaced by claims. 
)tfr. SHERMAN. To-morrow is private-bill day, with a pref

erence for claims, not war claims. 
Mr. T.aOMAS of North Carolina. And I further understand 

that claims will be taken up on Tuesday. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. You will lose no time. 

and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 
That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 13, 

14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 43, and 4!. · 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 

Senate numbered l, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, '?:1, 23, 29, 30, 31, 32, 31, 31, 00, 
37, 38, 39, 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 9: That the House recede from its disagreement to 
the amendment of the Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: Strike out the matter inserted by said amendment, 
and on page 15 of the bill, between lines 16 and 17, insert as a. paragraph the 
following: 

"Lourenco Marquez, Africa.." 
And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 35: That the House recede from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate numbered 35, and o.~ee to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed" insert "four hundred 
and ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars;" and the Senate agrea to the 
same. -

ROBERT~R. HITT, 
ROBT. AD.A.MS, Jr., 
HUGH A. DINSMORE, 

.Managers on the pm-t of the House. 
EUGENE HALE, 
s. M. CULLOM, 
H. M. TELLER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Statement of the managers on the part of the House to accomJ.>any the con
ference report upon the diplon:atic and consular appropriation bill (H. R. 
11..987). . 
The managers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol

lowing statement of the result o! the conference with the managers on the 
part of the Senat-e on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses UJ?On the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R.11287) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905: 

The amount apJJropriated by the bill a!J it passed the House was $1,~\~00.69. 
The increases added by the Se111.1.te amounted to $77,300, so that the bill as it 
passed the Senate apJJropriated ~.073,100.6U. 

The Senate receded from its amendments pronding s;li,OOO for legation 
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buildings at Seoul, Korea; $2,(XX) for the cost of cablegrams, etc., for consular 
reports, and $36,000 to provide for thirty clerks at the principal consulates. · 

The House receded from its disagreement to the provision for $1,000 addi
tional salary for the ministe-r to Rouma.nia, Servia, and Greece; $5,000 addi
tional for the charges d'affaire3 ad interim; for the secretaries of legation at 
Denmark and Portugal, at $1,800 each; for an increase of $1,000 to the consul 
at Lourenco Marquez, Africa: to the creation of consulates at Chungking 
and Hangchow, China1 at 83,000 each; to increases of $500 each in the consul's 
salary at Odessa, RusSlll.; Budapest, Austria-Hungary; Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, 
Mexico, and Rouen, France; to the provision firiilg a salary of $1,!i00 instead 
of fees (about the same amount) at the consulates at Moncton, New Bruns-
wick; Port au Prince, Haiti, and Turks Island, West India. . 

The clerk-hire allowance at Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. The 
titles of tho consular posts at LourenQo Marquez, Tientsin, Chefoo, Fuchau, 
and Hankow were made "consuls," instead of "consuls-general," as provided 
by the Senate amendments. 

The net decrease in conference from the bill as it passed the Senate is 
$53,000, making the amount of the bill as now reported ~.020,100.69. 

R.R.HITr, 
R. ADA)IS, Jr., 

Manage-rs on the part of the House. 

DIPLOMATIC, 1905, 

Amount of House bill ...••..................•...•. ----------------- $1,995,800.69 
Increase by Senate_----· .....•............ ----------.--···----..... 77, &X>. 00 

Amount as passed Senate ••.......... ---------·-------------- 2,073,100.69 

Decrease in conference, namelf.: 
Legation buildings at Seou, Korea .........••..•....•...•..... 
Cost of cablegrams, etc., consular report.s ...... ----·-------·-
Consul&general (transferred to consuls schedule) . _. _. _ ••.. -~ 
ClerkS (30) at principal consulates.-----.-----.--------------·-_ 

Total decrease ...... _----._ ..... ------.------------------- ___ _ 

Increass in conference, namely: 
Consuls restored (ma<le consuls-general by Senate) .........• 
Cl~rks at consulates •......... : ......•............ --------------

Total increase _ ...... -----.----- .....• ------ ............ _ -----
Net decrease in conference------ ............. -----·; ·····---------

30,000.00 
-2,<XXl.OO 
16,0Xl.OO 
36,000.00 

-----
84,000.00 

-----

16,000.00 
15, IXXJ. 00 

31, CXXJ. 00 
53,000.00 

Amount as agreed to in conference ............ ------------------- 2.0'20,100.69 
INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, the House resolved itself into the 

Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union· for the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 12684) making appropriations for 
the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes, 
with Mr. BOUTELL in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I ask unanimous consent to dispense with 

the first reading of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani

mous consent to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SHERMAN. M:r. Chairman, I shall occupy but a very 

brief portion of the time of the committee in stating the amounts 
appropriated by this bill and for what purposes and referring 
very briefly to the legislative matters contained in the bill. 

In total there was estimated this year in the original estimates 
nearly a million dollars less than was carried in last year's appro
priation bill. The bill as now presented to the House carries 
some $200,000 more than the amount found in the Book of Esti
mates; but save one or two items there is no appropriation in the 
bill that is not recommended by the Department or by the Bureau, 
either in the Book of Estimates or in some subsequent communi
cation. 

The total carried by the bill is $7,610,000. The total carried by 
the Book of Estimates was $7,400,000 and some odd. The amount 
appropriated last year was $8,500,000. 

The general policy of the Government in reference to the In
dians has not materially changed in the last three or four years. 
It has been extended. particularly in reference to doing away with 
rations and using the treaty moneys. especially for the Sioux, 
that it is provided we shall expend for them, in paying the Indians 
for their labor. In other words, they have enforced labor rather 
than feed them in idleness. That policy began some years ago, 
and pursued year by year has brought about a very much better 
condition of civilization and morality among the Indian tribes 
than had heretofore existed. 

I have prepared here a statement, somewhat voluminous, taken 
from the reports of Commissioners of former years and taking 
ext@Cts from reports of various agencies upon this general sub
ject of employing Indian labor·, which I will not detain this com
mittee to read, but will insert in the RECORD. To my mind it is 
entertaining, and it is exceedingly gratifying to those who are 
interested in the uplifting and civilization of the Indian tribes. 

The approP.riation for sc~ools is some!"J:.at large~ than it w~ 
last year, and somewhat larger than ongmally estimated for m 
the Book of Estimates. 

I think it is· known that the entire Indian population now is, in 

round numbers, 270,000, of which the New York Indians and t~e 
Indians of the Territory number some 70,000 or 80,000; so that 
there are, in round figures, 200,000 Indians in the United States 
exclusive of Alaska. During the pa-st year there was enrolled in 
the various Indian schools, reservation and nonreservation-I am 
using entirely round fignres-25,000 Indian children of both sexes, 
and an average attendance of some two or three thousand less 
than the enrollment in Goverp.ment schools. The progress made 
in the schools, as appears by the report of the superintendent of 
schools, and of the head of the educational division of the depart
ment, and of the Commissioner, is gratifying. 

I think I hardly need to elaborate before this Committee of the 
Whole the different kinds of schools and what is attempted to be 
accomplished there by. I think it is pretty well known here. I 
think that is all I need to say in reference to schools. 

I desire to call the attention of the committee to the report, 
which is No. 1022, in which this year, for the first time, .we have 
set out in full the various treaty stipulations lUl.der which all the 
treaty provisions are made in the bill. I think the members of 
the committee and of the House will find that, not only in con
sidering the bill at the present time but in future years, a ready 
pamphlet of reference. 

There are a number of provisions iu "the bill, Mr. Chairman, 
which yon will readily see are entirely out of order, obnoxious to 
the rule, al!d I shall not contend if any gentleman sees fit to make 
the point of order against them aft-er ·hearing the e-xplanations as 
we reach those provisions of the need and the requirement for 
them. If any gentleman raises a point of Ol'tler at the time, they 
must go out. · : 

There is no provision in the bill of a legislative nature that has 
not had the approval of the Committee on Indian Affairs as well 
as the approval of the Department. The Committee on Indian 
Affairs has given to the bill this year exhaustive consideration 
and examination. We have consumed all the time in at least a 
dozen or fifteen meetings in going over with great care each par
ticular item of the bill; and they have been wonderfully lmani
mous in the conclusion reached in reference to all these items, 
whether they carry app1·opriations or are purely legislative pro-
visions. · 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is all I care to say at the present 
time. When we reach the reading of the bill it will give me, or 
give other members of the committee better versed in reference 
to certain provisions of it, pleasure to answer any inquiry that is 
made by any gentleman on the floor, giving them the fullest pos
sible information that is to be obtained with reference to the items. 

APPENDIX. 
LABOR IN LIEU OF RATIONS. 

Pdor to 1902 rations were issued to all the Indians of a tribe without regard 
to their worldly: condition, the well off as well as the poor. In that year, after 
consultation With the President, the order was given to drop all of the self
supporting from the ration roll. 

After further consideration of the subject it was decided not to issue rations 
to any of the able-bodied at all, but to give them a chance to earn their own 
living; and an order to that effect was also given. 

The steps that; led up to that are described in the following pages. 
PRECEPT AND PRACTICE. 

Cutting off rations.-In previous reports some space was given to the dis
cussion of the Indian's progress and the difficulties to be overcome on his 
way to civilization. It was pointed out that among the obstacles to his self
support the first and perhaps the principal one was the then prevailing ration 
system, which was justly condemned as encouraging idleness with its attend
ant vices and as foreign in its results to the very purpo.se for which it was 
designed.. At the same time, while an evil, it was admitted to be a necessary 
evil, to be endured only while the Indian was learning the art of self-support, 
or at loo.st put in a way where, by the exercise of ordinary industry, he 
could support himself. The continuance, however, of the_l)ractice of the in
discriminate issue of rations to all alike, without regard to their worldly 
condition, was earnestly opposed, and it was laid down as a torrect rule of 
ection that only the old and helpless should be su;vported, IVhile the able
bodied, if not l.lready self-snJ?porting, should be given the oppO!·tunity to 
work and shuuld then be reqmred to take care of themselves. . 

Faith without works is dead. Realizing this, the Office set to work to show 
by its acts the sincerity of its belief. 

And here it isprope1· to say that this change in the manner of dealing with 
the Indians was not a hasty conception on the ;vert of the Office. Indeed, it was 
not new at all. It has been the hope and des1re of enlightened men for manv 
years. But inasmuch as it has been the subject of some harsh criticism ana 
severe condemnation, and as the Indian Office has been freely- charged with 
ignorance and blunders,_ it is simply fair that the motives which governed it 
and the principles whicn actuated it should be known and understood in 
order that the :public may form an intelligent judgment on the matters in
volved, For th1~ purpose it is necessary to go over some familiar ground and 
give it a somewhat extended notice. . 

The present movement began some two years ago, and arose out of a com
munication from chiefs and headmen of the Sioux Indians of the Rosebud 
Agency. About October, 1900, they addressed a letter to the President rep
resenting that they were the headmen of the Sioux Indians of Rosebud Agency 
and represented the tribe; that under the "Black Hills treaty" of 1876 they 
were to be given certain rations; that these rations had been cut down from 
time to time until they were getting much less than the amount stated in 
that agreement; that they yere hungry most of the time, especially the old 
and crippled, and that before the Wlnter was over they would suffer very 
much; that in former years they could make some money by freighting, bui 
as their annuity goods bad been taken away a large part of their freighting 
had fallen off; that in years past they got the hldes from the beef ca ttl" killed 
for issue, which were a great help in procuring things to eat; that they would 
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obtain more oenefit from the hides if issued to them direct than if they were 
sold and the money paid to them once a year; that they needed the bides to 
make moccasins and covering for their beds, etc.; that as they got little 
freighting and no beef hides, and were unable to raise mnch on their land, 
they had to depend on the ra. tions issued by the Great Father; that while they 
wanted to obey his orders, yet they collld not sit down ann-see their people 
starve; that they had talked many times with their agent who was power
less to do anything without the authority of his superiors, and that they would 
like to have some assurance that something would be done for their relief. 
They therefore asked the President to a.DSWer them through their agent and 
tell them if he could help their people. 

Recognizing that the tone of that letter was probably symtomatie ot the 
feeling then pervading the Sioux peo~le generall~1 and that the conditions 
at Rosebud were similar to those existing a.t the ower Sioux agencies, and, 
further, that the action taken with. regard to the Sioux would have an im
portant bearing upon other tribes similarly situated, the office, with a. view 
of contributing to the better understanding of the matters referred to, sub
mit.ted to the Department. along with the Indians' letter to go to the Presi
dent, a communication treating of the Sioux Nation as a whole. That com
mUIDcation, after reciting the substance of the Indians' letter, took up the 
considerauon of the Black Hills treaty, the true intent and meaning of which 
has b~ the subject ot so much contention, and quoted the articles o! that 
agreement relating to the matters under discussion, as follows: 

"AR~. 4:. The Government of the United States and the said Indians, being 
mutn:aJ.Iy desirous that the latter shall be located in a country where they 
may ev-entually become self-supportin~ and acquire the a.rts of civilized life, 
it is therefore agreed that the said Indians shall select a delegation of five or 
more chiefs and principal men from each band, who shall, without delay, visit 
the Indian Territory\ under the guidance and protection of suitable persons, to 
~appointed for thati purpose by the Depal'tment of the Interior, with a view 
t4 eelecting therein a permanent home for the said Indians. 

"If sucli delegation shall make a selection which shall be satisfactory to 
themselves, the people whom they represent, and to the United States, then 
the said Indians agree that they will remove to the country so selected within 
one year from this date. 

"And the said Indians do further agree that in all things to submit them
selves to such beneficent plarur as the Government may provide for them in 
the selection of a country suitable for a permanent home, where they may 
live like white men. 

"ART. 5. In consideration of the foregoing cession of territory and rights, 
and upon full compliance with each and every obligation assumed by the 
said Indians, the United States does agree to provide all necessary a.id to as
sist the said Indians in the work of civilization; to furnish them schools and 
instruction in mechanical and agricultural arts, as provided for by the 
treaty of 1868. 

"Also to provide the said Indians with subsistence consisting of a ration 
for each individual of a pound and a half of beef (or in lieu thereof, one-half 
pound o! bacon), one-half pound of flour, and one-half pound of corn; and 
for every one hundred rat10ns 4J?onnds of coffee, 8 yonnds of sugar, and 3 
pounds of -beans, or in lieu of sa1d articles the eqmvalent thereof, in the 
discretion of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

"Such rations, or so much thereof as may be necessary,shall be continued 
until the Indians are able to support themselves. 

•• Rations shall, in all cases, be issued to the head of each separate family: 
and whenever schools shall have been provided by the Government for sa.Jd 
Indians

1
.no rations shall be issued for children between the ages of 6 and 14 

years (we sick and infirm excepted) unless such children shall regularly 
attend school. 

"Whenever the smd Indians shall be located upon lands which are sui table 
for cultivation, rations shall be issued only to the persons and families of 
those persons who labor (the aged, sick, and infirm excepted); and as an in
centive to industrious habits the Commissioner of Indian. Affairs may provide 
that such persons be furnished in payment fo1· their labor such other neces
sary articles as are requisite for ciVilized life. 

"The QQvernment Will aid said Indians as far as possible in finding a mar
ket for their surplus productions and in find ing employment, a.nd will pur
chase such surplus, as far as may be required for supplying food to those In
dians, parties to this agreement, who are unable to sustain themselves; and 
will also employ Indians, so far as practicable, in the performance of Govern
ment work upon their reservations." 

It was then shown that the rations pro>ided for the Sioux at the time were 
sufficient, unless the Indians wel'e improvident, to prevent want. The letter 
then went on to say that the Sioux rations, as well as the rations for all other 
tribes, had been gradually reduced; that this was in accordance with the 
J>Olicy of this office and the spirit of the Sioux agreement of 1877, and that 
the true intent ant1 mea9~~1~f that agreement was forcibly expressed by a 
former Commissio:1er of · n Affairs nearly ten years before. In writing 
to the Secretary of the Interior at that time in relation to the subsistence 
supplies issued to the Sioux, Commissioner Morgan quoted articles 4 and 5 of 
the agreement as they have already been given here, and then said: 

"This agreement is still in force, and the q.uestions now raised are ques
tions as to how far the Government has kept Its obligations. 

"It is worthy of special note that the end aimed at in the agreement was 
the civilization of the Indians. They were to settle down permanently· their 
children were to be educated; they were to live like white menband the ra
tions issued to them, or so much as might be necessary 1 were to e continued 
until • the Indians are able to support themselves.' It 15 clearly evident that 
the Government never intended that the Indians should look to it for contin
uous support; that no promises of this kind were ever made and that the In
dians themselves did not expect 1~1 and apparently did not desire it. The 
object of the rations was not that t.ne IndiaD.s might be fed by the Govern
ment\ but simply that they might be assisted and kept from want during the 
period of their probation while they were learning-the art of self-support. 

"No one will question the wisdom of this policy. No intelligent man will 
doubt that the welfare of the Indian demands that just as soon as possible he 
shall be rendered self-supporting, and that any he'lp in the way of food or 
other supplies furnished- him by the Government in excess of his absolute 
needs so as to remove from him the spur and stimulus to labor is not a kind
ness. but an injtll'Y. 

"The only serious question which can be raised in this connection is, how 
long a time are these rations to be continued and under what circumstances 
the Government !>hall reduce or discontinue them. 

"It should be noted that the agreement exp1•essly stipulates that-
"• Whenever the sa.ict Ind.ians shall be located upon lands which are suit;. 

able for cultivation, rations sha.ll be issued only to the persons and families 
o! those persons who labor (the aged, stck, and infirm excepted); and as an 
incentive to industrious habits the Commissioner of Indian A1Ia.1rs may pro
vide that such persons be furnished in payment for their labor such othe~ 
necessary a.rticles as are requisite for civilized life.' 

"It certainly will be accepted as a truism that the Go>ernment had a 
rt~htto demand of the Indiansthattheyput forth for elf-support whatever 
efforf:8 might reasonably be demanded of them, considering their nature and 
sun·oundings. It will also be admitted that considering the end in view, it 
would be a humane act on the par-t of the Government to decrease the ra-

tions\ even though such decrease should brin~ temporary hardshlp,provided 
such nardshlp should serve as a stimulus to J.abor and self-help. Of course 
no one would urge that the Indians should be starved. In fact, all that can 
be dema.n~ed,.eith~~ in fulfillmen~ of treaty obligation or as an act of j1;1Sf:ice 
or humanity, 15 this, that the Indians shall put forth all proper exertion in 
the way of gaining a livelihood by their own labor, as otlier men are forced 
to do, and that in connection with such effort on their pa.rt food supplies 
shall be issned to them in such quantities (not exceeding the amounts named 
in the agreement) and for such length of time as a sincere regard for the 
highest welfare of the :(ndians shall dictate." 

The remainder of the letter was devoted to showing that the Sioux Indians, 
aside from rations, had received annuallv during the thirty years previous a. 
suit of clothing or material to make it; that they had also received a large 
number of beneficial articles, such as agricultural implements, fence wira, 
building material, etc., for which $5,4-00,200 had been spprowiated during 
the thirty years the treaty was alive; that they received the proceeds of the 
sale of hides derived from beef cattle; that they ~et more benefit from them 
this way than the other; that they were receivmg5 per cent annually on 
!3,000,00> in the Treasury, one-half in education and one-half in cash; that 
they had received since 1890,20,000 cows and 900 bulls; that at the time of that 
writing they possessed over 88,000head of cattlej tlta.t they were able to sell 
that yea.r probably 5.B50 head to the Governmem; to "be issued back. In pass
ing it may be interesttng to observe that within the last thirty-three years 
there has been appropriated for the benefit of the Sioux nearly $00,000,00> for 
the purposes named. 

This was forwarded to the President by the Secretary of the Interior 
in a letter dated November 26,1900, which is referred to and.pa.rtia.llyquoted 
in his last annual report, the conclusion of which wns that the time had come 
for Indians either to support themselves or at least to furnish a. part of their 
own support; and this conclusion was heartily approved by the President. 

It then being winter, it was not considered judicious to make any imme
diate change in the pre>ailing policy, and s:> the issue of rations was contin
ued as usual the remainder of that fiscal year. Before th& next fiscal year 
opened, however, steps were taken to carry out the views expressed. On 
June 20, 1901, a letter was addressed to the Sioux agents, whloli, as it is the 
first enunciation of the future policy to be pursued, is given in full: 

"DEP ARTM:Eh"T OF THE L~IOR, 
"OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

"JVashington, June eo, 1901. 
"Sm As the next fiscal yes.r is approaching, when new an-an~ements will 

go into effect for the support and civilization of your Indians, It is a proper 
time to address you on the subject of the issuance of rations to the Indians 
on the Sioux reservations. 

"As you are doubtless aware, this subject has had the earnest attention of 
those who are actively engaged in the Indian Service as well as those who, 
though not connected with it in an official capacity, sympathize in the work, 
and the almost universal opinion is that the indiscriminate issue of rations is 
a hindrance rather than a help to the Indians. 

"The fact is recognized that a majority of your Indians. perhaJ)S a.larn-e 
majority, are unable to support themselves, even if they would, except only 
p:l.rtially, and therefore must be subsisted wholly or in part as contemplated 
by the agreement of 1877. On the other hand, it is a. well-known fact that a 
large number of parsons classed as Indians have profited by the assistance 
they have received from the Government and a.re now not only beyond want1 but, in many instances, are prosperous and often affi.uent. How manv or 
these there are is not lrn.own to thiS office, but it is certain that, having reaChed 
the stage of self-support, they are no longer entitled to the ration prescribed 
by the agreement referred to. 

"In order that there may be no misunderstanding as to the meaning of 
this, the earnest attention of your Indians is invited to B correspondence that 
took place last fall. In October, 1900, the office received a letter signed by 
Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Agency, addressed to th.e Pl'esident, relative to 
their condition, their propects and their needs. They referred to the B1~ck 
Hillsa<>'reement of 1877, the reduction that had been made in the ration pre
scribed' thereby, the loss of income by reduced freighting, their inability to 
raise much upon their land, and asked the President to answer them through 
their a~ent and tell thei.!l if he could help their people. 

:·This ~atter was forwarded to the honor~ble Secretary o! the Interior, 
With a brief report as to the number of the S10ux, the benefits and Imlaning 
of the so-called Black Hills treaty, the rations J?rovided for the current 
year, the disposition of hides the income from then- trust fund, the number 
of cattle they were able to sell the Government to be issued back again, and 
otherJ)articUJars relating to their welfare. 

"The Secretary of the Interior transmitted the Indians' letter to the Presi
dent on the 2Sth of November last, together with the report of this office, 
and after referring briefly to the several items of that repor~ referring to 
the Rosebudlndians in particular, became more general and sa1d; 

" 'Article 5 o! the treaty of 1876, known as the Black Hills. treaty with the 
Great Sioux Nation (of which the Rosebud Indians are a._l2art), which was 
ratified by the act of Congress approved February 28. 1817 (19 Stat., 254), pro
vides for assistance for the said Indians in the work ot ci>iliza tion; to furnish 
them schools and instruction in mechanical and agricultural pursuits; also a 
certain prescribed ration, w hlch ration," or so much thereof as may be neces
sary, shhll be continued until the Indians are able to support themselves." 

•• 'From the representations made by the writers of the communication 
referred to it does not seem that they or the other Indians of the Rosebud 
Agency are any nearer the goal of self-support than they were twenty-four 
years ago. when the treaty was made. Regardless of the provisions m the 
treaty looking to the reduction in the ration as they become able partly, if 
not wholly, to sustain themselves, which they appear to be able to do. and 
notwithstanding the facts stated by the Conurussioner thn. t individual Indians 
of this band own nearly 20,000 head of cattle, and that more than 1,500 head 
were.£~. rehased from them last year, at a cost to the Government of more 
than $50,000, which cattle were afterwards issued to and eaten up by the band, 
they Still claim full benefits under the treaty named.' 

"He concluded his letter by saying-and this is commended to the serious 
consideration of your Ind.iarui: 

"'From the facts stated it does seem that the time haR come when in
dividual Indians who are so well q.ualified to at least furnish a part of their 
own support as some of these Indians seem to be should be required to take 
upon themselves a. portion of the burden of their own care. The Govern
ment has faithfully and well fulfilled its obligations to them, and as the 
treaty of 1876 is mutual in its provisions., I respectfully recommend that such 
indiVldnals as are known to be able to ao so be required to furnish their own 
supp01·t. or at least to contribute toward it, so that the Government may be 
relieved of their care, and tha spirit of the treaty of 1876, in that respect,ca.x·
ried into effect by them as well as by the Government, and that answer to 
this effect be communic:lted t o them through their agent, as requested.' 

"It is understood that thls matter received the earnest attention of the 
President and that he gave the Secretary's letter just quoted his unquali
fied approval. 

"In the face of this the indiscriminate issue of rations to all alike must 
stop. 
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"It therefore becomes your first duty to go over the ration rolls of your 
agency and erase therefrom all those who are wholly self-supporting. Your 
next duty will be to re~te the ration issued to the necessities of there
cipients. As now practiced, it is understood that ration.<J are issued to all 
alike-that is, they are distributed equally among the Indians of your reser
vation without regard to their worldly possessions. This should not be con
tinued longer. Many families are, perhaps, partially self-supporting, but in 
di1ferent degrees. In such cases the rations should be issued according to the 
particular needs. 

"In determining who shall receive rations one important consideration 
must not be overlooked. Rations must not be issued to those who have no 
disposition to attempt to support themselves. The law and regulations to 
this effect are old, but in many cases seem to have been honored more in the 
breach than in the observance. ~evertheless, they are good, and should be 
enforced so far as conditions will allow. 

"The Office is unable to lay down any particular rule for the guidance of 
agents in arriving at correct conclusions m these matters. Indeed~ a.n arbi
trary rule would not work satisfactorily. In some cases it will not oe a diffi
cult task to determine who is self-supporting-, in others it undoubtedly will. 
Neither will it be easy at all times to deteriDlne just to what extent a family 
or an individual should be assisted. In all cases it will be a matter of judg
ment in which that of the agent will or should largely predominate. 

"The duty herein prescribed is an onerous one, and affecting as it does so 
deeply the present and future welfare of those under your charge, fOU will 
recognize the propriety of bringing to its discharge the most impartial, con
scientious care. If the assistance of this Office is needed, it will be given for 
the asking. 

"!tis J.>!>SSible that some of those who are able to support themselves may 
voluntarily withdraw from the ration roll, and thus contribute to the cause 
by their example. To the knowledge of this Office there have been instances 
of this, and doubtless if the object to be obtained were properly presented 
there would be others. 

"It is admitted that perhaps progress will be slow, but the time to beg-in 
it is here, and the object of this letter is to bring the Indians to a realizing 
sense of the attitude of the Government. 

"At the proper time it is froposed to send you, as was done last year a 
statement of the quantities o subsistence purchased for your Indians for the 
next fiscal year. TheY. are believed to be ample for the needs of all who 
should recetverations if the spirit of this letter 1s observed. 

"There is another class of Indians to whom the issue of rations would seem 
to be uncalled for. I refer to those drawing a salary from the Government. 
The number of these is large, many of them holding desirable positions, with 
very liberal salaries. A hasty examination of the salary list of the Sioux 
agencies shows that over 150 of the agency employees alone are Indians re
ceiving salaries from $840 per annum down to $120, very few, however, of the 
latter. The majority of these earn as much as, if not more, year in and year 
out, than the average laborer of the country. There is no question in the 
mind of this Office that the issue of rations to these should stop. 

"There are also a large number employed in the schools with salaries from 
~ down, besides quarters and other conveniences. The impression pre
vails here that many of these, if not all, draw rations. If so, the Office can 
ooe no reason for the continuance of the practice. 

"These two classes, therefore, should be eliminated from the ration roll. 
"The Indian police are excepted from this ruling, as their salaries are very 

mnall and their duties are peculiar. There may be other exceptions to the 
rule. If so, the Office will consider them on their merits. 

"It is the desire of this Office to have this new departure go into effect as 
soon after the beginning of the new fiscal year as possible. 

"This letter has been addressed to the agents in charge of the Sioux of dif
ferent tribes, except Santee." 

Later on, in September, 1901, a similar letter was sent to all other ration 
agencies on the ground that what was good for the Sioux was good for all, so 
that by the fall of 1901 all of the ration agencies were on the same basis with 
respec~ to the self-supporting. 

While this was a step in the right direction, it did not remove the great 
evil to be overcome, which was the support of Indians in idleness. The extent 
and demoralizing effects of this evil were generally: recognized and univer
sally condemned, except, perhaps, by a mistaken philanthropy, which, ignor
ing the natural law that man must earn his livin&" by the sweat of his brow, 
would exempt the Indian from labor and carry him upward on flowery beds 
of ease. Much had been said about this evil, and sporadic attempts had been 
made to check it, but with little avaiL For years the Indians bad been fed 
and clothed and allowed to spend their time in the devil's workshop. 

It was felt that it was time fora change. Heretofore the dealing had been 
with the tribe; it would now be with the individual He would no longer be 
looked upon simply as one of a dependent community to be dealt with as a 
whole, but would be considered independently and treated as one capable of 
developing those qualities which would lift him above the level of a pauper 
and fit him to become a useful member of society. His manhood would be 
appealed to. An attempt would be made to teach him self-reliance and self
respect. 'He would be induced to acquire habits of industry and to forsake 
the ways of idleness. Necessity, and necessity alone, would do this. He 
must want before he would work; he must come to the bitter realization that 
idleness and hunger go hand in hand and understand that he must put his 
hand to the I> low if he would live. ltiS rations would therefore be stopped 
and he would be offered work instead, work that he could do; not aimless 
work, but work with an object; not made to dig a hole one day and fill it up 
the next simply for the sake of doing so, that would deprive labor of the very 
essence of its work-a definite pUJ12ose. He would be put at something which 
would give him not only a present living, but which he could see would bring 
him benefit in the future. He would be paid fairly and promptly for his work, 
and then left to provide for himself. 

Accordingly in the early part of January of the present year agents were 
advised that rations would no longer be lSSUed to the able-bodied, but that 
the money thus saved would be used to pay them in cash for labor in build
ing roads, dams, or reservoirs for storage of water, or any other work that 
would give them profitable occupation for the present and lead to their self
supportin the future. Men were to be paid $1.25 a day of eighthours,andmen 
with teams $2.50. Not only were the agents to employ the Indians to the full
est extent themselves, but they were to use all of their influence in finding 
employment for them in the surrounding country, and it was suggested to 
them that they should devote the greater part of their time to the civiliza
tion of their !ildians,leaving the minor details of a.d!ninistration to subor
dinates, and that an Indian agency should be a bureau for employment of In
dians rather than a center for the gratuitous distribution of supplies. 

As this has been the subject of considerable animadversion and been stig
matized as a plan for the encouragement of contract labor, it is proper that 
some particular notice should be taken of these strictures, and the false 
charges refuted. .AB to the assertion that the plan is to hire out adult male 
Indians as contract laborers, nothing can be fui-ther from the truth. In all 
the correspondence there is note vena hint of such a thing. It was simply sug
g-ested to agents that they should circulate the information in the surround
mg country that laborers could be obtained at their agencies, if such were 
the fact. If they could not give the Indians work themselves, they we1·e to 

find it for them if they could. And that was their plain duty. If reference 
is made to the Black Hills treaty, already quoted, it will be seen that the 
Government obligates itself to aid the Sioux Indians in finding employment. 

The agents, therefore, in publishing the fact that there were Indians will
ing toworkhwere simply carrying out both the letter and spirit of that agree
ment. In a of this there was not the sli~htest suggestion of hiring the Indian 
out under contract. That implies c.oercton. There was not a thought of such 
a thing. He was to be given an opportunity to work; that was all. If the 
Government did not have it, it was to find it for him. He could work or not, 
-as he chose. He was as much a free a~ent with respect to this as anyone else, 
only if he were given the opportumty to work and refused he was not to 
expect to be supported by the Government. 
T~e n~w policy was ree:e~veq with much discontent in some quarters and 

p!l.SSlve, if not open, oppoSition mothers. There were a few mutterings and a 
good deal of talk about vested righ~t some sympathetic expressions over the 
hard luck of :poor Lo, and here a.nd tnere a prophecy of an "uprising." In· 
terested parties endeavored to create a sentiment a&"a.inst it, while self-con
stituted conservators of the Indian either cast aspersiOns upon its authors or 
damned it with faint praise. 

In spite of these and other adverse influences the office persevered with its 
policy and is now in a position toformanintelligentideaof its effect. Every
where the results have been favorable even beyond expectation. Misgiving 
in some quarters has given place to confidence, and while, perhaps, the ex
perimental stage has not been passed, there is every reason to believe that 
the final success of the plan., if carried out judiciously, is assured. 

As a first result over 12,000 have been dropped from the ration roll, being 
wholly self-supporting. As a second result a large number of Indians have 
been put to work, or work has been found for them. As to the effect of this 
let others speak. 

One agent writes: 
"The Indians are eager for work, even some of the older ones, classed by 

the physicia.nsa.sphysicallyunabletowork, insistingonhavingwork. * • • 
These Indians are working as faithfully and intelligently as could be ex
pected of people who have never had occasion to work for their supoort, and 
there can be no question as to the wisdom of the new policy and itB good ef· 
fect on these people." 

Another says: 
"The results so far are very gratifying. • • • As soon as the fact that 

work could be secured was known by the tribe, applications came faster than 
they could be employed.. One man, over 50 years of age, when drawing his 
pay for a few days' work, acknowledged it was the first money he ever earned, 
and ~m~d pleased that it was possible to ~ure mon~y without waiting for 
annmty or lease payments. • • • There lS no question but that the time 
was ripe for the adoption of the present policy." 

Another: 
"I think this new policy has had a very desirable and stimulating effect 

upon these Indians to look for employment, while a great many of them are 
always ready to work when they can see that they are to be compensated for 
it; yet they seem now to be more anxious for work than ever before." 

Another: 
"We have succeeded beyond our most sanguine expectations. Over 300 

have been secured employment outside of the Government work. They are 
employed on the railroad, by ranchmen, in cutting wood, shearing sheep 
and other minor occupations. They are paid by the railroad $1.50 per dav! 
by ranchmen $00 per month and board; for chopping wood, $1 per cora; 
shearing sheep, 7 cents per head, and other labor in proportion. • * • The 
result of all this is that the Indians have lived better than ever before. • • • 
No one has suffered by the reduction of rations, but, on the other hand, there 
has been less discontent and complaint than I have ever before known. * • • 
In conclusion, I beg to recommend that the present policy of handling the 
Indians at this agency be con tinned." 

And still another: 
"I could have secured employment for practically all the able-bodied In· 

dians in this agency if they would have a{}Cepted it. * * * Some of these 
pretended friends of the Indians, instead of encouraging them to acc~pt this 
work, even at small wages, have been assiduously trying to discourage them 
from going. * * * Concerning those who did go to work off the reserva
tion,~ wotildsay that they gave perfect satisfaction to their employers, who 
have mformed me that they would rather have them tha.n white laborers 
* * • The general effect on the Indian.<> of the work done on the reservation 
has been a very good one. It has been very satisfactory from all stand
points." 

An inspector says: 
"Above all else I believe the best lesson an able-bodied Indian can have is 

to convince him that he must work or starve. If he complains that there is 
no work to do, the Government should be prepared for him with labor on 
roads, irrigating ditches, coal fields, lumber camps, etc. For such work let 
him be paid a. moderate sum in cash. To pay in rations or to pay more than 
the Indian earns are both errors which experience has proven should not be 
repeated. But if the Indian says he is hungry, let hiiri be shown the 'Gov
ernment wood pile' and be compelled to work his way through it." 

A superintendent of thirty years' experience writes: 
""V our letters • • * point toward the fact that the Indian Office expects 

in the near future to disContinue the gratuitous ~sue of rations. Any time 
during the last twenty years I would have hailed this step as a boon to these 
Indians. • * • The policy of the Government in issuing so much to them 
gratuitously·has dwarfed their energies, cultivated their dependence, and 
encouraged their extravagance. 

"After over thirty years of issuing gratuitous rations, after distributing 
many carloads of farming implements1~ire for fencing, and wagons and 
harness, after receiving two cash a.nnuhy payments, * * • these Indians 
to-day farm less than they have at any time for the last fifteen years and are 
less willing to do a day's work for the money than at any time for many years. 
There are ;ery few who are not in debt. There is more drunkenness than 
at any time since I knew them. The gratuitous issues, along with their cash 
annuities and the lease money derived from leasing their allotments and 
renting their houses built for them by the Government, mAde their resources 
so large that they were not compelled to work for a living, and as they were 
not obliged to -work they did not do so for recreation, and as they were idle 
they naturally fell into the habit of gambling and drinking as a pastime. 
* * * I heartily indorse the policy pro;posed by the Indian Office of givin~ 
them an opportunity to earn their own living and in furnishing them plentt 
of work to do." 

These extracts could be multiplied1 but those given are sufficient to show 
~e tr~nd of sentiment of those ha.vmg an experimental knowledge of the 
situation. 

But it maybesaid that these a.rein the service and theirreportsarecolored 
from interested motives. Let us therefore see how it looks tn outsiders. 
Here is a graphic article taken from the New York Sun of last summer: 

11 SIOUX H.A. VE LE.A.R..'ffiD TO WORK. 

"ROSEBUD INDIAN AGENCY, S. DAK., June~. 
"On July 1 the order of the Interior Department requiring the Sioux to go 

to work becomes effective on this reservation. But the Sioux, he who forty 
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years ago inspired terror in the Northwest with tomahawk and rifle, has 
already gone to work. In this fact is found the most importan.t step towa.rd 
civilization in the history of the Sioux. Not only has the Department suc
ceeded in making the fiercest Indian tribe self-dependent, but a sacred tradi
tiLm of the Siouxlul.s been given up. 

"Wtth it will go the blanket~. the feathers, the long hair. The spectacle of 
the Indian in blouse and overaus plowing and harvesting side by side with 
the-white in blouse and overalls-which mi~ht have seemed a. dream a quar
ter of a century ago-may be witnessed to-aay by any visitor at the Rosebud 
Reservation. 

"When Commissioner Jones announced that the Indian must gi-ve up his 
locks, and, more, must go out into the fields and toil, predictions of trouble 
came out of the agencies, for the Sioux grunted disapproval. 

'"Paleface, he make treaty,' said the grizzled chieftains. 'He make 
treaty and gi-ve us meat and Clothe us, and now paleface won't do it. The 
Great White Father said it, and now paleface ma.k.e us work.' 

11 The wrinkled tribes men were right and they resented this appa.l'ent bad 
faith. The Sioux nation was the most powerful in theN orthwest. It cost 
thousands of lives to subdue it and the Go-vernment was glad to make a lib
eral treaty. The 1863 treaty provided that the Indians should confine them· 
sel"'e3 to certain territorialliinita and in return should be supplied with food 
and raiment and stock for thirty y_ears. 

"In 1876 gold was found in the Black Hills. There was a white invasion. 
The whites wanted the cession o! the hills from the Indians. The Sioux 
wanted $7,000,000. The commissioners laughed at the demand, and the In
dians left the council furious. Red Cloud interceded, and the Indians agreed 
to give up the hills i! the Government would ~ee to keep them in food and 
clothing for an indefinite period after the thirtY years stipulated in the 1868 
treaty until they should oecome self-supporting. 

"The 1868 treaty cost the Government many millions. When it expired, 
in 1898, the Interior Department was not disposed to prolong the paternal sys
tem, and determined to put the redski.ns at work. 

"The Sioux remembered the treaty and grumbled, and agents sent word 
to Washington that the order could never 'be enforced. Then the Sioux ran 
out o! money. Provisions were running low under the curtailed orders. 
Agt'icultural tools had been sent from the Department tha.t the Indians might 
got<> work on July 1. It became noised about the reservation that all who 
would work would be paid at the rate of $1.25 a day. The Indians thought 
long o-ver their pipes. 

" 'To labor,~ grumbled White Crow, '.is demeaning.' 
"• To work,' added Red Feather, • may also mean things to eat and stu:ff to 

drink.' 
"• Let's go and ask the white boss to give us work then, and give us money,' 

concluded Big Moon. 
"The three Indians went to the agent with their request. The agent had 

told the Department that he didn't think it of any use, and the lioes and 
rakes and plows and picks and sho-vels would be likely to rust away. To be 
asked voluntarily for work by the Indians, therefore, made the official 
speec-hless with astonishment. 

•• Reco-verin~, he offered to show them how. The three Indians trotted 
alon~ behind hnn. He was J>nzzled how to initiate them, but he set up a 
grading :()low and showed theredskins how it was used. The dirt soon began 
to fly, and the new road that had been surveyed so long that it had become .a 
joke was bein~ made. 

"Other Indians came to look on. They said nothing, but when at n!ght 
'Big Moon, Red Feather, and White Crow told them they had each made$1.25 
that day, they, too, went to the agency and wanted work. 

"The squaws were in aBtate of bewilderment. When theysawtheyoung 
Indians aJ!proa.chlng with picks and shovels they imagined that their hard 
lot as tillers of the field, hewers of wood, and drawers of water was to be made 
harder by these cumbersome tools. When the Indians went on out into the 
fields and began working the squaws came out and looked on in astonish
ment. They glaiiced at one anotherand1apped their heads significantly. It 
soon became evident that the Sioux had been changed. .He had ente1·ed a 
new era. Hereafter he will no longer be a ward; to all intents and purposes 
he will become a citizen. 

"But not all the young Indians are so -progressi-ve. There .are many who 
-want to escape work. They found that those in ill health would be excused, 
and they flocked to the agency physician, inventing and vividly acting the 
most astonishing a.ilment-9. But the physician has not been fooled, and few 
nave obtained certificates of ill health. 

"The Indians are chiefly engaged in building roads and fences, bridges and 
reservoh·s, while some are improving their allotted lands. While, in ln.dian 
minds, work is associated with the semisla.-very of the squsw, the redskin has 
also come to realize the value of the dollar. The same a-va.rke that appealed 
to the Sioux attracted the Pine Ridge Indians. They heard of the Sioux and 
the big dollars and swooped down on the agency clalnoring for work. They 
were told it was only for the Sionxl and they went away grumbling. The 
paradox of an Indian discontented Decause he can not work may yet make 
trouble for the Pine Ridge agent. 

"Congress appropriated $t'2,000 for an effort to make the Rosebud Reserva
tion self-supportin~;r. Success in the venture is now foreseen, and the addi
tional SlO,OCX> pronused will be e:x;pected. The Sioux will wake-up some-morn
ing and find himself self-supporting. With thischangewilldisappearthelast 
-vestige of barbaric raiment, and the Indian will have become as ci-vilized as 
he maybe." 

Some of this may be imaginary; there ru.'e som-e inaccuracies, and doubt
less the characters are fictitious, but as a whole it presents a true picture o! 
the situation and is sug~esti-ve of the change that is going on. The ration 
system and the reservatiOn system are doomed. Let them go. Take awn.y 
the incentive to idleness and obliteratethebounda.rybetweenan.cient preju
dice and modern progress. Break down the ba-rriers, open the way for .ClV· 
ilization, build the l'Oads that it may maTch in and settle around the Indian 
homes. When that is done the dream of the celebra;ted peace commission 
of 1868 will come true. Mechanics and artisans >Vill enter, trade will spring 
up, and the nucleus of a civilized community will be formed. 

Whlle the prospect is hopeful, it will not do to be too sanguine and relax 
effort. A beginning only has been made. Much is yet to be done. lt will 
only be by patient, labOrious work that the end in -view· can be accom
plished. 

The foregoing was written 'late in 1902. Since then other reports have 
come in showing how the new~olicyis workin~. 

The agent o.t the Colorado R1ver Agency, A.rlZ., wrote in June, "1903: 
"J)iaccmtinuance of rations.-My chief effort during the past twenty 

months with reference to issuingTatious, has been to eliminate from the ra
tion roll all, or nearly: all, the strong, able-bodied men, and to assist them in 
obtaining work, and I am pleased to say that this system has worked well, 
although vigorously opposed were these same big, lusty, lazy fellows. Two 
years ago 875 India.us were d.tawing rs.tians. One year a.go but 200 were draw
mg rations at this agency, while at this time and for several months past the 
average has been but 80, and these, being old and infirm, and from other 
causes being unable to work, draw but small rations of flour, beef, and .salt. 
The resulta an!l-progress -made in this direction have been highly .satisfac
tory." 

In October 11100, the Crow agent, Montana, wrote: 
"July~ 1002, we cut from the ration rolls 1,000 Indians, and at the begin

ning of this fiscal yea.r we intend to take one-hall as many more from the 
rolla. Our Indians are well informed as totheintentionoftaki.ng from them 
the Go-vernment support as fast as po.ssihle, and ther ta.ke to it kindly and 
are putting forth their best etro.rta to make a living.' 

The Fort Belkna-p a~ent, .Montana, wrote, in September, 1903: 
"Rations.-Subsistence has been cut off to tho very lowest point. While 

at the outset it entailed a good deal of grumbling and made many a "sore
head," and, for a short time, many an empty stomach, the people, with com
mendable spirit, took up the new order of thin~s and b egan to cast around 
for means of subsistence. Some found it working on the irrigation system, 
others on the outside of the reservation, and others in the cultivation of the 
soil. However, during the winter aid will have to be given to quite a number 
who a.re earning their own living at the present time." 

The Fort Peck agent, Montana, said, .in Augnst,1903: 
"New Indian policy.-The new Indian policy as inaugurated over a year 

ago has been very successful on this reservation. On May 1,1001 o-ver hal! 
the Indians were stricken from the ration roll and a. number have been 
dropped since that time. No able-bodied Indian receives any support from 
the agency so long as work can be obtained for him, either on or off the reser
vation. If an able-bodied Indian comes to us asking for bread, we give him 
a sho-vel; i! he won't use the shovel, we give him the guardhouse, and we 
have had -very few cases where work was pro-vided and the Indian would 
refuse to do it to support himself. A very large number of the Indians do 
not bother the agency at all for work; they seek it from outside sources, or 
work for themselves. Quite a number of them have engaged in contracting 
in the snn-ounding country, doing suoh work as plowing by the acre, or 
making ditches by the yard, etc. Of course, in the dead of winter little work 
can be obtained, either on or off the reservation, and at times it becomes 
necessary to feE!d some of the able-bodied. At least 95 per cent of the money 
earned by the Indians is spent for food and clothing." 

In August, 1903, the Jicarilla agent (New l'l!exico) wrote this: 
"When I assumed charge of this agency e-very member of the tribe was 

allowed to participate in the rations distributed. Agency employees (Indian) 
who were receiving salaries of $GO per month-were allowed the same share as 
those unable to work. This practice was discontinued, and the number 
allowed rations gradually decreased, until at present the ration roll carries 
009 persons. 

'·That the i:ssning o! ~atlons to the whole trihe is neither necessary nor 
prudent isevidencea by the fact that a conservative estimate of money earned 
by the tribe will show $15,000 during the past yea.l'. This money was deri-ved 
from the following sources: Paid by the Government for work on reservoirs, 
ditchesJ 1md roads. SlO,OOO; eaTned by labor on neighboring ranches, $2.000; 
proce-eas of sales of baskets, bead work etc., $3,0CX>. 

"If the present policy of-paying for ia.bor in lieu of issuing rations 1s con
tinued for a few yea.rs, I feel assured that theJicarilla Apaches can be placed 
in such a _position that they -will no longer be dependent on the bouncy of the 
Go-vernment. The money being spent, as now, in the building of storage 
reservoirs, will enable the tnl>e to have an assured means of support through 
the-tilling of the soil." 

From Standing Rock Agency, N.Dak., August, 1.003: 
"Roads and roadmaking.-About $20,000 has been expended dnring the past 

year in the employment of Indians, in lieu of rations, in the construction of 
roads, reservoirs, and ~:eneral impro-vements to the reservation. The bene
ficial efi'ects of this plan are very e-vident even to the casual obser-ver. The 
tendency-toward a feeling of greater self-reliance and independence among 
the Indians is very marked. It is my intention so far as practicable to afford 
means of self-support from this sonrce to all a.hle-bodied Indians of the 
agency. A large number o!-the older Indians will, of course~ ha-ve to be more 
or less supported by ration issues, but this number is steaaily growing less, 
andthenumberofthosecapablebyeducationandopportunityofs~-:E~ort 
is steadily incr-easing. It is very gratifying to note th.e increasing n · ot 
voluntary applicants for this work." 

From Cheyenne and Arapaho A~ency, Okla., September, ~1100: 
"Condition.-It afi'ords me no little pleasure to state that there is abso

lutely no doubt but what these Indians are, as a whole, in better condition 
than at any time since I have known them. Throughout the year they have 
shown a. contented and compa.rati-vely happy state and many who have 
heretofore been placed in the cat~ory of loafers are kYfiig to do11omething 
for themselves and families. Seemg the benefits to be deri-ved from such 
action on their part, there is no doubt but what a continuance may be ex
_pected and gradually the desired results obtained. As a consequence 0! these 
mrproved habits, old customs and obnoxious triba1 practices are ra~idly 
-passing away, and the Cheyenne and Arapaho Indian is becoming entirely 
competent to take his place as a citizen and to hold his own against even the 
most unscrupulous white neighbor." 

The. supermtendent in char~e o! the Seger colony o!. Cheyenne ~md .Ar!L
paho, m Oklahoma, who has Jived among them for thirty years, wtites .m 
August, 1003: 

"In regu;rd to the industries earned on by the Indians in thls_agency I can 
not speak too .highly ot the ;plan of employing Indians to labor in lieu of 
issuing"I'ations to them. It grves the able-bodied an opportunity to work for 
their own ma.intenance under competent instruction, and in a way that the 
restilt of their labors will contribute to the immediate impro-vement of the 
_public highways and Go-vernment Jll'Operty. It leads theril to perform a di
versicy of :irulriatries which gives th.em .needed experience and opportunity 
to acquire skill in the work they are engaged in. It can be seen that the 
wages they receive, and which contribute to their immediat-e necessity, is 

-not the only ben"S1it derived by them. They lil.."'e and apprecinte the change 
-from Teceiving rations gi'atuitously to the opportunity of working for them, 
and they say themselves that they are healthier since they began to work 
for their support. They now have to look ahead a. little while, at least to 
provide for their-families. Under the ration system they only had to wait 
for-ration day to com~ around. Jt will be seen by this report that the In
diansof this agency as a whole ha-ve added to their5tiPl)ort to no small extent 
by the crops -raised on their farms." 

From the Cheyenne River Agen.t (South Dakota.), August, 19ro: 
"Rations.-The contraction ut the ration policy and expansion of the labor 

policy is doing more for the civil.iza.tion of these people in a practical way 
than anyplan with this object in view that has e-ver been inaugurated among 
them. It has brought them to the realization that their labor is worth some
thing, and that only a. .few dayg' labor will buy more AUJ>nlies, of grea.te1: 
variety, than the rations heretofore furnished them by the Government. It 
is surprising and commendable, indeed, to see the avidity with which they 
look tor and take hold of the work, and reflects a passing remark made by a 
recent visitor at this agency, ·while watching a g.ang of -Indians doing oome 
grade work on a. road, 'Why, I don't see but what they do just as well as the 
S~nD.e number of white men would do at-the .same work.' 

"While the _present policy giTes them an idea. of the value of their lab(~~." it 
also teaclles th.em the-value of the money earned with their own labor, and 
can not help but imbue them with a feeling of independence and self-rellimce, 
when they can go, after recehi:ng their money 'thus ea.rned, and spe.:l.d it 
where and as they'J>lease. 'The contrast between this way of dea.liil.g with 
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the Indian a.nd thus providing a means of earning his own subsistence as 
compared with the old way of former years, in taking his ration sack ro the 
warehouse on ration da.ys~ month after month and year after year and there 
truting the rations allowea him, marks a new era in the history of' the civili
zation of the Indian." 

From Crow Creek Agency, S. Da.k., August, 1903: 
"Rations.-Rs.tions are being issued only to those who are over 50 years o! 

age and those who are not able-bodied. Out of 1,006 Indians enrolled at this 
agency there are MOself-supporting; that is to say ~hey are supporting them
selves under the labor ~licy ina.ugnrated by the uepartment last year, and 
which is a step in the nght direction for the future welfare of these people." 

From Pine Ridge Agency, S.Dak., August, 1903: 
"Under the new working system and during the fiscal_year 1933 about 

$55,00) was disbursed for labor performed by our able-bodied Indians in lieu 
of all issues of rations. The work was done in making and repairing roads, 
building dams for reservoir sites, irrigation ditches, fenoes, corrals. etc. The 
work was done under the immediate supervision of Mr. Willsie a competent 
en~~r. and in a good substan.tial mann~r. Thirty-eight dains for reser
VOir sttes were co.nstructed at different pomts on the reservation. In the 
construction of these dams some 150.000 cubic yards of earth were removed. 
Twenty-five good, substantial bridges were built on the various streams 
throughout the reservation. Corrals at agency and substations were re
paired, and 20 miles of wire fence was constructed rocompleteour north line 
fence a.nd connect same with Rosebud north line fence. The greater part of 
our work laid out for this summer will be in constructing irrigation ditches. 
Water will be diverted from all streams, some small and some large, where 
there is water sufficient to irrigate with, even though it may in some cases 
be on a small scale. The dams that are being put in on the streams to divert 
the water are built to last. We had our mechanics build a pile driver, and 
it is now being nsed in driving piles for all the dams. 

"About 400 Indians are working, and as ample funds are available, work 
will be furnished them the balance of the summ.er. From amotmt of funds 
authorized for clhase of gross beef, flour, hay, a.nd other supplies for this 
agency for the fear 1003, a. saving of about $00,00) was made. 

" The new system IS meeting with a fair ~~\j~ of success on this reserva
tion. The younger element of Indians are · g kindly to work, and it is 
noticeable that they are taking better care of their money earned this year 
than they did last. The larger .Part of their earnings are spent for provisions 
for themselves and their families. Their earnings, however, enable them to 
eat three times a day. Under the ration system. if they were economic, and 
saving with rations given them, it would afford them not more than one meal 
a. day." 

From the Resebnd agency, S. Da.k., August, 1m 
"With the exception of the winter months, the able-bodied Indians have 

been at work durmg the fiscal year building and repairing fences, making 
and repairing roads, building dams and reservoirs, and other work of a :per
manent natm·e in the improvement of the reservation., all of which work the 
Government has provided, and for which it pays the mdian in cash Sl.25 :per 
day, or $2.50 a day with team, in lieu of all issues of rat1ons. Some of the In
dians find employment off the reserve, but by fa.r the greater number accept 
the work and pa.y here provided for them, and have done quite well, not only 
in the amount of work performed, but also in subsisting themselves and 
families. 

"It can not be expected that these Indians can yetsuccessfnlly compete with 
white labor, but in courae of time they will be able to, and many of them 
must do so, for it may be that the Government will not continue to provide 
employment for them any great number of years to come, although I believe 
it would be welltx> continue the work along present lines for a.n indefinite 
time." 

From Yank-ton Agency, S. Dak., August, 1900: 
"There is no longer any doubt as 1x> the wisdom of cutting_ off rations. 

About 20 per cent of the tribe is now borne on the ration roll. Those cut off 
during the last year and a half are living as comfortably as before, and have 
the knowledge that they are existing by their own efforts." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, would the gentle
man think it an inopportune time for me to ask him about the 
policy which may be considered or outlined by the committee or 
em bodied in this bill with reference to the abolition of or the con
tinuation of the Dawes Commission in the Indian Territory? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill in terms limits the life of the Dawes 
Commission to the end of the next fiscal year. In other words, it 
provides specifically that the work of this Commission shall be 
completed and the Commission cease to exist on the 1st of July, 
1905. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman or the com
mittee any information that that work can be accomplished by the 
Commission in that time? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It has, if Congress doesnotimposeupon that 
CoiiliiliBsion added duties. In my judgment the work of that 
Commission would have been completed before now, and it was 
prognosticated here two or three yea1·s ago that it would have been 
completed ere this. If Congress had not imposed additional 
duties and work on the Commission, the work would have been 
completed. But I believe, spurred on with this declaration that 
the Commission mnst cease to exist on July 1, 1905, that all the 
work that is now imposed upon the Commission can be completed 
prior to that date. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I do not want to impose upon the 
gentleman's judgment, but there is a bill that has been recently 
intl·oduced here which seems to have the sanction of the Secre
tary of the Interior, and is it not his judgment that that would 
impose great duties upon the Dawes Commission and lead to its 
indefinite life? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The bill that the gentleman refers to is a bill 
introduced by my colleague [Mr. CuRTIS], who for some years 
has been chairman of the subcommittee having in charge the 
matters especially relating to the Indian Territory, and that gen
tleman [Mr. CURTIS] advises me that this does not impose duties 
upon the Dawes Commission which would necessitate the con
tinuance of their existence longer than the date I have mentioned. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman in the appro-

priation here gone to the end that the policy of the Government 
shall be a discontinuation of that Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly ia our declaration just as dis
tinct as it is possible to make it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And you think Congress will be 
able to accomplish that result with the language of the gentle
man's bill? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question in my mind about ac
compli~~g it with the Ian~age. The language is, "And said 
ComiillS.Slon shall conclude 1ts work and terminate on or before 
the 1st day of July, 1905, and said Commission shall cease to exist 
on July 1, 1905." . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will permit me 
I consider. that the Dawes q<>mmission is in its operation a self~ 
perpetuating body, and that m delay they have accomplished more 
evil than they have accomplished good, and is it that a desire to 
accomplish good to the country and Indian Territory has been 
submerged in the desire to serve themselves? Now they started 
out in 1892 with the matter of the enrollment and ha~e constantly 
taken 70,000 p1~tically uncontested cases and minutely and elab
orately heard eVI.dence and gotten up their written decisions where 
they should have considered the 10,000 contested cases and in 
that way they added to their life tenure almost, and I hope the 
gentleman and his committee will see a termination of that con
dition, so that we may find that the people of the Indian Territory 
are not suffering any more in the deplorable conditions aggra
vated and accentuated by reason of the entangling syst€m of the 
Dawes Commission. 

Mr. SEER ¥AN. The gentleman has declared what Iris belief 
is. He has not asked me what mine is. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwouldlikeverymuchtohaveit. 
Mr. SHERMAN. I disagree with the gentleman in a large part 

of his sweeping criticism of the Dawes Commission. I think that 
Commission has done wonderful work. It has brought about the 
betterment of conditions down there to an extent that ten vears 
ago no one would have believed was possible. Possibly they.have 
taken more time than another commission would have taken. In 
my judgment, as I stated a moment or two ago, they would have 
completed their .work long ere this had not Congress in its wisdom 
constantly added other duties; and I believe now that the t.ermi
nation of this work is in sight, and I shall be surprised if we find 
it necessary next year to ask that this Commission be continued 
beyond July 1. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell ns about 
how much of the annual appropriation is for the machinery of this 
Commission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The appropriations. all told, are something 
under a million and a half dollars. My colleague tells me $1,400,-
000, all told, from the creation of the Commission down to the 
present time. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. What would the gentleman say 
toward cutting down the appropriations, so that we would have 
only one commissioner instead of the entire body of the Com
mission? 

Mr. SHERMAN. That suggestion was quite fully discussed by 
the committee. We had two members of the Commission before 
us, and it seemed at this stage of the work unwise to make this 
change. We have been crossing a river. We have reached al
most to the far bank, where we are taking hold of the grass or 
stubble and pulling our boat to the shore, and therefore it seemed 
unwarranted at this time to change our policy. If the Commis1 
sion were cut from four to one, it would be necessary to employ 
certain high-salaried clerks at least to perform the duties that 
other members of the Commission now perform, so that in money 
there would not be a total saving. It would only be a parti:il 
saving at most. I think it would be bad policy, in my judgment, 
at present to change the Commission. 

Mr. PERKINS. WhatarethedutiesofthisCommission? Will 
the gentleman state them briefly? 

Mr. SHERMAN. The duties are defined in the various acts 
which have been passed. To cover it in one or two sentences, 
they were originally to enter into an agreement with the five 
tribes known as the "Five Civilized Tribes." and then to carry 
out all the provisions-that is, the several agreements, making up 
the rolls of citizenship, allotting land, setting aside town sites, 
and all that sort of thing. 

.M:r. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for five minutes? 
Mr. SHERMAN. I give to the gentleman from Iowa five min

utes. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I do not feel willing to allow the 

attack on the Dawes Commission to go by unchallenged. The 
Dawes Commission has been a very useful organization. 

So far a.s I am concerned. I do not think it ought to be finally 
discharged until the new State comes into the Union, by which 
some additional local government can be established over that 
region. The Dawes Commission has served as a controlling body 
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between the white people on the one hand and the Indians on the 
other. They have served the purpose of molding the heterogene
ous and complex conditions into a more simple form in that 
Territory. 

We found ourselves in the preparation of the Curtis law, for 
instance, confronted with Indian customs, Indian laws enacted 
by Indian legislatures, Indian treaties, complex situations be
tween the different tribes transferred from the different parts of 
the country in that Territory. The Dawes Commission having 
the confidence of the Indians and having been headed by a man 
tlmt they looked upon all their lives as their tried and true friend, 
S~nator Dawes, yielded their judgment to the views of that Com
mission. It has been a conciliatory organization and has enabled 
the Government to enforce and carry into operation the wise 
measures involved in the Curtis Act. 

It is hardly possible to listen with patience to the assault that 
has been made on these gentlemen. The Commission has wisely 
managed the affairs of the Territory. There is a Territory with
out any organized government at all, without any general system 
such as is known to the other Territories, and this Commission 
has taken the place of the Government, in some sense at least, 
and has enabled the Federal Government to bridge over the diffi
culties with which it found itself confronted. 

This Dawes Commission has done a good service. When the 
history of that Territory is written the names of these commis
sioners, and the eminent gentleman whose name is associated with 
the Commission, will receive the honor they deserve. If my 
friend from the Committee on Territories [Mr. RoBINSON] is able 
to aid in bringing in a bill that will transfer that Territory to a 
condition of statehood in the new State, provide legislative con
trol there to take the place of this arbitration control, or the board 
of conciliation, as you might call it, the Dawes Commission, he 
will do well, and if they will frame a bill putting the Indian Ter
ritory into a new State of Oklahoma, they will do well to recog
nize the good work that the Dawes Commission has performed in 
the last ten years in getting that country ready for statehood. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to speak further, but I did not 
want these criticisms to go by uncontradicted, without some pro
test on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who cer
tainly know that the distingni'lhed men have done a wise and 
useful work in the years that have passed. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield for a ques
tion? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
Mr. FINLEY. I have heard it stated-! do not know with how 

much truth-with reference to the Dawes Commission, that the 
members of that Commission, or some of them, were interested 
in land speculations and corporations making investments in the 
Indian Territory. I would like to ask the gentleman if he has 
any knowledge of that? 

Mr. LACEY. That matter has been investigated by Mr. Bona
parte, and the report will be published probably soon giving de
tails. My understanding is that some of the Dawes Commission 
have owned stock in banks there. 

Mr. FINLEY. And land companies? 
Mr. LACEY. No; not in land companies, but in trust com

panies, investment companies, and banks. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 

expired. 
Mr. SHE.RMAN. I will yield the gentleman two minutes more. 
Mr. FINLEY. I wish to ask the gentleman if he thinks that 

it is prudent, and for the best interests of the Indian Territory, 
for the members of the Dawes Commission to be interested in in
vestment companies and trust companies? 

Mr. LACEY. I think it is wise for a man to shun even the ap
pearance of evil; but my understanding is that investigation has 
shown no wrongdoing on the part of any member of the Dawes 
Commission. My own judgment is that if the time of the life of 
the Dawes Commission expires under the bill before the Territory 
is admitted into the Union, that time ought to be extended by 
further legislation. I do not know whether the balance of the 
committee will agree with me, but I do believe that this Commis
sion ought not to go out until the State comes in, and the State 
ought to come in in time to take up the work where the Dawes 
Commission leaves it off. 

111r. THAYER. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 
Mr. THAYER. I know the gentleman from Iowa is as con

versant as any man in the Honse with the status of the Indian, 
and is as good a friend as the Indian has in the House. I would 
like to ask the gentleman whether he thinks the people of that 
Territory-Indians, full bloods and half bloods-having had no 
government except tribal government, are now fitted for the dig
nity and duties of statehood as we recognize them here in the rest 
of the Union? 

Mr. LACEY. That involves entirely another question. 

Mr. THAYER. I notice that the gentleman said "until they 
were admitted." 

Mr. LACEY. If they are not qualified, the necessity of continu
ing the existence of the Commission to which they can look as an 
intermediary between it and Congress, between them and the exec
utive department, is all the more necessary. The Indian Territory 
is not made up of Indians, but a very large proportion is white. 

Mr. THAYER. Is it not true that the Indian lands constitute 
a great majority of the whole Territory-some sixty-eight seven
tieths-and that the population of whites are in the towns and vil
lages, possibly in cities, huddled together? 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Chairman, that will be solved by the com
pletion of the allotments, by leases, and by sales to the whites. 
It is true that the white people have settled there in cities of ten 
or twelve thousand inhabitants, some of which, I am satisfied, in 
five years from now will have only three or four thousand inhab
itants, because the men in the cities will scatter into the country 
and occupy the farms; and the Indians at·e proposing to lease 
their lands to these people. 

There has never yet been an Indian reservation of valuable 
land that the white population has not beaten like a surf along its 
shore, ready to go in and occupy the land a~ soon as it could be 
opened up, and the Indian Territory is not being approached in 
that particular way, but in the towns. The people are settled in 
the towns and are waiting to get possession of the farms of the 
country as soon as they can arrange with the Indian allottees. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, are there not treaties now ex
isting between the United States and the Indian Territory which 
exempt from taxation a good share of their property for a num
ber of years? 

Mr. LACEY. That is undoubtedly one of the problems that 
will confront the new State when it comes in. It burdens the 
Territory now, as does the question of public schools, as the land 
is untaxed and untaxable, and it is that very complex situation 
that the Dawes Commission has been working on for all these 
years. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Iowa has 
again expired. 

Mr. S.HE.RMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would be glad if the gentle
man from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS] would proceed now. I will ask 
the Chair how much of my time has been consumed. 

The CH.AIR.MAN. Twenty-two minutes. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under 

consideration carries an appr.opriation of over $6,000,000. This ap
propriation has been greatly decreased by the policy of allotting 
lands in Indian reservations to individual Indians, thus breaking 
up their tribal relations and making them self-supporting. This 
policy should be pursued until all Indian reservations are broken 
up and all of their lands allotted. 

All Indians should be put on their individual responsibility and 
compelled to live by their own labor and exertions. It is an in
justice to the white race to be taxed to support the red man in 
idleness. Aside from this injustice to the white man. it would 
be better in every way that the red man should be taught that he 
must comply with the biblical injunction and live by the sweat 
of his face. 

The average Indian will remain a vagabond and pauper just as 
long as the Government will support him while idling away his 
time on reservations. 

I think Congress should give statehood to all of the Territories, 
and thus comply honestly with the platform pledges of the two 
great political parties. Congress should also at once allot to the 
Indians their lands, break up their tribal relations, and make the 
Indians self-supporting citizens of the United States. The juris
diction of the United States over the Indians and of their property 
should then cease, and the State in which they live should take 
charge of them. 

The State legislature where the Indians reside knows much bet
ter how to legislate and care for the Indians within its borders 
than Congress can possibly do. I believe, moreover, in local self
government and that each State should control the people in its 
borders. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIR.MAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield to the 

gentleman from Massachusetts? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentleman if both po

litical parties in their national platforms did not pledge them
selves to give separate statehood to each of these three Territories 
and not join Oklahoma and the Indian Territory? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will answer the gentleman by 
stating that there was. as I remember, nothing said whatever 
about the Indian Territory; and, looking at that question from 
a nonpartisan standpoint, it would be better for the Indians and 
the white people of the Indian Territory, as well as the people 
of Oklahoma, that they should have but one State. As to New 
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Mexico and Arizona, those two Territories are separated by the 
Rocky Mountains, which mountains form a natural barrier be
tween these two Territories. They are two very large Territories; 
either is twice as large as the Indian Territory and Oklahoma 
combined. 

There is a natural barrier between them, as I have stated-the 
Rocky :Mountain Range, which separates those two Territories. 
They have two systems of civilization there. The one on the Pa
cific coMt, Arizona. has the Anglo-Saxon civilization, but in New 
Mexico you find largely a Mexican element, which belongs to the 
Mexican or Spanish civilization. These two Territories have a 
different nucleus around which the settlements have been formed; 
they have separate and distinct railroad and business centers; 
they have separate capitals; and it is not right, it is not just, it 
is not the policy of either party in this Government, or should 
not be if we take the party platforms to mean what they say, to 
make these two Territories into one State, and I hope that no 
such measure as that will receive the favorable attention of this 
Congress. 

There are many Indian reservations known to contain valuable 
mineral deposits. I would open these lands for mining purposes 
under the United States mining laws and pay the money to the 
Indians arising from its sale to miners. The Indians will never 
work their mines; and if the mines were opened and worked by 
white men, employment would be furnished the Indians at their 
homes, and they would become civilized and industrious by being 
brought into contact with the white miners and furnished with 
work by them. They could then be induced to cut off their long 
hair. give up their tepees and wickedness, build comfortable 
homes, throw aside their blanket covering and eagle feathers, and 
adopt the white man's clothing, manners, and customs. 

We often hear the complaint made by persons living in the 
East, who know nothing of Indians, their habits, or character, 
except what they have learned by reading Cooper's novels, that 
the people of the United States have always robbed and mis
treated its Indian wards. This libel on the white American people 
has been so often repeated that it is generally supposed to be true. 

The truth is that from the year 1789 to 1903, inclusive, we have 
paid the Indians for their upport and education the enormous 
sum of $402.217,528. Our expenditure on account of Indians in 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, was 12,935,168. There are 
about 270,000 Indians in the United States. These figures show 
that in that year we have paid them about $47 per capita. Does 
this look like robbery? I must confess that it does, but it is the 
white man that is being robbed to support the red man in idle
ue A. The white citizens have been taxed and paid during that 
year for the support of the Government, including Indians, $707,-
837 ,004. or a tax of about$10 per capita, no part of which has been 
paid by the Indians. but on the other hand they have received S47 
per capita out of that fund, hence I fail to see any just ground 
of complaint for onr treatment of our Indian wards. I desire 
now to call the attention of this House and the country to the 
reckless expenditure of public money in the Indian Territory by 
the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes Commission. This 
Commission has been in existence about ten years, and, including 
the present appropriation, has spent in round numbers the enor
mous sum of about $1,500,000, amounting to $20 per capita to eaeh 
Indian enrolled. 

According to the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af
fairs, on page 91, the Department has approved the enrollment of 
72,517 Indians, including the negro citizens of this Territory. 
According to the recent statement of its chairman, Mr. Bixby, 
before the House Committee on Indian Affairs only one-third of 
the Choctaws and Chickasaws and one-fourth of the Cherokees 
have been allotted lands, and it has cost this Government np to 
this date at least the sum of $40 to enroll and allot land to one 
Indian. 

On page 93 of the last report of the Commissioner on Indian Af
fairs we find that 4. 175 applications for Indian citizenship (as 
heads of families) have been made to the Dawes Commission; that 
Commission has only transmitted 3.272 of these applications to 
the Interior Department for its action,leavi.ng 903 Indian families 
asking for enrollment whose names have not been forwarded to 
the Interior Department for the Secretary's approval. Some of 
the e have been held up for three years. I inquired into the rea
son for this delay on the part of the Dawes Commission and find 
that the Secretary of the Interior is largely to blame. 

The same page of the Commissioner's report above alluded to 
shows that the applications of 1.301 of these Indian families are 
now pending in the Interior Department and have not been acted 
npon. Three hundred and ninety-four of these are before Secre
tary Hitchcock and 907 before the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, 
but I am reliably informed that the Secretary has ordered the 
Commissioner to hold them without action. An analysis of this 
official report shows that 4,175 of these Indian families have filed 
applications for citizenship, and 2,204 of these have been held up 

by the order of Secretary Hitchcock. Mr. Bixby, chairman of 
the Dawes Commission, on January 28, 1904, on pages 6 and 7 of 
his print-ed hearings before our Indian Committee, stated that his 
Commission wanted $259,000, in round numbers, to carry on the 
work of his Commission for another year, which amount the 
committee allowed, and it is part of the bill now under considera
tion by this Honse. 

I asked Mr. Bixby this question: 
Mr. STEPHENS. In 1900 [the Fifty-sixth Congress. I believe] you stated that 

with $3501000 you could get through [meaning with the work of the Dawes 
Commission] in eighteen mont.hs1 

Mr. BIXBY. Yes· I believe so. 
Mr. STEPHENS. i advocated giving you this amount? 
Mr. BIXBY. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHE...~S. Since that time four rears have elapsed a.nd still we are 

making these [meaning annual] appropriations? 
Mr. BIXBY. Yes. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Is it not a. tact that the Secretary of the Interior, by a good 

many rulings, has prevented your work from being effective? For instance, 
in the Choctaw a.nd Chickasaw nations, are they [meaning tLe Interior De
partment] holding up hundreds of claims that you {meanina the Dawes 
Commission l have approved and passed nponf A.re not those claims [mean
ing now] held up by the Secretary of the Interior? 

""The CHAIRMAN. I think it hardly fair to ask Mr. Bixby, who tsa subordi
nat~ of the Secretary of the Interior, to criticise his actions. 

Mr. STEPHENS (addressing Mr. Bixby). And is it not a fact that you had a 
telegram recently requesting yon not to send rmeaning the Secretary of the 
Interior] any more of those applications up that were favorable to the citi
zens? 

Mr. BIXBY. It seems to me perhaps you might excuse me from answering 
questions of this kind. The telegram I alluded to is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10. 
To DAWES ColOliSSION, Muskogee, Ind. T.: 

Suspend action on letter November l~I: T. D. 7131, etc., relative to per
sons admitted to citizenship Choctaw or vnickasa.w nations by nations' au
thorities. Letter follows. 

Tnos. RYAN, .Acting Secretary. 

It clearly appears from these facts that Mr. Bixby desires to 
shield Secretary Hitchcock, who, in my judgment. is responsible 
for these great delays and enormous expenditure of money. and 
these delays and waste of pnblic funds are brought about by his 
utter disregard of the acts of Congress, his vacillating course, 
contradictory rulings, and incapacity to fill the public office he 
now holds. 

I have recently received a letter from a very intelligent and re
spected citizen of Muskogee. Ind. T .• which fully and accurately 
states the effect of the Secretary's rulings and actions. It is as 
follows: 

Bon. JoHN H. STEPmms. 
Washington, D. C. 

MUSKOGEE, IND. T., February U, 1904. 

DEAR Sm: From the questions you propounded to Hon. Tams Bixby, chair
man of the Dawes Commission, when he a~red before th~ Hollile Commit
tee on Indian A.tfairs, and from the resolution introduced by you i.n the House 
of Representatives. it ~ms that you are the first Congressman to understand 
conditions in the Indian Terrttory . 

The delays in the Dawes Commission work are almost entirely due to. the 
Secretary of the Interior or the Interior Department. and the Dtlpartment, 
by delayin~ the work nf the Commisaion, Vl.J"tUally throws the Comnu&rlon 
appropriation away. The Department is without a rule of declSlon a nd with
out any settled policy in Terr1tory affairs. I!B decisions and poUc·y with ref
erence to this country a.re as changeable as tbe wind The Departm.Pnt's 
work in the Territory is a bote> h . The Department, or the pre&"nt depart
mental system for the Territory, Is not able to handle the work. and so far 
it has proven itself absolutely incompetent. 

In this connection I desire to call rour attention to the followtng cases: 
The Curtis bill contains this proVlSion: 
"No ~rson shall be enrolled who has not heretofore removed to and in 

good faith settled in the nation i.n which he claims citizenship." 
The Dawes Commission passed upon the ftrst case in which a construction 

of this provision was necessary in April or May. 11101. The opinion of the 
Commission was forwarded to the Interior Department and approved. The 
Commission then decided several hundred cases involving this question, and 
all the decisions were approved by the Department. In the latter part of 
1002 the Department, in passing on the Yeargain Cherokee citiz...,n.~hlp case, 
reversed its former decislon and made it necessary for the Commission to do 
all its work in this class of ca es over agajn. 

In 1001 the Dawes Commission, construing provtstons in the Creek agree
ment, held that no land contest could be maintained in the Crook Nation 
after ninety days from the ratification of said agreement. This decision of 
the Commission was submitted to the Department in the case of McNac v. 
Wadsworth. No. 397, a.nd the Department overruled the Commission. (Let
ter of December 12. liXIl, Ind. T . Decisions. p. 5.~1 1901. ) Following the deci
sion of the Department the Commission allowea contests to be ftled.. heard 
and decided the sa.me1 and many of the cases were taken to the Department 
on appeal and decidea by the Department. The records of the Coiiliilission 
were changed to conform to the Department's decisions. Tben, after two 
years, the Department discovered the provision in tlle agreement a.nd held 
that no land conteb't could be ftled in the Creek Nation after ninety days 
from the ratification of the Creek agreementr-the Commi'!Sion's original 
holding. (Major v. Thompson, No. 700. Letter of October 13. Him. Ind. T. 
Deci<rions, p. 67il2, l!l03) . On October 24, Ill>:~. it seems the Department dis
covered it had rendered conflicting opinions and wrote the Commi-'<Bion to 
take no further action in Creek ~ntests until inst ructed by tht' Department. 
(Letter of October24, l~J& Ind. T. Decisions, pp.5BOO, 190l,and 6751,1\m.) The 
Commission is still waiting for instructions and the litigants in contest cases 
clamoring for trial. 

In the Creek citizenship case of Mary L. Harwell the Department hss ren
dered a decision denying her children enrollment (September 12, Hllll ) a.nd 
another decision enrolling her children (May 13. 1~13) . Since the last deci
sion the Department has notified the Commission to hold the matter up and 
return the papers so that it can be considered further tJune 6, 1900). This 
was nine months a.go and the applicant"B still wait for a decision. 

In the Choctaw and Chickasaw enrollment work the attorneys fo ·the Choc
taw and Chickasaw nations requested the Secretary to not pass on certain 
classes of cases at that time. The Secretary refused the request and the 
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Commission prepared parts of the Choctaw and Chickasaw rolls, which were 
approved by the Secretary of the Interior, and the Commission proceeded to 
make allotments on said roll. On .Tanuary 28 the Secretary ordered the 
Commission to hold up the class of pe,rsons he had heretofore refused to hold 
up. Over 600 of this class are on the approved rolls and have received allot
ments. You can readily see how this disorganizes and blocks the Commis
sion's work. The Choctaw and Chickasaw h:i.nd offices accomplish nothin~, 
owin~ to conflicting orders, and the money spent in maintaining the same 1S 
practically wasted. 

In the sale of Creek land the Secretary of the Interior promulgated rules 
nnd regulations governing the same. In about one month the rules were 
abolished. In another month a new set of rules and regulations were pro
mulgated, and in two months were abolished. On July 10, 1003, the third set 
of rules and regulations on this subject were given to the public. Except for 
a few chan~es and amendments they still stand. Under the present rules 
and regulations it is practically impossible for an actual settler to buy land. 
It takes too long; too much red tape, and too much e~pense. The land is sold 
to speculatorsandnottoa.ctualsettlers. The Dawes Commission has nothing 
to do with the sale of land. 

Everything done by the Dawes Commission is subject to departmental ap
proval. I am unable to see how the Commission can accomplish anything 
with the present Secretary of the Interior over it. As soon as the Commis
sion has made some headway on certain work, the Secretary changes his rul· 
ings, and the work has to be done over again. Under the administration of 
Secretary BlisB the approval of the Secretary was conside1·ed, to a large ex
tent, a matter of form, as the commissioners were high-salaried men, and 
presumed to be competent. I believe the end of the work is further away 
to-day than when Secretary Bliss retired from the Cabinet. It seems very 
hard and unjust to we people who live in this country that the Government's 
money should be thrown away as it has been. It is time to abolish the Com
mission, or take it from under the control of the Secretary. 

The cases cited in this letter are not isolated cases, but the rule. I can fur
nish yon with many others. 

Very truly, J. H. HILL. 

Mr. Chairman, to further show how Indians desiring to secure 
their allotments in the Indian Territory are now being treated by 
Mr. Hitchcock, I will submit three letters from Indian citizens for 
your consideration. Doctor Fortson is the editor of a paper. I 
have known him 'for many years, and know him to be a truthful, 
honest, and upright man. The other gentlemen are excellent men 
in every respect. These letters are as follows: 

KIOWA, IND. T., February SS, 1904. 
Hon. J. H. STEPHENS, United states 00'fi,{]Tess. 

DEAR Sm AND OLD ACQU .A.INT.ANCE, if yon are the Stephens of Stephens & 
Matlock, of Montagne County, town of Montagne, Tex.: Sir, I received a no
tice from the Dawes Commission stating that they wereadV1Sed to notify me 
that there would be no more allotments made to me until further notice from 
the Secretary. 

Now, when I received this notice, I had a.lready filed upon all the land al
lowed me; the last filed on was at Tishomingo. I filed on my homestead at 
Atoka. My homestead is near Kiowa, Choctaw Nation. I wish to know 
whether the Choctaw lawyers can legally: go back on their decision. Mine is 
not a court claim. I was passed upon by the Dawes Commission, and their de
cision was ratified by the Secretary of Interior and placed on the roll, and 
filed on all the land I was entitled to. • • • 

Hoping that yon will condescend to take notice of this and head off the 
grafters who are determined to litigate the lands of Indianola, by which 
means they make millions at our expense. 

Respectfully submitted for your consideration. 
J. R. FORT~ON, M.D. 

Mr. Askew writes me as follows: 
MARIET.rA, IND. T., February !6, 19011. 

Hon. JoHN H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. a. 
DEAR Sm: Yours of the 22d instant to hand, and in reply will say that I 

was more than glad to have a letter from yon and to know that you were de
termined to investigate matters in this country, and I will gladly give yon all 
of the information that I possibly can. 

I am in receipt of a letter from the Dawes Commission, which I will hand 
you herewith for your information, a duplicate copy, which reads as follows: 

"Receipt is hereby acknowledged of your letter February 15 askin~ if yon 
will receive a certificate for your homestead allotment after the expu-a.tion 
of nine months from the date of selection. 

"In reply to your letter, yon are advised that it appears from our records 
that at the Chickasaw land office of the Commission, on May 19,1904, yon 
selected as your homestead the east half of the southeast quarter of section 
6 township 7 south, range 4 east, Chickasaw Nation, con taming 80 acres. 
' "Yon are informed, however, that on January 28, 1904, the Commission was 

insh·ucted by the Secretary of the Interior to take no further steps looking 
to the enrollment or allotment of persons who were admitted to citizenship 
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations by acts of the Choctaw council or the 
Chickasaw le~lature or by the United States Indian agent on appeal from 
adverse decisiOns of the Choctaw council. 

"It appearing from our records that yon were admitted to citizenship in 
the Choctaw Nation by the United States Indian agent, February 5,1.895 un
der the instructions of the Secretary of Interior, above referred to, the COm
mission is estopped from taking any further action relative to your allotment 
or to the issuance of allotment certificate in your name at this time. 

•• Respectfully, 
"T. B. NEEDLES, 

"Commissioner in Charge.,, 
I trust from the above letter you can see just what is going on down here, 

and you will be able to do away with such doings. 
If you should want the origmalletter from the Commission, I will gladly 

forward it to you. 
There are several people here who have been refused to file by the Com

mission on account of the Secretary's orders. 
Trusting you can see the condition of this country and people, 

I am, yours, truly, 
SHELTON S. AsKEW. 

Box 1.36, MARIETTA, IND. T. 

McGEE, IND. T., February 15,1904. 
Ron. JoHN STEPHE..~S, Washington, D. a. 

DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: We write yon in regard to the present status of 
affau·a now existing in this country respecting the recent action of the hon
OI'able Secretary of the Interior, in which he has by his rulin~ stopped the 
filing of hundreds of Chickasaws and Choctaws, who are recogruzed and have 
valuable improvements, and is doing great injustice to them. 

In the firstplaee whatistheobjectin the honorable Secretaryinso doing? 
It seems to us if he has a right to do this he has a ri~ht to be retroactive and 
take from those who have already filed their holdings. This ruling is per
plexing and doing our people ~eat injury. Knowing your kindly feeling to 
the people of the Indian Terr1tory, we fully believe that yon will recognize 
our people's interest in this measm·e. 

Now, Mr. STEPHENS, if any Congressional action is to be had for our relief, 
we ask yon only to remember us on lines of justice and right. You under
stand tlie situation far better than we do. We understand that yon have 
always championed our cause, and write yon only to get your understanding 
of this matter. When do you think this order will be raised so as to allow 
filing to proceed, or do yon think legislation will have to be had to get relief? 

Please excuse this lengthy letter and let us hear from you. 
Hoping to hear from yon soon we are, 

Very truly, your friends, 
JOSEPH A. EDWARDS. 
WHIT W. HYDEN. 

Mr. Chairman, these men are highly respected and reputable 
citizens of the Chickasaw Nation, and their statements are entitled 
to full faith and credit, and the injustice done them should be at 
once corrected by Congress. 

On May 21, 1903, an opinion was rendered in the Wiley Adatl!s 
case by the Interior Department, which holds that the act of 
Congress of June 10, 1896, conferred on the Dawes Commission 
no right or power to strike from the rolls persons placed thereon 
by the action and the consent of the tribe. This ruling is openly, 
wilinlly, and clearly violated in the Fortson and Askew and 
hundreds ?f other similar cases. The Wiley Adams opinion is as 
follows, VlZ: 

DEP ART:MENT OF THE lNTJmiOR, 
Washington, May S1, 190~. 

The COMMISSION TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Muscogee, Ind. T. 

GENTLE"MEN: I have considered the proceedings of your Commission upon 
the application of Wiley Adams for enrollment as a citizen of the Choctaw 
Nation. The facts as found by your Commission are that Adams appeared 
before the Commission in the year 1899, under the act of June 101,1896 (29 Sta ts., 
321); that he is a white man, and about 1877 married a Creek, me Widow of o. 
Chickasaw citizen, and by a special act of the Choctaw council, approved 
November 6, 1884, admitted to citizenship of the Choctaw Nation, and has 
ever since been reco~ed as a citizen of that nation, and permitted to vote 
at their elections. .tlis application was denied by the Commission, and no 
appeal was taken to the courts. . 

He was borne upon the Choctaw census roll of 1896 as an intermarried citi
zen. The act of June 10, 1896 {29 Stats., 321, lm), provided: 

• • • "That in determinmg all such applications such commission shall 
respect all laws of the several nations and tl·ibes, not inconsistent with 
the laws of the United States, and all treaties with either of said nations or 
tribes, and shall give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of 
each of said nations or tribes: And I?Tovided further, That the rolls of citizen
ship of the several tribes as now eX1Sting are hereby confirmed, and any per
son who shall claim to be entitled to be added to said rolls as a citizen of 
either of said tribes and whose rights thereto have either been denied or not 
acted upon, o:r any citiz~n who ~1 with}n three months from and after the 
passage of this act desrre such Citizenship, may apply to the legally consti
tuted court or committee designated by: the several tribes for such citizen
ship, and such court or committee shall determine such an application within 
thirty days from the date thereof." 

Your Commission was of opinion that: 
"Under this act the roJlq of citizenship of the several tribes, as then exist

ing, were conformed, and the Commission under said act had the power only 
to admit to citizenship and to add to said rolls the names of . those -persons 
who a:pplied to them for citizenship, and no authority existed givmg the 
CommlBSion, at that time, power to eliminate from the tribal rollS the name 
of anyone thereon." 

* * * His (the applicant's) name appeared upon Choctaw census roll of 
1896, _page 380, No. 14255, which is the latest roll in the possession of this Com
misSion. The act of Congress of June~. 1898 (30 Stats .• ~95) provides: 

"Said Commission is authorized and directed to make correct rolls of the 
citizens of blood of all the other tribes (except Cherokees), eliminating from 
the tribal rolls such names as may have been placed thereon by fraud or 
without authority of law, enrollliig such only as may have lawful right 
thereto, and their descendants born since such rolls were made, with such 
intermarried white persons as may be entitled to Choctaw and Chickasaw 
citizenship under the treaties and the laws of said tribes." 

Not until this act became a law did the Commission have any authority to 
deal with the applicant's name, and under this act the only power the Com
mission has is to strike bis name from the rolls, provided it is made to appear 
that it was placed there by fraud or without authority of law. No charge of 
fraud is suggested in the record, and it is conceded that the national council 
of the Choctaw Nation in 1884 had the authority to admit this applicant to 
citizenship in said nation. 

It is therefore the opinion of the Commission that its action U{>On the peti
tion of the applicant for citizenship under the act of Congress of June 10,1896, 
was without authori~ of law and of no force and effect upon the status of 
this a:pplicant as a citizen of the Choctaw Nation, and also that Wiley Adams 
is a mtizen of the Choctaw tribe of Indians in the Territory, and that his 
application therefore should be granted, and it is so ordered .. 

A special action of the nation's council is no less a law of the tribe than is 
a general one. It has been one of the well-known usages and customs of the 
several Indian tribes to adopt persons of other races. Naturalization by one 
nation of persons of other races or nations is so general as to be almost a uni
versal practice. The act of June 10 1896, supra conferred upon the Commis
sion no power to strike from the roliS persons borne thereon by the act and 
with the full consent of the tribe. The action of your Commission is there
fore a_p_proved. 

Very respectfully, THos. RYAN, Acting Secreta?1f. 

Mr. Chairman, this opinion in the Wiley Adams case con
clusively shows that the Choctaw and Chickasaw councils had 
the right under existing laws to enroll their citizens; and when 
so enrolled by their respective tribes they were entitled to have 
their names approved by the Dawes Commission and the Secre
tary of the Interior. But the Secretary has openly and willfnlly 
violated this ruling and repudiated the law, eve~ after enroll
ment and allotment had been made, as in the Fortson and Askew 
cases. 
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These outrages on our helpless Indian wards a1·e due to the Secre

tary's utter disregard of the rights of others, and to the further 
fact that he seems to be a tool in the hands of Mansfield, McMur
ray & Cornish, who desire to earn as the attorneys of these In
dians a gt·eat contingent fee by preventing the enrollment of 
hundreds of Tndians, and thus leaving more money and lands to 
be divided among the remaining members of these tribes. It is 
an open secret that this firm of lawyers have a contract with 
these nations for a contingent fee of 10 per cent of the value of 
each Indian's property that they prevent from being enrolled. 

Mr. Mansfield, one of these attorneys, in an oral argument be
fore Judge Campbell, assistant attorney-general of the Interior 
Department, in January, 1904, stated that each estate in question 
is worth from $6,000 to $8.000. He was contesting a question 
which involves the rights of about 4,000 Indians to thejr share 
of the tribal property. Taking $7,000 as an average value, we 
have as a total value $28,000,000. If these attorneys have a 
contract with the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations whereby they 
are to get 10 per cent of the value of each estate that they save to 
said nations by getting an individual off of the tribal rolls- and 
this contract, I am informed, they admit, and everyone, includ
ing the Dawes Commission, is said to be aware of-then I submit 
that this fee would be if they cut from the rolls 4,000 names, the 
enormous sum of $2,800,000. 

Many of the Indians whom these attorneys pro pose to disin
herit are now on the tribal rolls, placed there by the Indians them
selves, and many of their names have been approved by the Dawes 
Commission. Some of them have had their land allotted to them, 
and deeds made conveying the lands to them. The Secretary of 
the Interior now is arbitrarily endeavoring, in violation of a plain 
act of Congress, to prevent these deeds from being recorded by 
the recorJers of the district where the land is situated. 

I present fol' your consideration a letter from "Commissioner 
Jones, dated October 5, 1903, which fully exposes the purpose 
of these attorneys to disinherit and pauperize hundreds of poor 
people who are now on the Indian citizenship rolls and have lived 
in that Territory all of their lives and have their homes and all 
of their property there. Commissioner Jones decides against 
these attorneys. and on November 18, 1903, Thomas Ryan, Act
ing Secretary of the Interior, affirmed the opinion of Commissioner 
Jones. 

Strange to relate, on January 28, 1904, Secretary Hitchcock, for 
some un1..~own reasons, or~ rather, for no reason, reversed these 
opinions and decided in favor of the contention of Mansfield, 
McMurray & Cornish. This letter exposes the schemes of these 
lawyers and is as follows : 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF INDIAN A.FF .AIRS, 

Washington, October 5, 1903. 
The Ron. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR. 

Sm: I am in receipt of your coiD.I!lunication dated August 25, 1903, for
warding for consideration and report a communication from Messrs. Mans
field, McMurray and Cornish, dated August 15,1003, asking that the Dawes 
Commission be direc:ted to withhold action on enrollments and allotments to 
that class of citizens of the Choctaw and ChickaSa.w nations whose rights 
will be adjudicated before the citizenship courts. 

With said letter of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish there is traD.Smitted 
a. copy of another letter from them dated July 8, 1903, and addressed to the 
Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, in which they call the attention of 
the Commission to the fact that various persons have applied to it for eru·oll
mentas citizeD.Sof the Choctaw Nation and been listed as such who rely, as 
a basis of their citizenship, upon acts of admission to citizenship by the gen
eral council of the Choctaw Nation, or by the decision of the United States 
Indian agent overruling adverse action by the council.. 

Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish then call the attention of the Commis
sion to the cases now pending before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship 
court, wherein the court will decide the rights of persons whose status, an
cestry, and family r eln.tionshjp are identical with those persons who rely 
upon acts of council and decisions of the United States Indian agent, as above 
stu. ted. 

_ It is the contention of Mansfield, McMun-a~ & Cornish that if said citi
zenship court decides that such persons are entitled to admission as citizens 
of sa.id nations, then those persons occupying the same status and having the 
sa.me an<?e~try, and wh? have heretof?re been admitted by act of council or 
by a declSlon of the Umted States Ind1an agent, should also remain admitted 
and enrolled as citizens of said nation, but that in the event said citizenship 
court should decide that such persons are not entitled to be em·olled as citi
zens of said ~atioD.S that suc.h.per;;ons as have heretofore been admitted by 
act of council or by the deCisiOn of the Indian agent, and whose status and 
ancestry are the sa~e. as those persons whom said citizenship court find are 
not entitled to admlSSlon, the names of such persons should be stricken from 
the rolls of citizenship of said nations. 

A list of such persons as rely upon a.cts of the general council of the Choc
taw Nation and the decision of the United Stat-es Indian agent upon appeal 
from said council is submitted by said Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish and 
it is claimed by them that persons with the identical status ancestry' and 
family relatioD.Shlp as those so admitted by the council and the United States 
Indian agent are now having their cases passed upon by the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizeD.Ship court . 

.Mansfiel~, Mc.Murr~f &. Co~sh then advise the Commission that the pur
po-:>a of theu· commuruca.twn IS to ask that no further action be taken with 
reference to the enrollment of or allotment to persons relying tipon said acts 
of the council or said decisions of the Indian agent, and that final action in 
such cases be postponed until the final determination by the Choctaw and 
C~ckasaw cit~ensiD:p court of the cases ~volvin~ the status of persons re
ly:mg upon the Identical ancestry and family relationship. 

The Commission, replying to said letter onAugust6, 1903, states thatithas 
h~· ·etofore eru·olled as citizens of the Choctaw Nation a number of persons 
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whose rights are dependent upon acts of the Choctaw council and decisions of 
the United States Indian a~ent; that the names of such persons have been 
placed upon a schedule of Citizens of said nation prepared for forwarding to 
the Secretary of the Interior , and that their allotment has been approved 
and that they are no~. under the provisions of the act of Congress approved 
July 1., 1002, as -provided by section 11 thereof, entitled to sele<:tion of allot
ments. 

The said letter from the Commission is signed by T. B. Needles commis
sioner in charge, and appears to have been written bv him, for he states that 
"in these cases I do not feel warranted in the absence of the other members 
of the Commission in issuing any order to the Choctaw and Chickasaw land 
offices, prohibiting the allotments of land to any person whose enrollment has 
thus been approved by the Secretary of the Interior." He further sta.tes that 
in those cases where the Commission has not yet rendered o. decision and 
where the ri~hts of persons are dependent upon the acts of the Choctaw na
tional counml and the decisions of the United States Indian agents lie has 
instructed the Choctaw-Chickasaw enrollment.. division to take no further 
action with respect to the enrollment of such persons as citizens of the Choc
taw Nation until otherwise advised. 

The letter from :Man...<>,field, McMurray & Cornish, dated August 15, 1903, 
and transmitted by the Department for consideration and report, seems to 
be the ~u~rowth of .this ~on·espon~ence between these attorneys and the 
Comnuss.:.on to the Five Civilized Tribes, and the purpose of the said letter 
appears to be, as stated by them, that the Department direct the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes to withhold further action either in the matter 
of ~nrollment or allotment to parsons falling within the class referred to in · 
their letter of July 8,1903, to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tl"ibas end 
that no further action relative to them be taken until tho Choctaw' and 
Chickasaw citizenship court passe upon and finally adjudicates the rights of 
persons who are applicants before it, having an identieal status with the per
sons f-alling within the class referred to. 

The office is unable to see wherein this request of the attorneys for the 
Choct..aw and Chickasaw nations can, under the 1'1.w, be complied with. The 
citizenship court, of which it spe:tks, is created by section 33 of the supple
mental Choctaw and Chickasaw agreement, approved July 1, 1002. The 
purpose of the establishment of the said court-is set out in section 31 of said 
supplemental a~reement, as follows: 

· It being cla1med and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickasaw natioD.S that 
the United States courts in the Indian Territory, acting under the act of 
Congress approved June 10,18961 having admitted persons to citizenshi-p or 
~ enrolll!lent as such citizens in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, respec
tively_. Wit!Iout noti?e of. th~ P!OCeedingE! in su~h court ~eing given to each 
of sa10 nahons; and It bemg msiSted by sa1d natiOns that m such proceedings 
n_otico to ea9h of f!aid nations was indi<>:pe~ ble, and it being claimed and in
Sisted by sa1d nations that the proceedings m the United States courts in the 
India?- Territory under the act of June 10, 1896, should have been confined to 
a review of the action of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes upon 
the papers and evidence submitted to such Commission, and should not have 
extended to a trial de novo of the question of citizenship; and 1t being desir
able to finally determine these questions, etc." 
. Section 32 of said supplemental agreement defines the appellate jurisdic

tion of said courts, but I do not find in said supplemental agreement where 
tills citizenship court has any jurisdiction whatever over such cases as those 
referred to by the attorneys for said nations, for from that part of section31 
above quoted it clearly appears thatsaidcitizenshipcourtisnow constituted 
for the sole purpose of determining whether or not the irregularities com
plained of, to wit, the failure to give notice to the nations of such proceed
mgs as were had, and the failure to review the action of the Commission to 
the Five Civilized Tribes upon the papers and evidence submitted to the Com
mission, instead of havin~ a trial de novo are sufficient to annul or vacate 
the judgments of the Umted StAtes court acting under the act of Con~·ess 
approved June 10, 1896, and if such judgments are annulled by said citizen
ship court, then it is ,pven authority upon the proper application to conduct 
sucp. further proceedings therein as ought to have been had in the court in 
which the same was taken on appeal from the Commission to the Five Civil
ized Tribes, and as if no judgment or decision had been rendered therein. 

The office can not see wherein the action of this citizenship court can in 
any way affect the rights of those persons who have been admitted to citi
zenship in tbe Choctaw Nation by an act of the Choctaw council. or who have 
been admitted by the United States Indian agent upon appeal ·from the ac
tion of the national council. At the time that these parties were so admitted 
by the national council and the decision of the United States Indian agent 
both the council and the ag~n~ had j.m-~d~ction,.and there is J?Othing in said 
su~lemental agreement giVIng said CitiZenship court any JUrisdiction to 
re or rehear such cases. 
. T e offi~e does n?t consi~~r that. the attorneys for said natioD.S are correct 
m conten<I?-ng that if the Citizenship court demes the right of citizeD.Ship to 
some applicant whose ancestry and family relationship is identical with some 
person who ~heretofore be~n admitted. by the national council, then such 
P!'\~on s~ admitted by the national council should also be denied the right of 
Citizenship. The office knows of no authority for canceling the acts of these 
nations, nor for de~ying citize~hip to those invested with it by the act of 
~e national C9uncil .. The natioD.S themf!elves are certainly powerless at this 
time~ repudiate their acts of the council and deny citizenship to those upon 
whom 1t has lawfully bestowed the same. 

The reason~ assig:ned for the crea~on of said citizenship court are (1) be
cause the natiOns did not have notice when the cases of the applicants for 
citizenship there.in were originally had, and (2) for the reason that on appeal 
from the Comnussion to the Five Civilized Tribes additional evidence was 
takeJ?. by t~e appellate court and a new hearing had. Neither of these rea-
89ns IS applic~ble to the case submitted hy the attorneys for said natioD.S 
Since the natwns not only had notice of the1r application for citi7.enship but 
acted ther eon through their national council. ' 

.The office does not conside?-' that the status of these persoD.S referred to by 
said attorneys can. now be disturbed, nothwitsta.nding that said citizenship 
court may determme that persons of the same ancestl·y and same relation
ship are not entitled to citizenship in said natioD.S, and it is respectfully rec
ommended that the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes be advised to 
con~ue to enroll the names of and allot land to such persons as have been 
admitted by an act of the national council or the decision of the Indian ao-ent 
on appeal therefrom without regard to such decisions as may be hereafter 
rendered by said citizenship com-t. 

Very respectfully, W. A. JONES, Commissione1·. 

DEP .A.RTMENT OF THE INTERIOR. 
. Washington, November 18, ivos. 

COMID:SSION TO THE F IVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 
Muskogee, Ind. T. 

GENTLEMEN: October 5,1903, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs reported 
relative to a co~unicatio~ of the Department by tl!-e _attorneys for the 
Choctaw and Chickasaw natiOns of Augustl5, 1903, subnnttmg a copy of their 
letter to you of July 8,1903, in reference to per sons enrolled as citizens of tbe 
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Choctaw Nation who were admitted to citizenship by acts of the council of 
the nation or by decision of the United States Indian agent overruling ad
verse action by the nation's council 

The attorners state that there are pending before the Choctaw and Chick
asaw citizenship court cases wherein the court will decide the rights of per
sons whose status, ancestry, and family relationship are identical with persons 
who relY. upon acts of the council and decisions of the Indian agent referred 
to. To illustrate: By act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation ap
proved November 5, 1888, W. F. Foster and many other persons were admitted 
to Choota.w citizenship. The contention of these people was, and the proof 
tended to show, that they were descendants of one James Foster, who was.a 
Choctaw Indian in the old Choctaw Nation east of the Mississippi River, who 
lived and died in the State of Mississippi and who was enrolled by the Gov
ernment of the United States and received benefits under the treaty of 1800. 

' In the case of James A. McLellan et al. 11. The Choctaw and Chickasaw 
Nations now pending before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court, 
the applicants also cL.'\im descent from this James Foster, and rely for the 
adjudication of their rig:hts upon his status as a Choctaw Indian." 

It is contended that if the citizenship com·t determines, in the matte1· of 
the application in the case of James A. McLellan et al., that James Foster was 
not a Choctaw Indian by blood and such a Choctaw Indian by blood as under 
the treaties and laws would enable his descendants to be admitted t.o citizen
ship, then the claimants, relying. upon the acts of council, are likewise not 
entitled and should not be enrolled. 

Seven cases are mentioned in which the acts of the council of the Choc
taw Nation or the decisions of the U,nited State Indian agent. are relied upon 
by the applicants for their citizenship, where such identical status, ancestry, 
and family relationship exists that will be judiciously passed upon by the 
citizenship court. 

It was asked of your Commission that no further action be taken with 
reference to the enrollment of or allotments to persons relying upon_ the 
sources setout, and that final action in such cases be postponed until the de
termination by said court of the cases involving the status of persons rely
ing upon ''the identical ancestry and.family relationship." 

It was stated by said attorneys that if the action of the citizenship court 
should be adverse to the claimants in the cases mentioned before it, it-would 
be asked that the enrollment of the persons relying u~n the acts of council 
and decisions of the United States Indian agent bederued and that in support 
of this request there would be filed certified copies of the proceedings had and 
decisions rendered by the court, together with the views of the attorneys as 
to the power and duty of your Commission and the Dllpartment. 

In reply. to this communication, in letter of Commissioner Needles of Au
gust 6, 1003 it was stated that the CoiD.Illission had enrolled as citizens of the 
Choctaw ·~ation a number of persons whose ri~hts are dependent nporuacts 
of the Choctaw council and decisions of the Uruted States Indian agent; that 
the enrollment of such persons had been approved by the Department, and 
that they are now, under the provisions of the act of July I. 190"Z (32 Stat., 00), 
entitled to selection of allotmentB. 

The Commissioner also informed said attorneys that he did not feel war
ranted, in the ab ence of the other members of the Commission, in issuing 
any order prohibiting_ the allotment of land to any -person.. whose enrollment 
has thus been approved; that. however, where the Commission has not ren
dered a decision, and where the rights of the parsons are dependent upon 
the acts of the Choctaw council and the decisions of the United States Indian 
agent referred to, he had given instructions to the Chootawand Chickamw 
enrollment division to take no further action relative to the enrollment of 
such persons until otherwise advised, and that at the next regular meeting 
of the Commission he would bring this matter to ibl attention. 

If any further action has been had in the matter the Department has not 
been advised. 

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs enters at considerable length into this 
question, and states that he can not see wherein the request-of said attorneys 
can be complied with. Referring to the portion of the act of July I. 1902, 
creating sa.id citizenship court, he states that he does not find that such court 
has any jurisdiction whatever over such cases as those referred to by the at
torneys for the Choctaw and Chioka62.w nations, where parties had been ad:
mitted by act of council or by decision of the United States Indian agent. 

As to that the Department does not understand that the attorneys fm.· the 
nations make any such contention.. It agrees, however, with the statement 
of the Commissioner that the action of the citizenship com·t ca;t.not in a?y 
way a.:ffect the righbl of tho e persons who have been duly admitted to citi
zenship in the Choctaw Nation. It also agrees with his statement that the1·e 
appears no authority fo1· "canceling" the acts of the Choctaw Nation, nor 
for denying citizenship to those invested with it by the act of the national 
counciL He concludes, therefore, that the .status of these persons referred 
to by sn.id attorneys can not be disturbed, notwithstanding that the citizen
shlp court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same rela-
tionship are not entitled to citizenship in sai~ na.~on. . . 

While the act of June 28,1898 (30 Stats., 49o), directs your ComiDlSSlon to 
m.ake correct rolls of the citizens by blood of the Choctaw and. Chickasaw 
nations, and t.o eliminate from. the tribal rolls such names as may have been 
}>laced thereon without authority of law, there is no provision made ;or a.ny 
mvestigation in regard t.o the rights of persons admitted by the legislative 
bodies of either nation. In fact the act of 1\I&Y 31, 1~ .(31 SU:.t., 221), r~co&'
nizes the right to enrollment of persons admitted t.o Citizenship, when It di
rects your Commission not to recei\e, consider, or make any rE?CO~d of ~ny 
application of any. person for enrollment as a member of any tribe IR Indian 
Territory who has not been a recognized member thereof and duly and law
fully enrolled or admitted as such. 

Yo-:.1 are accordingly directed, as recommended by the Commissioner, to 
enroll the names of and allot lands to such persons as have been duly admit
ted to citizenship in the Choctaw Nation, without regard to such decision as 
may hereafter be rendered by the citizenship court. 

Ad vise the attorneys hereof. A copy of the Commissioner's letter is in
closed. 

Respectfully, T.HOS. RYAN, Acting Secretary. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior haS" reversed these 
rulings, and therebymany hundl'eds of Indian citizens will be 
robbed by his infamous order issued on the 28th day of .January, 
1904. to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, which order 
commands them not to enroll or allot lands to any persons who 
base their rights to membership in the Choctaw or Chickasaw 
nations upon an act of the Choctaw or Chickasaw council or the 
Dawes Commission or the United States court. This order is the 
most unwarranted assault upon the members of these nations 
ever perpetrated, and came at a time when most all of such citi
zeru; had already filed upon their lands. 

Following the instructions, the Commission commenced. on the 
same day to check off all members of the two nations who bad 
been admitted by either council or were descendants of persons 

who had been admitted; also those who had been admitted by 
the Commission and those admitted by the courts. 

This orda· affects at least one-half of the total number of the 
citizens of both nations, and among the old-time citizens affected 
are, I am informed, such families as Capt. James S. Standley and 
family, including the editor of the Indian Citizen, who has fought 
so hard against all other citizens. This family came to the Terri
tory in 1872 and by an act of the Choctaw council of 1874 were 
admitted. Captain Standley sm:ved as national agent and na
tional delegate of the Choctaws for many years, and was chair
man of the Choctaw and Chickasaw delegates or commissioners 
who made the famous Atoka treaty. No question was ever en
tertained against his rights, and the fire that his daughter was 
fanning in her columns in the Citizen were never suspected by 
her to be the death of her own birthrights. Captain Standley is 
well known in Washington City and has many close personal 
friends there. It was not generally known that his rights were 
based upon an act of the Chocta. w council, as the act had been 
passed so many years ago. His family consists of four daughters, 
and B. S. Smiser, the present town-site commissioner for the Choc
taw Nation, is the husband of the Captain's oldest daughter. As 
the law regulating the qualification of the town-site commissioner 
requires that he shall be a member of the Choctaw Nation, the 
question is now being agitated for his removal from office. 

All the freedmen of the Choctaw Nation were adopted by an 
act of the Choctaw council in 1888, and the order as written would 
affect every one of them. 

As early as the year 1847 the Choctaw national council pas ed 
an act conferring rights upon the newcomers, and as most of the 
present generation of citizens either came here since then or are 
descendants of such it is almost impossible to know just what per
sons are to be thus arbitrarily robbed of all they have. 

This infamous order was procured from the Secretary by the 
attorneys who have been employed by the two nations to repre
sent them in certain matters. They found that the Commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes were about to wind up the citizenship 
business and the affairs of the Choctaw Nation, and thus shorten 
their lease on the national treasury of each nation, and in order 
to avoid the seeming end they have labored hard with the Secre
tary to "tie them up." 

The action of the Secretary is not only unwarranted, but either 
shows that he knows but little of affairs here or wants to keep 
this c.ountry under his iron heel of oppression, and at the same 
time have a political pie counter, where deserving politicians may 
be dumped. 

There is being an effort put forth to keep the news of this order 
from the citizens, and all manner of excuses will be made about 
it, but the fact remains that there is in the office of the Com
mission in Muscogee the order and the names of such persons 
" checked off." It is generally known that one of the attorneys 
for these tribes is a noted Washington lobbyist, and he expects to 
slip a scheme through Congress, perhaps as a Senate amendment 
to the Indian appropriation bill, setting aside the citizenship rolls 
made by the Indians themselves in their councils. The Members 
of Congress will be told that the law, if passed, will affect but 
few persons and that those few secured their admission from the 
councils by fraud, and the matter will be made to look very 
plausible; but when Congress passes the law it will then be used 
to disfranchise Indians by the wholesale. 

The scheme is to have all these citizenship cases Iield up until 
legislation can be secured requiring all such persoru; to submit 
their claims to the Choctaw and Chicka aw court, which court 
was created in a deal between the United S.tates and the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations, in what is known as the '' Supplementary 
agreement," for the purpose of "knocking out" all persons who 
had been admitted by the United States courts. 

In that event the burden of proof will be upon these people, and 
as that court holds that the citizens must prove facts that took 
place in 1830, it is readily seen that but veTy few persons can 
make the proof. 

It is stated, on what seelllB to be good authority, that these at
torneys have by some means secured a contract wherebytheyare 
to receive the sum of $250,000 and a conditional fee of $500 per 
head for all persons they can deprive of their rights as Indian cit
izens. Considerable alarm is felt along that line because of the 
fact tha.t on the 3d of last March these attorneys secured a. clause 
to be inserted in the Indian appropriation bill providing that this 
citizenship court should allow them a fee to be fixed by the court. 
The law creating that court was so carefully guarded by the 
friends· of these attorneys that an appeal was not allowed, and 
that was abso!utely necessary, for the very questions to be sub
mitted to that court- had already been decided by the Supreme 
Court of the United States, and in favor of the citizens. An ap
peal from this citizeru;hip court mearu; reversal. The citizenship 
court by one stroke attempted to deprive evm·y person formerly 
admitted by the United States courts of their rights, and if the 
judgment of that court st!inds the teat then these citizens are 
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c1own and out and have lost their last dollar, as all their property 
is located upon their farms in the Choctaw br Chickasaw nations. 

If we are asked," Who iS a bona :fide citizen of these nations?" 
we can only answer that a man is a citizen because he has so been 
recognized by these nations. 

The theory advanced by the attorneys trying to deprive these 
people of their rights is that the councils had no authority to ad
mit persons without the concurrence of the other nation, as they 
claim a property right in the lands was involved, and both nations 
were interested in the lands. The contention is a new one, or, 
rather, has so little .in it that the nations and the United States 
Government have always recognized the rights of these nations 
to decide, each for itself, who were citizens. And that was so 
well understood and recognized that the two nations, in the 
Atoka treaty of 1898 and the supplementary treaty of 1902, agreed 
that all such citizens should be enrolled and have allotted to them 
lands. The nations themselves are not asking any such legisla
tion, and the effort of the attorneys in this matter are not backed 
by the people. The people have voted by an overwhelming ma
jority for the ratification of these treaties. These Indians have 
protested against this legislation, as shown by House Document 
No. 575, this Congress. 

In the last treaty it was provided that all should be enrolled, 
except those whose cases were being contested either in original 
proceedings or appellate proceedings, and none of the class stabbed 
by this order were being contested. As before stated, many of 
these people have ah·eady been approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, and have :filed upon their lands, and certificates of allot
ments have been issued to them. It is stated by the best legal 
talent in the nations that those who have been approved by the 
Secretary can not now be affected, as the law provides that the 
Secretary's approval shall be :final. 

The important question with these people is: Will Congress be 
duped into passing a law that will rob them of their rights and 
property? I say rob them of their rights and property, because 
all the property these people have is what they have on the lands 
in these nations, and if now forced to again prove their rights, 
they can not do it because the witnesses are dead, and many of 
them almost forgotten. These people know that Congress would 
not rob them knowingly, but fear that the usual schemes will be 
resorted to, a strong lobby employed, and all kinds of misrepre
sentations made to the various Members of Congress. So many 
of our Congressmen have so much to look after that they have no 
time to inform themselves on Indian Territory affairs; they take 
the word of a friend or some person who ought to know, and un
suspectingly vote for a measure that when understood shows to 
be a deap-laid scheme. 

Thera is no necessity for the legislation, for it has already been 
held that if persons were admitted by the councils through fraud, 
the Commission could strike their names off. 

If there ever was a time when Congress should watch schemes 
for despoiling a helpless people and forever brand them it is now. 
Millions of dollars would be lost and thousands of persons of In
dian blood made paupers and driven from the homes where they 
were born and have grown to be gray-headed. The man who 
urges the passage of such a bill l}y Congress should at once be 
given a searching investigation and his connection therewith 
fully developed. His should be a stormy reception, ' and the 
lash of outraged resentment should be applied so vigorously that 
he will forever hide his face in shame. There are many more 
reasons why this scheme should be thwarted and such a hill de
feated. Congress should not lend a helping hand to those seeking 
to perpetrate a wrong on our helpless Indian wards. This bill 
against which I so vigorously protest is House bill No. 12764, and 
was introduced February 22, 1904, and is now pending before the 
Indian Committee of this House, where it should forever sleep. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior, not satisfied by 
annulling and setting aside his own rulings and holding up in
definitely the Dawes Commission and setting aside its work and 
canceling the rolls of citizenship made by the Indians, has gone 
in his recent rulings (at the request of attorneys Mansfield & Co.) 
a step further, and is endeavoring to cancel the deeds to lands 
made under his own directions to the Indians who have alrea1y 
had their lands allotted to them by the Dawes Commission. He 
bas gone so far as to set aside an act of Congress providing for the 
registration of deeds in tllat Territory and ordered the recorder 
of deeds not to record the deeds made to the Indians for their 
lands. The following letter from the president of a bank in the 
Territory explains the matter fully : 

CHOCTAW N ATIO~AL B.A.NK OF CADDO, 
Caddo, Ind. T., February 20, 1904. 

Hon.JOHNH. STEPHENS, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SIR: We of the Indian Territory, having no representative in Con
gress, are obliged occasionally to impose upon Representatives from our 
native States about matters in which we have an interest, and I desire to call 
your attention to an order issued out of the office of the Attorney-General 
and directed to the clerks of the central and southern judicial districts of 
the Indian Territory, who are ex-officio recorders, a copy of which follows. 

\ 

Mr. c. M. CAMPBELL, 
Cle'rk District Com·t, A.Tdtno1·e, Ind. T. 

NOVEMBER 7, 1003. 

Sm: I send you herewith a copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Inte
rior, dated the 4th instant, requestin~ that clerks of the central and southern 
judicial districts of the Indian Terntory be instructed to refuse to record 
deeds to allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw natioll.s executed in 
violation of the law. 

I also inclose for your information a copy of a letter addressed by this 
Depart ment on September 00, 1003, to the clerk for the district court for the 
western district of the Indian Territory, advising him to refuse to record 
deeds to allotments in the Creek Nation requiring appro\al by the Secretary 
of the Interior unless so approved. 

Although the legiE'lation upon the subject of alienation of allotments in 
the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations differs from that in the Creek Nation, 
considered in my letter above mentioned, it seems that it would be safe to 
follow the same advice in regard to refusing to record deeds, the execution 
of which is prohibited by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1, 1903 
(32 Stat., 772). 

Respectfully, ATTOR~EY-GID<'"ER.A.L. 

The copies referred to in the order go to show that the order was issued at 
the suggestion of the Secretary of the Interior. 

You will understand of course that conveyances of land in the Choctaw 
and Chickasaw nations, when they can be lawfully made, are not required 
to be approved by the honorable Secretary of the Interior. However, m this 
order the recorder is advised not to record deeds" execution of which is pro
hibited by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1,1903 (32 Stat., 772)." 
The effect of this order is to put upon these recorders the responsibility of 
determining whether or not the given conveyance or deed is prohibited by 
any of the sections referred to, and these clerks of course avoid the r esponsi 
bility by declining to record any deed whatever. The effect of this order 
will be to greatly hamper and hinder legitimate business in this country, 
already suffering under rules and regulations enough. 

Of course the opinion is that an appeal to the court s for a writ of manda
mus would bring relief, but we think that if the honor able Attorney-General's 
attention was called to the facttnat this order put rather too much authority 
in the deputy clerks some action would follow. 

The recording of a void deed adds nothing to its validitr, and it seems to 
us that this ol"der should be withdrawn and the clerks directed to record 
whatever instruments are offered them, for whether the lands are alienable 
now or not some of them will under existing provisions of law soon become 
so, and here will be this order in the way of purchaser having his deed re-
corded. • 

We are troubled with lots of things down here in this country, but will 
try to trouble you with as little of it as possible. Will be glad to know if 
you think you can help us in this matter. 

We are led to address you for the reason that we have heretofore found 
you willing to heed our appeals and notice that you are taking quite an in
terest in Indian legislation, being a member of the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Very respectfully, H. M. Dw-.u..AP. 
Mr. Chairman, it clearly appears from this letter that the re

cording of deeds in the Indian Territory has been stopped~ and that 
this unjust ruling of the Secretary has not been annulled. 

Mr. BURKE. Will my friend permit a question at this point? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. . 
Mr. BURKE. Are the recorders in the Indian Territory under 

the direction of the Secretary of the Interior? Does he have juris
diction to say what will be recorded and what shall not be? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will state to the gentleman that 
they are not. They are under the Department of Justice; but the 
Secretary of the Interior has gone beyond his legitimate duty, 
and asked the Department of Justic-e to have these recorders to 
stop the recording of deeds. The letter just read states the facts, 
and shows that the Secretary is not only running his own office, 
but is endeavoring to run the Department of Justice as a side 
show, I presume. 

Mr. Chairman. I now desire to call the attention of this House 
to the status of what is known as the ''court-made citizens ''of the 
lJ:!dian Territory. A legislative and judicial outrage has been 
perpetrated on about 2,500 citizens of this Territory, who hold 
judgments of the United States courts decreeing their rights to 
citizenship. A court, known as the "citizenship court," recently 
creat.ed in that Territory, on a mere technicality of law has dis
inherited all of these citizens. I have introduced a bill in this 
Congress providing for an appeal from this court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States, in order. to test the validity of this 
sweeping and unjust decision. . 

Mr. Chairman, I will read a letter from a reputable firm of 
lawyers in that Territory, showing the necessity for the passage 
of my bill. 

SoUTH McALESTER, IND. T., February t 9, 1904. 
Hon. JoH~ H. STEPHENS, Washington, D . C. 

DE.A.R Srn: Since writing you I have received a. copy of your bill, and as I 
understood it, it embodies the suggestion that I made in the letter addressc>d 
to you a day or two ago-that is to say, that an appeal should be granted in 
each case on both the law and the facts of the case, all these appeals to be em
bodied in one case, all of the court claimants who have lost out in the citi
zenship court appearin~ in said case, appellants, and the nations as appelles, 
and allowing to the nations a cross appeal in all cases where tl:e applicant has 
recovered a judgment in his favor before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citi
zenShip court. 

This would entail but little work on the United States Supreme Court, and 
especially so if the facts were found by the Court of Claims or some other in
dependent tribunal. If the appeal should be granted and the case referred 
to some tribunal other than the Supreme Court for a finding of fad, great 
care should be taken to select such tribunal as was without J;>rejudice against 
the court claimants, and which would not begin the investigation believing 
that all these applicants are perjurers and thieves, and are tJ·ying to rob the 
nations; and I want to say, before I go any further, that I have been actively 
engaged in the practice of law for about fourteen years, and, in my humble 
judgment, justice has miscarried in the general course of litigation in the 
same number of cases fully as often as in these citizenship cases. 

These com·t claimants in the majority of cases are among the best citizens 
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of this Territory and have done more to advance the Territory and elevate 
its citizenship and build up the country than any other one class of people. 
The Chaeta wand Chickasaw citizenship court has so far refused to pass upon 

- the questions of law affecting applicants by blood, but contents itself by hold
ing that tne evidence is not sufficient to establish the fact of Indian blood, 
and this bas been the holding of the court in every case where the applica
tinn for enrollment was by blood except the one single case I wrote you a bout 
in my former let t er, and a number of cases have been decided. Four or five 
were decided-this morning and all denied, and in all these cases the Unit ed 
States court has h eld the evidence sufficient, and in nearly all the Dawes 
Commission bas held the evidence sufficient. 

One of our cases was decided this morning in which the applicantwasA. F. 
Cowlinff, and the evidence showed that he had been in tht3 Territory since 
about the year 1877, and that his father made application to the Choctaw 
council for enrollment, but that they were told by the Choctaw authorities 
that it was useless, that all knew they were Indians, and the matter was not 
pressed further befm·e the council. That applicant has since at all times 
been recognized by the authorities and everyone else as an Indian, has been 
deputy sheriff, was offered the office of county court clerk, has purchased 
farm aft.er farm at the Indian sheriffs' sales, and has paid more than 500 per
mits for his renters, and the evidence of five or six witnesses was introduced 
showing without question his Indian blood, and not a witness was introduced 
by the nations, not-a syllable of evidence was introduced to the contrary, and 
the evidence further show"6d that applicant was one of the most substantial 
citizens of this Territory, a strict member of the church, a member of the 
Masonic order in good standing. He had a judgment in his favor of both the 
·Dawes Commission and the United States court, and yet the Choctaw and 
Chickasaw citizenship court held that the evidence was insufficient to show 
that he was an Indian. 

Under the above circumstances he had_spant the best p:trt of his life here, 
had married and raised his family here and had provided himself with 
a comfortable home here for his old and declining years; everything he 
has is here, and j t is all swept a way by one stroke of the pen. This 1S just one 
c..<tse, and I do not believe that more than 1 per cent of .the applicants by 
blood, if that, will bo successful in this com>t. If in the above case the execu
tion of the applicant upon the gallows had depended upon the question 
whether he was a Choctaw In.dian, no jury in the performance of 1ts duty 
would have hesitated for a moment to promptly render a verdict of guilty. 

I am always slow to criticise a court-some one must lose, and in many in
stances your experience as a lawyer no doubt has taught you that we are too 
apt to criticise the court just because we have lost-and I do not want to be. 
understood now as criticising the court or that I am sore because it has de
cided cases against me. I am simply stating facts, as wm be borne out and 
substantiated by every la.wyer who has had experience in this class of litiga
tion. Personally, I like the court. It has invariably treated me with great 
respect. It has exercised great liberality toward all _parties in the intl·oduc
tion of evidence. It has been patient in its hearings and all that, but still 
this does not change the absolute importance of the right of appeal being 
granted. 

The court has even gone so far as to refuse the app3llant the right to come 
into court and dismiss his appeal, something that I have never before heard 
of except where there was a cross appeal. There is too much involved, the 
magnitude of this litigation is too ~reat, the setting aside of· the solemn judg
ments of courts of competent jUI'J.Sdiction is fraught with too much impor
tance to be treated lightly and to be closed against these applicants without 
giving to them the right of appeal, the 1·ight to have their cases heard and 
determined in the hi~hest court of their country. * * * 

With much respem;, * * * 
M.r. Chairman, a bill should be passed by this Congress _pro~ 

viding for the appeal of one case from this citizenship court 
of the Indian 'Territory to the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

The Congress of the United States, by act of June ·10, 1896, 
authorized the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians 
to make, upon certain conditions, a roll for the Chickasaw and 
Choctaw Nations: and this act of Congress, following all former 
acts of the same nature, did not provide for any notice to be given 
to either of said tribes of anyapplicationforenrollment; and this 
act of Congress required the Commission to have due regard for 
the laws, usages, and customs of all the tribes. 

The Chickasaw Nation, by virtue of an act of its legislature ap~ 
proved September 10, 1874, and the Choctaw legislature, by an act 
approved October 19, 1876, provided each a local and separate 
committee to pass on questions of citizenship in each tribe and 
had not provided for notice to any tribe of the filing of any appli
cation for citizenship. 

The Chickasaw Nation, by virtue of its constitution adopted in 
1867, provided for citizenship by marriage, adoption, and other~ 
wise; and the treaty of 1866 between the United States Govern
ment and the two tribes of Indians had also provided for such 
citizenship. 

The Commis ion to the Five Civilized Tribes, acting under the 
law of Congress of June 10, 1896, undertook to make such rolls as 
therein provided and prescribed certain rnles for the applicant for 
citizenship to comply with, under which it was required that no~ 
tice of the appliec1.tion be served upon the tribe in which citizen
ship wa£ sought. A very large number of applications was made 
under the said law and according to such ru1es, many of whom 
wel'e admitted as citizens, but many more rejected. 

It was provided by the act of June 10, 1896, that either party 
dissatisfied with the decision of such, Commission might ap
peal to one of the United States courts for the Indian Territory, 
which cause should there be decided and which decision should 
be final. :Many appeals were taken to such courts and many of 
the applicants admitted to citizenship and others rejected; and 
these judgments remained in force about four years, under which 
successful applicants acted relying u_pon such judgments. 

WheTeas the Congress of the United States, by sections 31, 32, 
ana 33 o£ an act approved July 1, 1902, provided for a citizenship 
court before which a test suit -should be brought by said nations 
in order to test the question as to whether or not notice to both 

of the said nations W¥ a prerequisite under the act of June 10, 189G, 
to the right to enrollment, and whether or not the trial of said 
cause de novo before the United States couits as therein pro~ 
vided rendered such judgments a nullity, regardless of the fact 
that the nation in which citizenship was sought by the applicant 
had appeared in the original cause, had itself taken new testi~ 
mony therein and tried its cases de novo without objection, it 
being claimed that the main object of the proceeding was to pre
vent fraud or wrong against the Jndians. 

The two nations, acting under the act of July 1,1902, did bring 
a test suit before the citizenship court at South McAlester, Ind. T., 
styled, "The Choctaw and Chickasaw nations or tribes of In~ 
dians, plaintiffs, v. J. T. Riddle and otheis, defendants;" and 
ihe court rendered an opinion in saia causes in which it holds that 
all of said judgments were a nullity because of the failure to give 
notice to both tribes of the application for citizenship before the 
said Commission under the act of June 10,1896, and because that 
on appeal to the said United States courts of the Indian Territory 
the saill causes were-tried de novo. 

Mucn of the testimony taken before the Dawes Commission upon 
the original applications has been destroyed, most of it was taken 
by ex parte affidavits, many of the records and papers have been 
destroyed, a large number of witnesses have died or removed 
from the country, and in many cases practically no testimony was 
taken until after appeal of the cause, anditis now claimed that thn 
resu1t of this decision is of very great detriment and hardship upoi'l 
some four or five thousand applicants for citizenship, and in many 
instances, if not all, is absolutely destructive of their rights. These 
applicants desire·to bring this test suit before the Supreme Court 
of the United States on appeal, that the two questions therein in~ 
vol ved may be finally and permanently determined befoTe a court 
whose special duty it is to construe the Constitution and the laws 
of Cong1·ess, it being claimed that the- decision of the citizenship 
court is in conflict with the decision of the said Supreme Court of 
the United States on the same general question. 

It is also claimed that while technically the two tribes may hold 
their lands in common, yet that an application for em·ollment is 
only·an application to fix a status and not for property, and that 
if notice to any tribe was necessary at all that it was sufficient to 
notify the tribe in which citizenship was claimed, that bein_g the 
rule heretofore adopted by -each of said nations, who operated 
under different laws, different constitutions, and with separate 
governments, and who have not in any wise at any time consid~ 
ered that one nation or tribe had any right to question an appli
cation for citizenship in the other. 

Mr. Chairman, to more fully illustrate the unfortunate condi
tion of these court-made Indian citizens, I will read two letters 
received by me from reputable attorneys of that Territory, which 
letters show the true status of these unfortunate people; and I 
hope to arouse such an interest in their behalf that this Congress 
will pass a bill granting them the right to appeal 'one test case to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. · 

PURCELL, IND. T., January 6, 100~. 
Hon. J'<m~ H . STE1'1IR..~s, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

JU Y DEA..R Silt: I wish you would kindly send me by return mail several 
copies of the bill that I am advised you introduced in Congress providing for 
an appeal from the Chickasaw and Choctaw citizenship court to the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 

1 am greatly interested in this question, both as a practicing attorney aud 
as one who wants to see fairplay and justice done. Heel that uo~reater out
ra~e could bej>erpetrated ~n the hundreds of deserving citizens of the 
Chickasaw and Choctaw nations than to deny them of tho right of an appeal 
fi·om the judgment of the so-called citizenship court. The right of an appeal 
it occurs to m~, is a ~on~titut;onal one, and to say that thousands ,of people 
should be demed this r1ght m cases such as the one under coilSldemtion 
whe1·ein millions of dollat•s' worth of property is involved, is simply ou~ 
rageous. 

Many of these applicants for citizenship have for many years pr ior to the 
passage of the act of June 10, 1896, made application to the Indian councils of 
the Chickasaw and Choctaw natrons, but because of their lack of m c:ms and 
ab~ "par the ~rice d~nded" wer e neve:r onrolle4 by the tribal au
thorities. This fact 1B a notoi'IOUS one, not only m the Chickasaw and Choc
taw nations, but extends far beyond thejr limits. 

To say: that this court should in seventeen days' time vacate nnd set aside 
the judgment of the Federal courts in the Territory rendered during a period 
of almost seven years' time, without even the riglit of an appeal to a hjgher 
tribunal, is something uuhea1·d of in American jurisprudence. 

Lmost sincerely trust that you may be able to give this bill your ea.rnest 
support and a~tention. No more just measure affecting a particular cl.uss of _ 
people could, 1t seems to me, come up. for your consideration. 

Thanking you for your numerous past favors, I am, 
Very respectfully, J . F. SHARP. 

Hon. JOHN H. STEPHENS, 
Washington, D. C. 

COMANCHE, L"'D. T., January 10, 1904. 

MY DEAR Sm: I noticed that you had introduced a bill in Congress pro~ 
viding .ior an appeal of one case as a test from the judgment of the citizen
ship coill't to the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I desire to ex~ress my approval of your sense of right and justice. Never 
in the history of our country, I am £ure, has there been a parallel with the 
present method .of disposing of the vastinterestsof the people who hold their 
homes and their all under judgments of the United States court. It was o. 
most remarkable piece of legislation when Cong1·ess _provided for three men 
whoshould.have the powertosetasidethe judgments of jnd~es of the United 
States com-t and dis~e of the lands and homes of some (.OUOpt-ople, of value 
reaching into the nilllions, and be able t o do t his absolutel y withou t any r ight 
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of appeal or remedy whatever to correct their judgments if erroneous. Plac
ing m their bands these interests, with the absolute power of disposal subject 
to influence of the vast sums of money which the opponents of these people 
could afford to provide, I can't think that the Members of Congress voting for 
such a bill could have comprehended just what they were doing. 

If they coulJ. know the feeling of distrust with which the public in this 
country generally view this citizenship court I am sure they would notre
fuse to relieve the citizPnsbip comt of the bad odor that now hangs over it 
by allowing their judgments to be reviewed by that tribunal 'in whom the 
American people have confidence, the Supreme Court of the United States. 
Especially should this be true when you remember that all these cases have 
been tried in the United States court, firs't by a master in chancery, and 
finally by the judge of the court, and these courts have ~ronounced a judg
ment adverse to the judgments heretofore made by the Citizenship court. I 
have ne~er yet in my conversation with people in the Territory heard any 
express a word of confidence in the judgments of the citizenship court. On the 
otLer hand, the feeling seems to be UIUJ,nimous that the court is not a court, 
but the agents of the attorneysrepresenting the Chickasaw and Choctaw na
tions. I can't think that Congress can have any other desire than that jus
tice may be done, and I know that no reasonable objection can be made to 
submitting t!le matter on a test case to the Supreme Court, and to oppose 
this by reprE-sentatives of the Indian nations is to confe the truth of the 
opinions of the public as t,o the citizenship court. Personally I know nothing 
of the members of the court and would not in any way cast any reflection on 
their honesty; but I say that it is only justice t,o them as well as the people 
to place them beyond any charge by allowin.f5. theh· judgments to be reVIewed. 
Trusting you rna y succeed in passing the bill, 

I am, as ever, yours, very truly, H. B. LOCKETT. 

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes 
Commissirn have deliberately violated an act of Congress and an 
Indian treaty by refu...'ti.ng to allot timber lands to Choctaw In
dians. Mr. Bixby, when before the Indian Committee recently, 
was asked the following questions: 

Mr. STEPHE~S. I belie~e, under an agreement between the Choctaw and 
t,'hickasaw Indians a.nd the Congress. they had the right to select timber 
lands; that t.be only lands segregated were mineral lands? 

Mr. BIXBY. The Choct..'lw a.nd Chickasaw agreement unquestionably give 
the members of the tribes a. right to select lands upon which pine timber was 
growing. 

l\lr. STEPHENS. Upon which they had their homes? 
l\1r. BIXBY. Whether they bad their homes there or not. 
Now, 1\fl·. Chaifma.n, I can not account for the reason why an 

executive officer refuses absolutely to permit a plain act of Con
gress t:> be carried into effect. Mr. Bixby explicitly, when before 
our committee, admitted this to be a fact. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to mer 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Certainly. 
:Mr. FITZGERALD. Withagreatmanythingsthe gentleman 

has stated I agree; but if I understand correctly the explanation 
made for this action before the committee, it was that there was 
an attempt being made at present to obtain possession of very 
valuable timber lands through allotments that might be made. I 
wish to ask the gentleman if it was not a fact that it appeared that 
it was for the purpose of subserving the interests of the Indians 
that those timber lands were withheld from allotment? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that 
per ons entertaining an evil design always have some excuse to 
givejor it. 

It is clearly evident to my mind that the Secretary has violated 
the law by refusing to allot land to these Indians, and he must 
have some excuse; and the gentleman from New York is correct 
in sliating that he said the fear that some white men would come 
and take these Indians' timber land away from them was the rea
son. Any lawyer knows that the timber grornng upon land is 
part of the realty. The law clearly stated that the homesteads of 
these Indians are inalienable; then how would it be possible for 
some man to come along and buy or take the timber away from 
them? It is not reasonable. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is it not a fact that there are certain 
white men in the Indian Territory practically obtaining possession 
of Indian allotments in spite of the restriction of inalienation by 
means of leases and subleases? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The gentleman is correct, and I 
~ill further state that the report of Mr. Brosius, the secretary of 
the Indian Rights Association (which report you will find in a 
recent CoNGRES IONAL RECORD), shows that several mambers of 
the Dawes Commis ion belonged to some of these trust companies, 
and some of the clerks and other go"\"ernm.ental officials have also 
belonged to the companies, and the very object and purpose for 
which these trust companies were organized was to get hold of 
these valuable Indian lands and lease and deal in them for the 
purpose of speC'.;' lating on them. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I understood the 
gentleman to say that under the law the Indians could be allotted 
this land; that it was made the imperative duty of the Dawes 
Commission upon application to allot them. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And they have persistently and 

deliberately refused to observe that law and allot the land? 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes; and they are now refusing to 

observe the law by refusing to allot the timber lands to the In
dians, to which they are entitled by treaty and by the act of Con
gress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And it is to be clothed in the Cur
tis bill, section 61 with the power to sell the timber upon this land, 

and as I am informed the scale or estimate that has been made, 
that is now in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior. apprais
ing them at about one-tenth their value will be the basis upon 
which the Secretary approves the sale of these lands at a reason
able value. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I am satisfied, 1\Ir. Chairman. that 
the gentleman is correct in his statement. and the following let
ters from a prominent attorney at Chickasha, Ind. T., explain the 
true situation. The letters are as follows: 

CHICKASHA, lim. T., December 211, 1fJ03. 
Hon. JoHN H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C. 

DEAR Sm: Your favor of recent date in regard to the interest ot some 
Choctaw Indians as set forth in my former letter received and noted. I 
rather think you misconstrued the meaning of my former letter. as it seems 
you received the idea. that it was the fa.ilme to a~prove certain Choctaws by 
the Secretary which was the basis of my complaint. The Ill.atter to which I 
intended to call your attention was the witbdra wa.l of certain lands, appraised 
by the Commission as timber lands, from allotment, and the refusal of the 
Commission to permit it allotted by the Choctaws, when uuder the treaty it 
was intended to be allotted just the same as any other land, and that there is 
nothing in the treaty to indicate that this character of land should be with
held from allotment for any reason. 

¥Y information i!3 t~t 1t is withheld ~o~ allotment for the purpose of 
trying to secure leg-islation by Congress gJ.Vlng the Secretary authority and 
power to sell said 1and by sealed bids. 'rhis, it seems to me, wauld give a. 
greater opportunity for fraud and for speculators upon the property of the 
Indians than could be obtained through any other means. It seems that the 
Indians should be permitted to take their a.llqtments out of the common 
lauds of the two tribes anywhere they desired., especially on said land, as it 
is not specially reserved under the treaty, and if you are familiar with the 
supplemental agreement with the Chickasaws and C'hoctaws you will note 
that there is nothing to indicate that this character of land should be with
held from allotment for any purpo e. 

I thought perhaps a resolution might be introduced in Congress calling 
upon the Secretary to show cause why this land was withheld from allot
ment, and it mjght cause the same to be opened for allotment. 

I do not de8R·e to trouble you too much with this matter, but if you could 
aid me in a.ny way along thiS line I will appreciate it very much. 

Yours, very truly, F. E. RIDDLE. 

CHICKA.Slll, IND. T., February~. 1904. 
Ron. JOHN H. STEPliXNS, Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR Sm: I received the examination and statement of Mr. Bixby be
fore yom· committee. I note he states that unle the committee recommends 
rome legislation in regard to the timber proposition they will go ahead and 
allot it under the existing laws. 

I am reliably informed by some of the best Indian citizens who reside in 
the timber belt that the Indians are not desirous of having any uew lecic:.h
tion on the snbject, but are insisting upon selecting their allotments under 
the treaty as it now exists and as has been ratified by them; that they have 
been living in that section of the country for years, they and their families 
and relatives. and to be refused to select their allotments as they see fit and 
want them will cause them to be separated from their relatives and families 
and will not at all suit them. 

I think Mr. Bixby is mistaken when he claims that the Indians were about 
to be robbed of their timber. I do not think there would be near so m uch 
danger of their being robbed of their timber as there would be of their b.eing 
robbed of the rents of their lAnd when Mr. Bixby says that they rent 16flacres 
of the best farming land here, which is already in cultivation, for ~.5 per 
year, and that he thinks that is the best arrangement that they could make. 
As you will see. that would ouly be 15 cents per acre, and our best land here 
is worth S3per acre, if it is worth a cent. So you see that Mr. Bixby's st.'l.te
ments that the Indians are being robbed, on one hand, and, on the other band, 
in regard to leasing of their lands, that they are making the best arrange
ment, are somewhat inconsistent. 

My idea is that new legislation along this line will simply teud to create 
disturbances and delay the work of the Commission, and I am advised by 
many of the Indians who live in that belt that they will not accept allotments 
anywhere else. Another thing, a great deal of that land that has timber on 
it is fairly good land fo1· cultiva.tion1 ~nd if there should be a law passed per
mitting the Commis.<don to sell the timber, then all the Indians, as I under
stand, would be permitted to participat,e. in the funds received from the sale 
and the Indians who live in that section of the country would have to t.'l.ke 
the land from which timber was cut and only get a. very small per cent of 
the money recei~ed from the timber. If a portion of the Indians are p r
mitted to select their lands under the treaty it seems that it would only be 
fair that all of them should be treated alike and all have the same privilege. 

I hope your committee will not recommend any uew legislation that will 
likely delay and prolong the work of the Commission. 

Wishing you much success in your endeavors, I beg to remain, 
Yours, very truly, 

F. E. RIDDLE. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas permit ml 
to make a suggestion? It is not a question. Is not this the condi
tion of affairs, that it is thought unwise for the Dawes Commis- _ 
sion to allot those timber lands? The Dawes Commission and the 
Secretary are not refusing to obey the mandate of Congress. but 
they are performing other duties that they must at the same time 
perform and are delaying for the time being the purpose of this 
statute so fur as timber land is concerned, and in the meantime 
bringing the matter to the attention of Congress, so that if Con
gress in its wisdom sees fit to change this statute it can do so. and 
then they will go right along in accordance with the desire of Con
gress and perform their duty. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, It can not be 
true that the Dawes Commission has so much work to perform 
that they can not allot this land to the Indians. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman was present when Mr. Breck
enridge-no; I think it was Mr. Bixby who stated--

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I care not what was stated. The 
fact is that this Commission has recently discharged a number of 
clerks because they claimed they have nu work to p~rfmm in the 
Indian Territory. 

/ 

. 
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Mr. SHERMAN. But that is another class of work. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Isnottheentireworkof the Indian 

Territory under the control of the Dawes Commission? 
Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, why should they discharge 

their clerks and claim that they can not reach this timber-land 
matter and allot it to the Indians? 

Mr. SHERMAN. There are various divisions of work. The 
gentleman here and myself, in Congress, have one line of work to 
perform. and the gentleman from Minnesota has another. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is there anything to prevent this 
Cmm:nission from receiving the applications of the Indians and 
sending men to allot lands to them? I will explain to the gentle
man from New York the reason is given plainly by letters and 
telegrams from the D~partment showing that they propose to hold 
up these allotments for the purpose of securing from Congress 
legislation to carry out other designs. They do not assign the 
reason of their failure to comply with the law to be that they do 
not have the time to do it, but the other reason that they propose 
the delay in order to secure legislation that will segregate many 
thousands of acres of valuable pine timber land and have them 
sold in unlimited quantities to lumber companies-in other words, 
to the lumber trust. 

Mr. SHERMAN. They assigned, if the gentleman will permit 
another brief int-eiTuption, as a reason before our committee no 
desire to hold 11P Congress and hold up the work or hold up any
body, but they stated that, in their judgment, it was wise to make 
this change that was suggested, and so they postponed that di
vision of the work until they could bring the subject to the at
tention of Congress, and if Congress then thought wise not to 
make any change, then they would go along and complete the 
work as originally contemplated. _ 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. The question is this: Does the 
gentleman contend for a moment that a~ executive officer ha~ a 
right to refuse to perform a duty expectmg that Congress will 
change the line of that duty as marked out by law for him to fol
low? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I contend that an executive officer who is 
given not only authority, but to whom is intrusted a certain 
amount of work, can use his judgment in performing such por
tion as he desires first, and if, in his judgment, he thinks it is un
wise to perform some portion of it, he may temporarily delay that 
and go on with other work until he calls the attention of the 
legislative body to it to take action and make change if that body 
deems it wise so to do; and that is this case. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the statement of 
Mr. Bixby, alluded to by the gentleman from New York, is 
printed, and I will put it in the RECORD with my remarks, and 
that will explain his object and also that of the Secretary of the 
Interior. The statement made by Mr. Bixby was in answer to 
questions asked by me, as follows: 

Mr. STEPHENS. I believe under an original agreement between the Choc
taw and Chickasaw and the Congress that they had a right to select timber 
lands; that the only lands segregated were mineral lands? 

Mr. BIXBY. The Choctaw and Chickasaw agreements unquestionably give 
the members of the tribes a right to select land upon which pine timber was 
growing. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Upon which they had their homes? 
Mr. BIXBY. Whether they had their homes there or not. 
Mr. STEPHENS. And is it not a. fact that recently the Secre.tary of the In

terior has prevented those people from taking those lands, Without any law 
whatever? da · ~ th Co · · Mr. Bl.XlJY. It is a fact that upon the recommen t10n OJ. e mllllSsJon 
those lands are not being allotted at the present time. 

Mr. STEPHENS. The law requires that they have a right to select timber 
land? 

Mr. BIXBY. I think it did. 
Mr. STEPHENS. Then, why does the Commission disregard the act of Con-

gress? - h h uld 1 · Mr. BIXBY. I am glad you ask me that, because per aps.I s o .exp am 
this situation. Just before the opening of the land offices m the Chickasaw 
and Choctaw nations I received letters from Governor McCurtinadvisingme 
that certain .syndicates !3r l~nd-improvement comi>_a~es were abo.ut to .re
ceive possessiOn of the pme timber m the Choctaw NatiOn. at a cons1deration 
entirely inadequate, and that as a matter of fact the Indians were about to 
be robbed of their pine. 

I presented the letters to the Commission the next day, and the Commis
sion instructed me to make an examination of the situation immediately and 
to renort back to the Commission what I found. I immediately went down 
to the Choctaw Nation, looked th~ ground over, and made i~qu.4'ies and in
vestigations and made up my mmd that Governor McCurtin did not over
state the situation. I so reported to the Commission, and recommended 
three propositions, anyone of which, if adopted would dis~oseof the matter. 
The proposition adopted was that tlles~ lands ·should be. Withheld fr<?m a}fot
ment until the Secretary of the Interior could be adVISed of the Situation, 
and with the thought also in mind that perhaps Congress might also be ad
vised. That recommendation was approved. We <lid advise the Secretary 
that we had withheld these lands temporarily from allotment, not in a spirit 
of attempting or of thinking we ought to oppose a law of ConS'l'ess-

Mr. S~rEPHENS. But that prevented the Indians from taking their allot-
ments? · 

Mr. BIXBY. Yes; but not especially to their injury. 
Mr. STEPHENS. It has indefuiitely postponed the allotment? 
Mr. BIXBY. Not necessarily. 
I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have 

used? ' 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has used forty-two min~ 

:Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, on the 3d day of 
March, 1901, Congress passed an act providing for the sale of 
town lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, in 
Oklahoma. Under this act, at a public sale in that year, these 
lots brought about $750,000 cash. This money was placed in the 
hands of Secretary Hitchcock, where it has since remained, despite 
the fact that the towns to which it belongs have used every means 
in their power to secure this money. 

The following letter, dated nearly two years ago, is only one of 
many such efforts, and I will add that Mr. Hitchcock utterly ig
nored this courteous request: 

LAWTON, OKLA., May !0, 19~. 
To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 

Washington, D. a. 
Sm: The county commissioners of Comanche County, Okla., request the 

authority to incur an indebtedness of i5,00). 
Said indebtedness to be paid from the funds derived from the sale of town 

lots in Lawton, Okla., in the month of August, 1901, in accordance with the 
provisions of the act of March 3, 1901. (31 Stat., 1093-1094.) ' 

Said indebtedness to be incurred for the purpose of providing additional 
jail facilities for the county. 

Following the request and estimate1 the county commissioners state that 
the temporary jail buHding is wholly madequate for the accommodation of 
its inmates at this time; that it has a capacity sufficient to accommodate only. 
sixteen prisoners, and that there are at this time twenty-six inmates in said 
'il 
Ja This is an extensive county, one of the largest in the Territory, and next to 
the Indian Territory, where 'large bands of criminals congregate and commit 
depredations in our county. 

At the last session of the gra.nd jury, in three days twenty-nine indict
ments were returned, eight of which were for murder, and all the remainder, 
except two, were for serious felonies. · 

More than fifty cases where prisoners were out on bond in felony cases 
were not considered. 

It is the opinion of the board of county commissioners that when the grand 
jury can sit for a sufficient length of time to consider these matters, that 
many indictments will be returned for various offenses committed against 
the laws of our Territory, and that unless the honorable Secretary of the 
Interior will grant relief at once criminals will have to be turned loose from 
our jail upon the people of our county. · 

Respectfully, 
[SEAL.) 

Attest: 

SAM STRAUSS, 
Chai1·man Bom·d of County Commissionei·s. 

W. G. GORMAN, aOuntiJ Clerk. 
Mr. Chairman, the law relating to the sale of these town lots 

within what was formerly the Kiowa and Comanche Indian reser
vations in Oklahoma provides that-

The lands so set apart and designated shall~ in advance of the opening, be 
surveyed, subdivided, and platted, under the direction of the Secretary of 
the Interior, into appropriate lots, olocks, streets, alleys, and sites for parks 
or public buildings, so as to make a town site thereof: Provided, That no such 
person shall purchase more than one business and one residence lot. Town 
lots shall be offered and sold at public auction to the highest bidder, under 
the direction of the Secretary of the Interior, at sales to be had at the open-
ing and subsequent thereto. . 

The receipts from the sale of these lots in the reS\)ective county seats shall, 
after deducting the expenses incident to the surveymg, subdividing, p!a tting, 
and selling of the same, be disposed of under the direction of the Secretary 
of the Interior in the following manner: A court-house shall be erected there
with at suchcountyseat,at a cost not exceeding $10,00), and the residue shall 
be applied to the construction of bridges, roads, and such. other public im
provements as the Secretary of the Interior shall deem appropriate, includ
mg the payment of expenses actually necessary to the maintenance of the 
county government, until the time for collecting county taxes in the calendar 
year next succeeding the time of the opening, No indebtedness of any char
acter shall be contracted or incurred by any of said counties -prior to the time 
for collecting county axes in the cale.ndar year next succeeding the opening 

1 excepting where the same shsll have been authorized by the Secretary OI 
the Interior. 

June 30, 1902, the law was amended to increase the appropria
tion for court-houses, and gave to the Secretary of the Interior 
authority-
to cause to be expendedt subject to his control and supervision, and upon the 
recommendation of the legally constituted authorities of each of said towns, 
for the construction of waterworks, schoolhousss, and such other municipal 
improvements as may be advisable and advantageous to the inhabitants of 
Eaid towns, the following additional sums, to wit: For the town of Lawton, 
$150,000; for the town of Anadarko, $60,000, and for the town of Hobart, $50,00). 

The Secretary of the Intelior designated as county-seat town 
sites Lawton, Anadarko, and Hobart, and all the lots were sold, 
the sales aggregating $736,033. (See Annual Report Secretary of 
the Interior, 1901, p. 63.) The moneys were deposited with the 
assistant treasurer of the United States at St. Louis, Mo., to the 
credit of the Secretary of the Interior on account of town sites. 
It appears from the daily statement of assets and liabilities of the 
a,'3sistant ti·easurer dated August 31, 1903, that there remains of · 
this sum now on deposit $623,156.4.3. . 

The claim of the Governm~:~nt to the lands of Indian tribes ex
tends to the ultimate title and to the exclusive power of acquiring 
possession. (Johnson v. Mcintosh, 8 Wheat., 543.) The fee was 
in the United States, subject only to occupancy. (United States 
v. Cook, 19 Wall., 5!>2.) The right of occupancy was relinquished 
by the Indians and the Government entered into possession of the 
lands. The moneys derived from the sale of public lands are pub
lic moneys, to be covered in to the Treasury of the United States as 
other public revenues, and can be appropriated to such uses as 
Congress may by law designate. 

Mr. Chairman, public moneys, whether in the Treasury of the 
United States, deposited with an assistant treasurer, in the hands 
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of an officer of the Government, or in any other place, retain the • • • In order to perfect the records in the Auditor's office, I would sug
character of public funds·, the title remains in the United States·, gest that the Auditor obtain from the Interior Department (if the present papers are not sufficient for that purpose) information as to the transaction, 
they cease to be public moneys only when paid out in liquidation and that the same be filed with the accounts of the Indian agent fol' the quar
of a legal demand and to a lawful claimant. ( 4 Comp. Dec., 210.) ter ending June 00, 100Z, and a notation be made on the official statement of 

In secti'on 22 of the act of May 2, 1~90, which act created a tern- the account referring to the papers filed therewith. This will preserve a. 
. record of the transaction in the very place where one would naturally look 

porary government for the Territory of Oklahoma (26 Stat., 92), it for it hereafter. 

was provided: Mr. Chairman, the large sum of money arising from the sale of 
That in case of any lands in said Territory of Oklahoma which may be these Oklahoma town lots has never been pla~ed in the Treasury 

occupied and filed upon as a homestead, under the provisions of law applica- f h A · 
ble to said Territory. by a person who is entitled to perfect his title thereto of the United States, as is shown by the letter o t e cting Treas-
under such laws, are required for town-site purposes, it shall be lawful for urer. It is as follows: 
such person to apply to the Secretary of the Interior to purchase the lands · 
embraced in said homestead, or any part thereof, for town-site purposes. TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 011'FIOE OF THE SECRETARY, 
He shall file with the application a. plat for such proposed town Site, and if Washington, March S, 1904. 
such plat shall be approved by the Secretary of the Iilterior he shall issue a Ron. JoHN H. STEPHE...~s, 
patent to such person for land embraced in said town site upon the payment House of Rep1'esentative.~. 
of the sum of SlOper acre for all the lands embraced in said townsite, except Sm: Referrin~ to your communication of the 29th ultimo, in relation to 
the lands to be donated and maintained for public purposes, as provided a bill passed durmg the Fifty-sixth Congress providing for the sale of t-own 
in this section. And the sums so received by the Secretary of the Interior lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Anadarko, Okla..., and reque ting 
shall be paid over to the proper authorities of the municipalities when or- information as to the amount of money in the Treasury to the credit of 
ga.nized, to be used by them for school purposes only. said towns, I have the honor ro state that the town lots referred to were sold 

Comptroller Matthews, replym' g to a letter from the Secretary by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the act c.f Mtu-ch3, 
1901 (31 Stat., p. 109!), and the proceeds thereof disbursed by him. 

of the Interior relating to the disposition of moneys received by No proceeds of the sales have ever been covered into the Treasury of the 
the Secretary of the Interior under this provision, on July 13, 1892, United States. 
said: Respectfully, R. B . .ARMSTRONG, 

Acting SeC1'eiary. 
I have the honor to say that, in my opinion, Cong1-ess did not intend that M Ch · •t · 1 · d h · h' 

the moneys derived from the sale of town sites in Oklahoma, under the a.ct r. airman, I 1B C ear to my mm t at m t 1B matter we 
refen·ed to, should be disposed of in such a. manner that no account thereof have another illustration of the manner in which Mr. Hitchcock 
could be kept at the Treasury. The act sets apart the moneys received from has ignored the plain laws of the United States. and thereby dis
the sales of the r espective town sites for school purposes, and provides that regarded his oath of office as well as the rights of the citizens of 
the Secretary of the Interior shall pay over the same to the proper author-
ities of the municipalities when organized. This is in legal effect an appro- the counties and towns to whom this money belongs. There have 
priation of the proceeds of sales of such town sites for the purpose indicated. been several destructive fires in these towns which destroyed 
There is therefore no reason why the proceeds of the sales of such town sites hundreds of thousands of dollars' worth of property. Mr. Hitch
should not be deposited in the Treasury as other public revenues, to the 
credit of miscellaneous receipts "on account of sales of town sites in Okla.- cock should be compelled to refund to those people the money 
homa Territory\ under section 22, set of May 2, 1890," and under the author- lost by these fires, for the reason that had some of this money 
ity of said act tne Secretary of the Treasury will issue appropriation war- been put into waterworks this property would not have been de
rants for the amounts so deposited, setting them apart and making them 
subject to the requisition of the Secretary of the Interio1· for the purposes stroyed. Some time ago I introduced in this Congress a resolu-
indicated in the act. tion calling on Mr. Hitchcock to account for this strange viola-

A detailed accountof the deposits made on account of sales of each particu- tion of law. A few days ago he ordered work to begm· on these 
lar town site should be kept in order that ~yments may be made by settle-
ments in favor of the respective municipalities when organized, as suggested waterworks. 
in yoW' letter. · I am glad to know that the Secretary has in this instance recog-• 

I wonlft say that I have asc.ertained that the moneys received nized that the Congress of the United States can at least inquire 
from town-site sales, under section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, into his arbitrary actions and call him to ac.count for his refusal 
above cited, have been covered into the Treasury and paid out on to obey the law that he has sworn to obey as an officer of this 
warrants, in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller, and Government. 
it is clear that the funds received from the sale of town lots un- Mr. Chairman, the best thing in the message of PresidentRoose-
der the act of March 3, 1901, is in every respect the same as under velt is as follows: 
the act of May 2, 1890, and Congress in both cases appropriated No man is above the law and no man is below it; nor do we ask any man's 
the proceeds so received for specific purposes. permission when we require him to obey it. Obedience to the law is de-

Section 234, Revised Statutes, provides that- manded as a right, not asked as a favor. 
All claims and demands whatever by the United States or against them Mr. Chairman, I desire to know why the President, if he means 

and all accoUJl.ts whatever in which the United States are c.oncerned, either what he says, does not cast out of his Cabinet Secretary Hitch
as debtors or creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Depart- cock, who in.the many instances I have cited has openly defied 
ment. 

S · R · d Statute 'd th t- the law and refused to obey it. By removing this member of his 
ection 3622, eviSe s, proVI es a Cabinet the President would do more to earn the gratitude of mil-

E>ery officer or agent of the United States who receives public money lions of western people than he has ever done by any official act, 
which he is not authorized ro retain as salary, pay, or emolument shall ren-
der his accounts monthly. and I speak not as a partisan, but as an humble citizen of this 

Section 7 of the act of July 31, 1894 (28 Stat., 206), provides great Republic. 
that- Mr. Chairman, the President of the United States at the begin-

The Auditor for the Interior Department shall receive and examine all ac- ning of this Congress in his message points out the fact that 
counts * * * r elating to * * * public lands. almost every Department of this Government is reeking with 

Mr. Chairman, the Comptroller of the Treasury in a decision (to fraud and corruption. He says that-
the Secretary of the Treasury) dated December 13, 1900, held- The special investigation of the subject of natn.ralization under the direc-

Wben the Commissioner of Indian Affairs assumed the duty of collecting tion of the Attorney-General and the consequent pro ecutions reveal a 
funds properly collectible by Indian agents he also assumed tbe duty of ac- condition of affairs calling for the immediate attention of the Congress. For
counting for said funds in the manner prescribed by law and regulations. geries and perjuries of shameless and flagrant character have been perpe

If it were conceded that the receipts of Indian moneys, proceeds of labor, tJ.•ated, not only in the dense centers of population, but throughout the conn
need not be accounted for, it would be an easy step to the concession that the try; and it is e tablished beyond doubt that very many so-Called citizens of 
disbursement of such funds need not be accounted for. the United States have no title whatever to that right, and are asserting and 

enjoying the benefits of the same through the grossest frauds. 
The only safe, proper, and legal view of the question seems to 

be that set forth in your letter to the Secretary of the Interior, Again, he s; --s in the same message: 
d t d Jnl 10 1900 f ll I now recomm;md, as a matter of the utmost importance and urgency, the 

a e Y • • as 0 ows: extension of the purposes of this appropriation. so that it may be ava.i:lable, 
It seems to be clearly the duty of an officer of the United States who re- under the diJ·ection of the Attorney-General, and until u sed. for the due en

ceives moneys which belong to the United States, either in his own right or · forcement of the laws of the United Stat es in general and especially of the 
as trustee, to r ender such full and explicit account as will admit of a proper civil and criminal laws relating to public lands and the laws relating to postal 
a.nd ex.a.ctaudit. crime and offenses and the subject of naturalization. Necent investigations 

M Cha. d this n1 't · b t th have shown a deplorable state of affairs in these three matters of vital con-r. uman, un er r e 1 seems meum en upon e cern. By various frauds and by forgeries and perjurie, thousands of acres 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to keep an accurate record of all of the public domain, embracing lands of different character and extending 
funds received by him from miscellaneous sources. whether from through various sections of the country, have been dishonestly acquired. 
ruining leases. grazing leases, or otherwise. and whether the funds It is hardly necessary to urge the importance of recoverin~ these db bon-

are Of the Cla S known as • Indl'an moneys, proceeds of labor,' or est acquisitions, stolen from the people and of promptly and uly punishing 
the offenders. I speak in another part of thJS me !'age of the widespl'&'l.d 

otherwise, and to render such full and explicit account thereof as crimes by which the sacred r ight of citizenship is falsely asserted and th::~.t 
'11 adm't~ f d t dit b th A dit f th "inestimable heritage" perverted"' to base ends. By similar m eaoo-that is, 

W1 1 O a proper an exac au Y e u or or e through frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shameless bribe1·ies-the 
Interior Department. and it is so held. laws relating to the proper conduct of the public service in general and to 

Again, on December 3 1902, in what is known as the" Menom- the due administration of the Post-Office Depart ment have been noto-
. 1 , th C tr lie · d riously violated, and ma.ny indictments have been found, and the consequent 
mee ogs case, e omp 0 r sal : prosecutions are in course of hearing or on the eve thereof. For the r ea. ons 

I think the A-uditor was justified in raising the point that t.he method pur- thus indicated, and so that the Government may be prepared to enforce 
sued leaves a defect in the records which may come up to plague future in- promptly and with the greatest effect the due penalties for such violations 
vestigators. Governmental business is not the work of a day, of even the of law, and to this end may be furnished with sufficient instrumentalities 
lifetime of any person. It is a continuing business, anrl prudence as well as and competent legal as3istance for the investigations and trials which will 
experience dictates such a persistency in records as will leave to future offi- be necessary at many different points of the country, etc. 
cers a record that will enable them to ascertain what theh· predecessors have 
done and the reasons for their actions. But, Mr. Chairman, the most startling declaration made by the 
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President in this message is the following, every word of which 
~true: 

While there may have been as much official corruption in former years, 
there has been more developed and brought to light in the immediate past 
than in the preceding century of our country's history. 

It might be well for us to inquire into the cause of this recent 
officiar corruption which surpasses that of the preceding century 
of our country's history. Can it not be found in the fact that one 
political party has practically been in power for more than forty 
yeaTs, and that the conditions surrounding this party make it 
impossible for it to throw out of office such men as Secretary 
Hitchcock and numerous others that I might mention, who are 
responsible for or have participated in this wholesale plunder of 
the people? 

H. R. 11021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weems; 

H. R. 2019. An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn; 
H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension to Mary Huff; 
H. R. 8227. An act granting a pension to Lucius E. Polk; 
H. R. 4045. An act g1·anting a pension to Minnie Gusler; 
H. R.19. An act establishing a United States court at Marietta, 

Ind. T.; 
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; and 

H. R. 9308. An act permitting the building of a dam across the 
Mississippi' River between the counties of Wright and Sherburne, 
in the State of Minnesota. 

LEAVE OF ABSJl1.~CE. 
Mr. Chairman, I have cited the President's recent statement, 

showing that there is now more corruption in this Government 
than ever before, and I will cite another very eminent Republi- By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
can authority giving the remedy for this corruption. The last HARDWICK for ten days on account of import~nt business. 
claus.e of the Republican party's platform in 1856 gave this remedy, 
viz: 

The recent startling developments of fraud and corruption at the Federal 
metropolis show that an entire change of administration is imperatively de
manded. 

:Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope that the Democratic party will 
adopt the whole of that section as part of its platform in the com
ing national campaign and make it the battle cry and paramount 
issue therein, in the hope that the gallows erected by Haman (the 
Republican party) in 1856 for the Democracy will be the gallows 
on which this Haman will be hanged by the American people in 
1904. 

The following is section 6 of the Republican platform of 1856, 
to which I have alluded and from which I have quoted: 

That the people justly view with alarm the reckless extravagance which 
pervades every department of the Federal Government; that a return tp 
rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to aiTest the systematic 
plunder of the public Treasury by favor~d partisans, while the recen_t start
ling develovments of frauds and corruptiOns at the Federal metropolis show 
that an entire change of administration is imperatively delll8nded. 

:Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman from Texas does not want to 
use any more time to-night? 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. No. . 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then I will yield to the gentleman from 

South Dakota some time if he desires it. 

ADJOURNMENT. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the 
House adjourned until to-mon·ow at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu

nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, tr8.ns
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Mahlon Hamilton, administrator de bonis non of estate of John 
Hamilton, against The United States-to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of Commerce 
and Labor submitting an. estimate of appropriation for repairs of 
Government property at Ellis Island-to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COIDUTTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. Mr. MAR TIN. I do not like to ask the House to remain any 

longer to-night. Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Patents, to which was 
Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11585) to amend section 493 

mittee do now rise. of the Revised Statutes, reported the same with amendment, ac-
Thc motion was agreed to. . companied by a report (No. 1320); which said bill and report 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker havmg re- were referred to the House Calendar. 

sumed the chair, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman of the Committee·ofthe Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3204) permitting thP Riowa, 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the In- Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey 
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the 

Eastern Oklahoma Rail way Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma 
SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED. Railway Company to lease all i ts railroad and other property in 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV the following Senate concurrent the Indian Territory to the Atchison,· Topeka and Santa Fe Rail
resolution was taken from the Speaker's table and referred to the way Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other prop-
Committee on Rivers and Harbors: ertytosaid the Atchison, TopekaandSantaFeRailwayCompany, 

Senate concruTent resolution No. 50. reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
Resolred by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the (No. 1324); which said bill and report were referred to the House 

Secretary ofWar be, and he is hereby, dir~cted to cause an exammati~n and Calendar. 
survey to be made from the St. Jones R1ver, at Dover, Del, to a .P<:nnt on 
Little River and thence to Delaware Bay for the purpose of de0rffi:llllllg the Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow
advimbility and cost of constructing a .canal between th:e said nvers a~d ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the deepemng and widening of Little Rive!', so as to proVIde a~!mnnel smt- the Clerk, and refen-ed to the several Calendars therein named, able for the needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to Delaware .oa.y. 

as follows: 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 

],fr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bill~, re- was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9872, reported in lieu 
ported that they had examined and fo"';lnd truly enrolled bill of thereof a bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custom
the following title; when the Speaker s1gne.d ~he same: . house brokers, and for oth.er purposes, accompanied by a report 

H. R. 13290. An act making an appropnation for cleanng the (No. 1333); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Potomac River of ice. Calendar. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
following titles: which was refened the bill of the House (H. R. 11348) to set 

S. 3780. An act authorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern apart certain lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park, 
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and to be known as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park, reported 
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1334); 
city of Yankton, S.Dak.; and. . . . which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 

s. 121. An act granting additional lands adJacent to the s1te of Whole House on the state of the Union. 
the University of Mont.a.na to the State of Montana for uses of __ 

sa~,t~Wr~~ER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- , REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
ported that this day. they had presented t<? the . President of the RESOLUTIONS. 
United States, for h1s approval, the followmg b1lls: Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 

H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
Joyce: ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the W·hole . 

H. R. 6089. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma House, as follows: 
L. Nagle; Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 

H. R. 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C. which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2863) granting an 
Chase; increase of pension to David C. Coleman, reported the same wit~-



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 2777 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1302); which said Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8113) for the relief of Agnes 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills, reported the same without amend
bill of the House (H. R. 8462) granting an increase of pension to ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1321); ·which said bill and 
James Walts, reported the same· without amendment, accompa- report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
nied by a report (No. 1303); which said bill and ·report were re- Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred to the Private Calendar. ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C. 

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which Kent and Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, re
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4330) granting a pen- ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
sion to Catherine Tully, reported the same with amendment. ac- (No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri
companied by a report (No.1304); which said bill and report were vate Calendar. 
referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3950) for the 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11906) relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, Nebr., reported the same with
grantjng a pension to Margaret Jones. reported the same with out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1323); which said 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1305); which said bill bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9758) for there
bill of the House (H. R. 12493) granting an increase of pension lief of the heirs of George McGhehey for services rendered as 
to Sarah N. Maddox. reported the same with amendment, accom- mail contractor, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 1306); which said bill and report were panied by a report (No. 1325); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was Mr. PRINCE from theCommitteeonMilitary Affairs, to which 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11616) granting a pension 1 was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 1127) for relief of Wil
to August Bocke1-man, reported the same without amendment, liam J. Hines, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
accompanied by a report (No. 1307) ; which said bill and report by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were referred 
were refen-ed to the Private Calendar. to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- Mr. MONDELL. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
sion , to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2914) which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 64) to correct the 
granting an increase of pension to Charity M. Farmer, reported military record of William B. Thompson, reported the same with
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308); out amenament, accompanied by a report (No. 1332); which said 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. bill and report were refeiTed to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the .Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 74:82) granting an in0rease 
of pension to Jennie Pettit Morrison, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1309); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 11597) granting an increa-se of pension to 
Amanthus P. Joyner, reported the same with amendment, aceom
panied by a report (No. 1310); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was refen-ed the bill of the House (H. R. 9599) granting a pension 
to Grace P. Paddock. reported the same with amendment accom
panied by a report (No. 1311); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Honse (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to 
Agnes B. Hesler, reported the s~me ~th amendment, accompa
nied by a report (No. 1312); which sa1d bill and report were re
ferred to the PTivate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 12504) granting an increase of pension to 
Juliett Field, reported the same without amendment, accompa
nied by a report (No. 1313); which said bill and report were re
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11612) granting an increase 
of pension to G. H. Abney, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 1314); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. · 

Mr. DRAPER, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9834) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth MeL. Haughey. reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1315); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 

the Clerk and laid on the table, as follows: 
Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 

was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 3976) for the relief of 
John Thomas Owen, reported the same adversely, acco]Ilpanied by 
a report (No. 1327); which said bill and report were ordered laid 
on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6084) for the relief of Emanuel Peck, re
ported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1328); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2997) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of Bernhard Stueber, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1329); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2828) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of H. C. Haynes, 
reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1330); 
which said bill and report were ordered laid on the table. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2827) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James L. Northcutt, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 1331); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under elause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12108) for the 
relief of Mary Douglas Griffiths, and the same was referred to 
the Committee on War Claims. Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Pen

sions to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6923) 
granting a pension to Olive Bassett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1316); which said bill PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen- I of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 878) follows: 
granting a pension to Robert S. Rose, reported the same with By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 13414) to provide for the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1317); which said bill t emporary government of the t erritory or zone of land to be occu
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. pied and controlled by the United States for the construction of 

Mr. PATTERSON ofPennsylvania,from the Committee on Pen- an interoceanic canal and other works necessary and convenient 
sions to which was referred the bill of the ·House (H. R. 12491) for the operation and protection of said enterprise. and for other 
grantrng a pension to Peter Scott, rep01·ted the same with amend- purposes-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
ment accompanied by a report (No. 1318); which said bill and merce. 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. By Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 13415) to place the page force of 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was the House of Representativeson the annual payroll-.totheCom
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5533) granting an increase I mittee on Accounts. 
of pension to Hugh L. Freeman, reported the same without By Mr. PAYNE, from_ the Committee on Ways and Means: .A. 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1319); which said bill bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custom-hoLSe 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. brokers, and for other purposes-to the House Calendar. 
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By Mr. GRIGGS: A bill (H. R. 13417) for a public building at 
the city of Bainbridge, Ga., and appropriating money therefor
to the Committee on Pn blic Bn:ildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 13418) in relation to the 
elective franchise, defining offenses against the same, and pre
scribing punishments theTefor-to the Committee on Election of 
President Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13467) to promote the safety of 
travelers on railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in 
int.9rstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day or pas
senger coaches, mail cars, chair, smoking, and combination cars 
an1l touri t sleepers, and for other purposes-to the Committee on 
Inf erstate and lt oreign Commerce. 

lly Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing 
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appOiJlt an 
assistant clerk for the remainder of the session-to the Commit
teo on Accounts. 

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. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13419) granting an 
increase of pension to George Weeks-to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R.13420) for the relief of the estate 
of Samuel Chapman, of Pickens County, S. C.-to the Commit
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 13421) granting an increase 
of pension to Micajah Hill, alias Michael C. Hill-to the Commit
tee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13422) granting a pension to Jesse C. Thomas
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLARK: A bill (H. R. 13423) granting an increase of 
pensi.on to Christian P. Anderson-to the Committee on Invalid 
PensiOns. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increase of 
pension to John E. Ault-to the Committee on Invarid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R.13425) granting a pension 
to William H. Small-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13426) granting a pension to Caroline Har
ris-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13427) granting a pension to George W. Me
CoHen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AI o, a bill (H. R. 13428) to correct the military record of John 
Fenstermacher, of Whitehall, Pa.-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. DOUGHERTY: A bill (H. R. 13429) granting a pen
sion to Martha A. Elliott-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13430) granting a pension to Selestine Ran
dall-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

AI o. a bill {H. R. 13431) granting a pension to John Scanlon
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 13432) granting a pension to John Nixon
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 13433) granting a pension to JacobT. Child
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13434) granting a pension to R. A. Dough
ertv-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13435) granting a pension to Archibald 
Groom-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13436) granting an increase of pension to 
Willi~:~.m T. Bailev-:-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H .. R. 13437) granting a pension to 
William P. Crawford-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 13438) granting an increase 
of pension to John W. Comer-to the Committee on Invalid Pen-
~~ . 

By 1\Ir. GILLET of New York: A bill' (H. R. 13439) granting 
an increase of pension to Cornelius B. Alliger-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMLIN: A bill (H. R. 13440) granting an increase of 
pension toR. R. Dill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13441) granting a pension to George W. 
Drake-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 13442) to reimbUTse Clyde 
P. Halfhill, late a member of Company H, Fiftieth Regiment 
Iowa Volunteer Infantry-to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: A bill (H. R. 13443) granting an in
creMe of pension to Charles W. Burger-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By .Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13444) granting an increase 
of pension tO Eugene H. Harding-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 13445) for the relief of E. J. 
Seeds-to the Committee on Claims. 

By lli. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13446) granting a pension to Sara 
A. Wardell-to the Committee on Pen ions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 134-17) granting an increase 
of pension to Nancy A. Rickman-to the Committee on In-valid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13448) granting an increase of pension to 
Susan D. Lovell-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 13449) for the 
relief of Mrs. Rebecca Love-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 13450) for the relief of Robert 
L. Moore-to the Committee on Claims. 

By l\ir. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R.13451) granting an increase of 
pension to Frank W enzel-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13452) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli Btmting-to the Committee on Invalid P ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. '13453) granting an increase of pension to 
EzekialSteele- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13454) for 
the relief of James W. Kenney and the Union Brewing Com-
pany-to the Committee on Claims. . 

By :Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R.13455) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry L. Robinson-to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

AJ o, a bill (H. R. 13456) for the relief of Richard E. CI·o s-to 
the Commit~ee on Military Affairs. 

By 1\fr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting a pension 
to Catharine Essig-to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 1345 ) granting a pen ion to Hannah A. 
Robison-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13459) granting a pension to Sarah Soper
to the Committee on Pen~ions. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R.13460) for the relief of ReubenK. 
Deaver-to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\fr. WILLIAM~ of illinois: A bill (H. R. 13461) granting 
an increase of pension to William Curtis-to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 13462) for the relief 
of Annie White-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13463) for the relief of certain occupants or 
claimants or owners of property at Nogales, Ariz.-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 13464) to amend 
the naval record of William H. Harlin-to the Committee on 
Naval A:ffaiTs. · 

Also, a bill (H. R. 13465) granting a pension to Jacob Weiss
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 13466) for the 
relief of William G. Keats-to the Committee on War Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 

were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petition of the Shipowners' Association of 

the Pacific Coast, against bill extending time for applying coast
ing navigation laws oo the Philippine Islands-to the Committee 
on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the National League of Commission Mer
chants of the United States, defining the powers of the Inte1·state 
Commerce Commission-to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also. petition of residents of Woodland, TIL, against repeal of 
the anticanteen law-to the Committee on Milit&--y Affairs. 

Also, petition of Elias Block & Sons. of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of C. Drayer and 41 others, of Momence, ill., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By M.r. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
10110, granting increase of pension to Wilhelm Dickoff-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENTON: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 13016 to 
establish a coUTt of record at Grove, Ind. T.-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Five petitions. representing 181 citi
zens and two Christian societies of Kansas, in favor of the Hep
burn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Petition of Typographical Union No. 305, 
of Newburg, N.Y., relative to an eight-hour law, etc.-to the Com
mittee on Labor. 

Also. petition of Washington Camp, Patriotic Sons of America, 
of Newburg, N.Y., relative to a bill to regulate inunigration
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BRANDEGEE: Petition of the Baptist Church of No
ank, Conn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 
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Br Mr. BURTON: Resolutions of Commodore Perry Post, No. 

350; Memorial Post, No. 141 and Cleveland City Post, No. 403, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of a serv
ice-pension bill-to the Committes on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Ohio Universalist Convention, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of London Grove 
Grange, No. 63, Patrons of Husbandry, of Avondale, Pa., in favor 
of increased appropriations for agricultural experiment stations
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By 1\Ir. CAMPBELL: Nine petitions of residents of various 
rural routes in Kansas, relative to increase of salary for rural 
carriers-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions ofT. F. Jones and 59 others, of Walnut, Kans., 
and Rev. T. E. Nichols and others, of Labette County, Kans., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Resolution of the National 
League of Commission Merchants, in favor of legislation defining 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission-to the Commit
tee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petitions of J.P. Burdslee and 5 others, of 
Tama, Iowa; A. L. Cotton and 14 others, of Taylor Township, 
Iowa; E. L. Price and 39 others, of Tama, Iowa, and Rev. G. H. 
Crocker and 24 others, of Marshall County, Iowa, in favor of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petitions of R. B. Hatch and 40 others, of 
Peterboro, N.H., and Lisbon (N.H.) Methodist Episcopal Church 
and 31 others, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DANIELS: Resolutions of Grand Army posts in Cali
fornia and Nevada, in favor of a service-pension bill-to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. DOUGHERTY: Petitions of Rev. Powell M. Cain and 
27 others, of Ray County, Mo.; James Kelly and 124 others, of 
Davies County, Mo., and Rev. R. K. Kelly _and 47 others, of 
Grant City, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Two petitions of J. A. Gorton and others, of 
Arcadia, Wis., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Woman's Chris
tian Temperance Union of Enosburg Falls, Vt., in favor of the 
passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. -

By M.r. FULLER: Petition of Charles Sabin and 55 others, of 
Rockford, ill .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Petition of the legal representa
tives of the estate of Thomas W. Chilton, of Tennessee, praying 
for reference of claim to the Court of Claims under the Bowman 
Act-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GOEBEL: Petitions of the People's Distilling Company 
and the Turner-Looker Company, of Cincinnati, Ohio, against 
the passage of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petitions of Roger Williams BaptistChurch, 
of Providence, R.I., and W. E. Dennett and 43 others, of Burrill
vire, R. I., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GROSVE.NOR: Petition of members of Ohio University 
faculty, of Athens, Ohio, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Keys Post, No. 574, Grand Army of theRe
public, Department of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of citizens of the Eleventh Congressional district 
of Ohio against the parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 2130, for the 
relief of the estate of Branon 'rhatcher, deceased-to the Commit
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the United Pres
byterian Church of Thompsonville, Conn., in favor of the Hep
burn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Petition of John Williamson and 23 others, 
of Tingley, Iowa, for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of Griffin Circle, Ladies of the 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Nebraska, in favor 
of a service-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petitions of Rev. M. C. Smith, the Woman's Christian Tem
perance Union, and 18 others, of Valparaiso, Nebr., and William 
Stelle and 11 others, of Aurora, ill., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of Rev. C. W. Marlow and others. of Co-

leta, ill., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of the First Presby
terian Church of New Brunswick, N.J. in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the legislature of New Jersey, in favor of 
improving the Passaic River-to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

By Mr. HOLLIDAY: Petition of citizens of Toronto, Ind., in 
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of J. W. Usher and others, of Ken
tucky, in favor of bill H. R. 3574, for the relief of farmers and 
tobacco growers-to the Committee on Ways and 1\Ieans. 

By Mr. KELIHER: Resolutions of the Gloucester Board of 
Trade, recommending that theN avy Department set aside a vessel 
for the purpose of destroying derelicts along our coast-to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Gloucester (Mass.) Board of Trade and 
the Massachusetts State Board of Trade, recommending an arbi
tration treaty between the United States and Great Britain-to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. KINKAID: PetitionofE. W.Northup~ M.D., and other 
citizens of Nebraska, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliverbill-tothe 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KLUTTZ: Petition of Rev. J. W. Long and 8 others, of 
Rockford, N. C., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. .. 
. By Mr. LACEY: Petitions of W. U. Ratcliff and 109 others, of 
New Sharon, Iowa, and James Bridge and 58 others, of Oskaloosa, 
Iowa, in favor of tlie Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLE: Petition of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
South of White County, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of Rev. F. R. Lewis and other 
ministers of Kennebunk, Me., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McCARTHY: Petitions of John T. McLeanand4others, 
of Clarks, Nebr~; Rev. J. B. Leedon and others, and D.l\1. Sigler 
and 36 others, of Silver Creek, Nebr., and J. S. McLaughlin and 
others, of Emerson, Nebr., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. McNARY: Petition of the Massachusetts State Pharma
ceutical Association, in favor of bill H. R. 9303, for a reduction 
of the tax on alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MARSHALL: Petitions of T. A. Thompson and 12 
others, of Hope, N.Dak.; P. J. Henness and 30 others, of Niagara, 
N.Dak.; the Fargo Woman's Christian Temperance Union and 
8 others, of Fargo, N. Dak., and Rev. 0. N. Oleson, and 6 others, 
of Elliott, N.Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Burns, Kans., in favor 
of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to Mrs. Susan D. Lov~ll-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of peii.Sion 
to Nancy A. Rickman-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of Robert V. 
Taylor, praying reference of claim to the Court of Claims-to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petitions of the Methodist Protestant Church 
and Christian Endeavor Society, the Woman's Christian Temper
ance Union, and Rev. Atvill Conner and 8 others, of Buckeyetown, 
Md., in favor of the Hepbm·n-Do]Jiver bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany bill for relief of Robert 
L. Moore-to the Committee on Claims. 

By 1\Ir. RUCKER: Petitions of the Ministeria.l Association and 
8 others, of Monroe City, Mo., and Rev. Hen.ry Eubank a,nd 49 
others, of Triplett, Mo., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of H. C. Gilbert Post, No. 160, Grand Army of 
the Republic, Department of Missouri, in favor of a service-pen-
sion bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. RYAN: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 4369, to increase 
pension of August Strick-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SCOTT: Resolution of James Shields Post, No. 57, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Wellington, Kans., in favor of a serv
ice-pension bill-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Kansas River ImprovementAssociation, 
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River-to the Commit-
t-ee on Rivers and Harbors. • 

By Mr. SCUDDER: Petition of the Bausch Picture Frame and 
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Molding Company and others, in favo~ of reduction of taxation 
on grain alcohol-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SIDRAS: Petitions of the Sixth United .Presbyterian 
Chttrch, the Union Methodist Church, and John W. Gazaway and 
l9 others of Allegheny, Pa., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SLAYDEN: Petition of Rev. F. M. McConnell and 50 
others, of Brownwood, Tex., in favor of the Hepburn-Dollivm· 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SMITH of New York: Petition of Charles L. White 
and 14 others, of Cherry Valley, N.Y., in favor of the Hepburn
Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SNOOK: Petition of William G. Kopp, of Defiance, 
Ohio, recommending an increase of salary of rural carriers to 
$850 per year-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post
Ro&ds. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of W. D. Jolly and 23 
others, of Panhandle, Tex .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of the Free Metho
dist Church of St. Paul, Minn .. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petiticn of the Norwegian-Danish Methodist Episcopal 
Church of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifica
tion of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petitioo of members of Park Congregational Church. of 
St. Paul, 1\finn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Coiililri ttee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Zion's German Evangelical Chm·ch, of St. 
Paul, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the German Emanuel Church Evangelical As
sociation, of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifi
cation of State liquor laws-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the First Baptist Church of St. Paul, Minn., 
relative to a bill to prevent nullification of State liquor laws-to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Builders' Exchange, against the 
anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, paper to accompany bill H. R. 11828, granting a; pension 
to Mary C. Whitten-to the Committee on Invalid PellBions. 

Also, petition of the Retail Grocers' Association of Minnesota, in 
favor of the Tawney bill (H. R. No. 6)-to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Duluth Board of Trade, in favor of the 
Qua1·les-Cooper bill-to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Boiler Makers and Iron-ship Builders of 
America relative to a bill to extend laws for coastwise trade to 
the Philippine Islands-to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

Also, re olution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders' 
Exchanges, against an eight-hour law-to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, resolution of the Minnesota State Association of Builders' 
Exchanges. against the anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of C. S. Clark and 36 others, of 
Rochester, N.H., in favor of the Hepbm'll-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TOWNSE.ND: Petition of Cigar 1\Iakers' Union No. 314, 
in favor of bill H. R. No. 6-to the Committee on Ways and 
Meane. 

Also resolution of Charles Marten Post, No. 436, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Michigan, in favor of a service-
pension bill-to the Committee. on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also. petitions of Fred W. Luft and 10 others, of L3: Sail~, Mich., 
and C. C. Hitchcock and 8 others, of Flat Rock Mich., m favor 
of the Brownlow good-roads bill-to the Committee on Agricul
ture. 

Also. memorial of Willis H. Birtram, of Addison; petition of 
Charles Strewing and 23 others, of Flat Rock: memorials of Wil
liam B. Fuller, of Addison; James B. Saunders, of Ann Arbor; 
Martin Brockway, of Pete::.·sburg, and Franklin Craig, of Pal
myra, all in Michigan, in favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 9313-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pen.Jons. 

Also, petitions of the Methodis Episcopal Church and Temper
ance Union. of Detroit, Mich., and 0. J. Blackford and 34 others, 
of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Bv Mr. VREELAND: Petition of W. W. Frank and 34: others, 
of Pomfret, N. Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill- to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of lllinois: Papers to accompany b~ll grant
ing a pensi(Jn toW. L. Lawrence; papers to accompany bill grant
ing an increase of pension to Uriah J . Chesshir, and papers to 

accompany bill granting a pension to Margaret J. Thackery-to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Consolidated 
Stock and Petroleum Exchange, of New York, in favor of bill 
H. R. 7871-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WOODYARD: Petition of Rev. M. L. Smith and 234 
residents of West Virginia, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of J. E. Cochran and 5 others. of Salama, W.Va., 
in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Committee on the 
Judidary. 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, Ma1·ch 4, 1901,.. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday s pro

ceedings, when. on request of Mr. Bmmows, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap
proved. 

DISTRICT EXCISE BOARD. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, pursuant to law, a report of the operations of the 
excise board of the District of Columbia for the licerue year ended 
October 31, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

DISPOSITION OF USELESS P A.PEP.S. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempoTe laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Postma.ster-General, transmitting, pursuant 
to law, a report concerning the disposition of usele papers in the 
files of that Department~ which was referred to the Select Com
mittee on Disposition of Usele s Papers in the Executive Depart
ments., and ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC BUILDrnGS UNDER ACT OF 1893. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in re ponse 
to a resolution of the 2d instant, certain statements, with pro- · 
gramme attached, showing in each case proceeding under the 
act of February 20, 1 93, known as the .. Tarsney Act." relating to 
the completion, construction, and bids for public building in the 
country, etc.; which, with the accompanying paper , was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered 
to bo printed. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN. 

. The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed Mr. UARTL~ a director 
on the part of the Senate of the Columbia Hospital for Women 
and Lying-in Asylum, under the ~equirements of the act approyed 
June 10, 1872. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R. 
McKENNEY. its enrolling clerk, annolmc.ed' that the House had 
passed a bill (H. R. 128o3} 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; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
reports of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow
ing bills: 

A bill (H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Christy; 

A bill (H. R. 892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H. 
Hunt: 

A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. 
Rogers; 

A bill (IL R. 3776) granting an increase of pension to Alf1·ed I. 
Judy; 

A bill (H. R . 3903) granting an increas~ of pension George C. 
Sherman: 

A bill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo. 
Dutch: 

A bill (H. R. 6022) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Travis; and 

A. bill (H. R. 11287) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905. 

E..~ROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following em·olled bills; and they were thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A biTI (8. 121) granting additional lands adjacent to the site of 
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of 
said university; 
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