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Towa, 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 100 voters of Orient Township,
Towa, 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 ofp comimissioners to investigate charges of violations of
rulesof Yellowstone Park—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liguor
Traffic.

By Mr. SPALDING: Petitions of members of the Methodist | L

Church, Rev. S. Ramsdahl and 80 other voters; Rev. J. A. H.

Johnson and 22 other voters, members of Robert Street Metho- | kins

dist Church; members of Plymonth Conggagaﬁonal 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 Milnor; L. E. Blake and 15
others, of Delamere, and members of the Methodist and Congre-

gational churches of Tower City, N, Dak., for the passage of the | Gl

Hepburn bill—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: Petition of the Massa- | Ste

chusetts Pharmaceutical Association, of Boston, for the passage
of bill H. R. 9308, 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 | fi

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 Is-post bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Post-Office and Post- s.

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.

FAdbill (S. 156) granting an increase of pension fo Harriet L.
ord:

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

A Dbill (S. 312) granting an increase of pension to John P,

Oviatt;
H:}ll bill (S. 817) granting an increase of pension to Mortimer
t; z

et;
%dbi]l (S. 854) granting an increase of pension to Clara B. Gris-
wold;
WAH‘Eﬂl (S. 886) granting an increase of pension to Homer D,
elis;
A bill (S. 562) granting an increase of pension to Emeline F,

Emmons;
Albill (S. 588) granting an increase of pension to Wilber F.
ittle; .
A bill (S. 681) granting an increase of pension to Isaiah Lar-
A bill (8. 693) granting an increase of pension to Charles W,
De Rocker;
A bill (8. 727) granting an increase of pension to George W,
Wetherell;
A bill (S. 819) granting an increase of pension to John B.
OVer;
A Dbill (8. 822) granting an increase of pension to Marquis L.
Vens;
Aﬁg bl!ll (S. 893) granting an increase of pension to William W,
elo;
At}flﬂl (S. 900) granting an increase of pension to Daniel M,

A bill ES' 935) granting a pension to Mary S. Clark;
_ A bill (8. 1272) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Rol-

83
A Dbill (8. 1280) granting an increase of pension to Henry Wil-

ong;
HA 1lllill (8. 1892) granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
ughes;
A bill (S. 1530) granting an increase of pension to Theron T,
Lemphere;
A bill (S. 1554) granting an increase of pension to John D.

ckard;
A bill (8. 1555) granting an increase of pension to Owen E.’

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolution of Captain Warren G. Moore | Newto

Post, No. 889, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Penn-
sylvania, in favor of a service-pension bill—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

SENATE.
THURSDAY, March 3, 190}
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD EVERETT HALE,

ewton;

A bill (8. 1591) granting an increase of pension to James Hahn;

A bill (8. 1616) granting an increase of pension to Michael
Donovan;

%l};ﬂl (8. 1627) granting an increase of pension.to Alonzo R.
ChA bill (S. 1642) granting an increase of pension to Blanche L.

unn;

A Dbill (8. 1678) granfing an increase of pension to Rudolph

1n H
A bill E‘?h 1796) granting an increase of pension to Mathew

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- | Wood

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

WOorta;
EA bill (8. 1803) granting an increase of pension to John M.
organ;
A bill (S. 1834) granting an increase of pension to John W,

objection, will stand approved. The Chair hears none, and it is | Paul

approved,
SCHOONER 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
Janunary 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,

Am 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 Juliette
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 (8. 89) granting an increase of pension to James M. Mark-

1
8 Aalliill (S. 148) granting an increase of pension to Benjamin H,
malleys;
Ag)i]] (S. 153) granting an increase of pension to William W.

A Dill (S. 154) granting an increase of ion to Hugh T.
L ) pensio: ug

U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

v
AUTHENTICATED
GPO

& 3
A bill (8. 1944) granting an increase of pension to John S.

tanger; :
A Dbill (8. 2043) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J,
Williams;

A Dill (8. 2087) granting an increase of pension to George Rilea;

A bill (8. 2122) granting a pension to Ashley C. Riggs;

A Dbill (8. 2179) granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Harkinson;

A Dill (8. 2198) granting a pension to Thomas Irvin;
CoAlilx)ux}l (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Charles R.

1 '

A bill (8. 2216) granting an increase of pension o Charles Reed;

A bill (S. 2287) granting an increase of pension to Louise
TR Nll (5. 2289) gran

A bi ; ting an increase of pension to Theod ;
Chatfield; ) 5 i i

A bill (8. 2278) granting an increase of pension to Harriet H.
O o s

i : granting an increase of pension to Louisa R.

Chitwood; 2

A hill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to John Dow;
WAt-Eli-lsl (8. 2445) granting an increase of pension to George M,

a H
A bill (8. 2490) granting a pension to Naomi Green;
At't;ﬂl (8. 2563) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth M.

A 11311’]] (S. 2649) granting an increase of pension to William S.
urch;
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5 A bill (S. 2662) granting an increase of pension to John H.
arrow;

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

A hill ES. 2838) granting a pension to Lounisa Lyon;

A bill (8. 2040) granting an increase of pension to Margaret
Liddle;

A bill (8. 2048) granting an increase of pension to George Hyde;

A bill (8. 2955) granting an increase of pension to John Hogarth
Lozier; :

A Dbill (8. 2066) granting a pension to William Conover;
© A bill (S. 2069) granting a pension to Henry Dority;

A bill (8. 2009) granting an increase of pension to Malvine C.

Buzzell; . ;

A bill (8. 3038) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H.
Kennedy; . y

A bill (8. 8053) granting an increase of pension to Emma E. S.
Wright;

A%ﬂl (S. 3085) granting an increase of pension to Alexander

Lane;
A Dbill (8. 8130) granting an increase of pension to Nathan P.
WIinan;
A bill (8. 3287) granting an increase of pension to Mary V.

A bill (8. 3201) granting an increase of pension to John Olson ]

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

e;
/*]’?F A hill (8. 3378) granting a pension to Eliza Williams;
A bill (S, 3397) granting an increase of pension to George B.

Christy; : j

A hill (S. 3405) granting an increase of pension to Mary F.
Pentzer;

A bill (8. 8413) granting a pension to Henry P. Howard;

A bill (8. 8415) granting an increase of pension to Manluff W.
Reynolds; ;

A bill (8. 3423) granting an increase of pension to Joseph H.

Ottey:
A {1]1 (8. 8452) granting an increase of pension to Charles Male;
A Dbill (8. 3470) granting an increase of pension to Richard

Wilks; .
A Dbill (S, 3480) granting an increase of pension to Swepston B.
'W. Stephens; :
A bl]f
Hamml].
A bill (S. 3488) granting an increase of pension to Charles E.

MecIntire;
cA%ﬂl (8. 8527) granting an increase of pension to Jerningham

S. 8481) granting an increase of pension to James' E.

Boone; ‘
A bill (8. 8534) granting an increase of pension to John S. Par-

ker; .

'ef& bill (8. 3569) granting an increase of pension to John A.

Chamberlain; . r g
A bill (S. 3645) granting an increase of pension fo Francis

Hall:

A bill (S. 3656) granting an increase of pension to William Tur-

ner; : .

A bill (S. 8788) granting an increase of pension to Lenus S.
Ludington; . . '

A bill (S. 8812) granting an increase of pension to Charles
Wheatland; : - ! :

A bill (S. 3839) granting an increase of pension to George B.
Abbott;
A bill (8. 8887) granting an increase of pension to Charles J.

A bill (S. 3803) granting an increase of pension to John L.

€8} ‘

% (S. 3902) granting a pension to George F. Smith; 4
A bill (8. 8945) granting an increase of pension to Lewis Lewis;
A bill (S. 8950) granting an increase of pension to Edward

Blaisdell;

A bill ES. 4052) granting a pension to Alice K. Seligson;

A bill (S. 4080) granting an increase of pension to Charlotte J.
Folsom;

A bill (8. 4091) granting an increase of pension to Nathan M.

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

ickey:

A b%rll (H. R. 7288) to authorize the Mobile and West Alabama
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the
Black Warrior River, in Tuscaloosa County, Ala., in section 8,
township 21 south, range 9 west of Huntsville meridian; and

A bill (H. R. 11812) relating to agphmtzons, declara state-
ments, entries, and final proofs nnder 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 Wauncoma; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church
of Adair; of sundry citizens of Dumont and Pilot Mound: of the
National Prohibition party, of Mitchell County: of sundry citi-
zens of Elgin; 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 Army of the
Republic, of Davenport; of sundry citizens of Alton, Gladbrook,
Fredericksburg, Albion, and Rock Rapids; of the congregation of
Friends’ Church of Pleasant Plain: of sundry citizens of Shell
Rock and Griswold, all in the State of Iowa, praying for the en-
actment of legislation to regulate the interstate transportation of
intoxicating lignors; 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 purchase a national
forest reserve in the WE.ite ‘Mountains of New Hampshire; which
was referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the
Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 1702, Patrons
of Husbandry, of Hillsdale, Iowa, praying for the enactment of
legislation to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce
Commission; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate
Commerce.

He also presented a petition of Silver Grange, No. 1702, 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.

He 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 SM00T, & Sena-
tor from the State of Utah; which was referred to the Committee
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, Department
of Towa, 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 State of Iowa, praying for the enactment of a service-pension
law; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Cilfax, Le
Grande, New Virginia, Seymour, Brownsdale, Fayette Counnty,
Clinton, Littleton, and West Chester; of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of West Liberty; of Silver Grange,
No. 1702, Patrons of Husbandry, of Hillsdale; of the congrega-
tion of the United Presbyterian Church of Greenfield; of the Pro-
hibition central committee of Mitchell County; of the congrega-
tion of the First 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 congrega~
tion of the Methodist Episcopal Church and the Woman's Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Waverly; of the congregation of the
Congregational Church of Dubunque; of the Young People’s Soci-
ety of Christian Endeavor of Sioux Rapids: of the congregation
of the United Brethren Church of Des Moines, and of the congre-
gation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Danville, all in the
State of Towa, praying for the enactment of legislation to regn-
late the interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. KEAN presented a Egtiﬁon of Local Union No. 271, Tron
Molders’ Union, of Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment
of legislation to develop the American merchant marine; which

‘| was referred to the Committee on Commerce.

He also presented %eﬁﬁons 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 Presbyterian Church
of New Providence, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Freehold,
the Methodist Episcopal Church of Raritan, the First Presby-
terian Church of Long Branch, the Methodist Episcopal Church
of Sharptown, and 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
liguors; which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary,
r. DRYDEN. I present a concurrent resolution of the legis-
lature of New Jersey, 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 referred
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to the Committee on Commeree, and ordered to be printed in the

REcorp, as follows:

Concurrent resolution requesting the Senators from this State in the Senate
of the United States and the Membersof Co from tha various dis-
tricts of this Btate in the House of Representatives of thie United States to
use their best endeavors to secure an appropriation from the Federal Goy-
ernment for the purpose of ening widening the channel of the
Passaic River from its mouth to the city of Paterson.

Whereas the Passaic River has always been a navigable stream, and from
the earlﬁlt;}'s of this Republic up to the time of the introduction of railroads
the inhabitants of the greater part of northern Now J. were dependent
upon the oommd erce of the Passaic River for their supplies and: household
naceasities; an ¥

Whereas by reason of 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
Btate of New Jersey; and.

‘Whereas there has been ;ﬁ:-;en‘wd to the War Department of the United
States and to the River and bor Committee of Congress strong and con-
vincing argnments showing the tvalue and the necessity of the improve-
ment of the Passaic River so thatit may become a comm 1 highway, and
that there exists an urgent public desirve that this be done; and

Whereas the report of the Chief of Engineers, embodied in the annual
report of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 80, 1900, it ap-
pears that snch a project is l];i)rcrvad and recommended, and that the total
cost of such improvement wonld not exceed §1,000,000; : ]

Whereas by reason of the consolidation and centralization of the railroads
of this country into great corporations ting thousamds of milesof rail-
road under one management and controlled by a.comparatively few men, it
is desirable that the waterways of this country be kept open to mvugnti&m
and commerce by water be extended wherever possible, to the end that com-
petition in transportation of passengersand freight may notbe entirely ex-
tingrished: Therefore, be it

Eew!ved by the senate of the State of New Jersey (the house of assembly con-
curring), That the Senators: from State in the Senate of the
States and the Members of Congress from. the various districts of this State
in the House of Representatives of the United States be,and theyare hereby,
respectfully requested to use their best endeavors in urging upon the Con-
gress-of the United States the necessity of making an appropriation for the
purpose of deepening and widening the: chanmel of the Passaic River and
l?:tking' same nayvigable for vessels of medium size and draft to the city of

ereo. -

Mr. DRYDEN presented a petition of Boiler Makers and Iron-
ship Builders’ Union, No. 271, American Federation of Labor, of
Jersey City, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for the development of the American me t marine,
for the extension of the coastwise laws of the United States to
the trade between the mainland and the Philippine Islands, and
also praying for the enactment of legislation to confine the carry-
ingof the naval and war stores of the United States to American
vessels; which was referred to 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. Ji, remonstrating against
the passage of the so-called * eight-hour bill,”” and alse the anti-
injunction bill; which were referred to the Committes on Educa-
tion and Labor.

He also presented Qetitions of the congregation of the Emanuel
Baptist Church, of Newark; of the congregation of the Methodist
Episcopal Church of Springfield; of the congregation 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 Second Presbyterian Church of Bridge-
ton; of the congregation of the Baptist Church of Dividing
Creek;. of the congregation of the Methodist Episcopal Church of
Hamilton Square; of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church
of Basking Ridge; of the congregation of the First Baptist Chiurch
of Clinton; 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 Batﬁtist Church, of Bridgeton;
of the congregation of the First Methodist Episcopal Church of
Dover; of the congregation of the First Bag}ast Church of Mer-
chantville; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal
churches of Milton, Stockholm, Canistear, and New Foundland;
of the congregation of the St. Andrew’s Methodist Episcopal
Church, of Spring Lake; of the congregatien of the First 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 of Newark; of the con-
gregation of the Amity Presbyterian Church, of Monteclair; of
the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Springfield; of
the congregation of St. Mark’s Evangelical Lutheran Church, of
Trenton; of the congregation of the Third Christian: Reformed
Church of Paterson, and of Warren R, Neff and sundry other
citizens of Jersey City, all in the State of New Jersey, praying
for the enactment of legislation to re te the interstate trans-

rtation of infoxicating liquors; which were referred to the

ommittee on the Judiciary, |
- Mr. BALL presented sundry papers. to accompany the bill (S,
4812) to correct the military record of W. H. Cleaden; which were
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs.

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

for the relief of Albert 8. Henderer; which were referred to the
Committee on Claims,

Mr. TELLER presented &}mﬁﬁon of Lefthand Grange, No. 9,
Patrons of Husbandry, of Colorado, praying for the enactthent of
legislation o increase the salaries of rural -delivery mail car-
riers; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and
Post-Roads.

He also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ Alliance of Den-
ver, Colo., remonstratin inst the passage of the so-called
‘¢ anti-injunction bill;’* which was referred to the Committee on
the Judiciary,

He also %resantad' a petition of the National Live Stock Asso-
ciation, of Portland, Oreg., praying that an appropriation be made *
providing for an investigation o poisonou;}ﬁnm by the: Burean
of Plant Industry, ent of iculture; which was re-
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Asso-
ciation of Portland, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment
of legislation providing for the removal of the duty on hides;
which was referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associa-
tion of Portland, Oreg., ?rsying for the enactment of legislation
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission;
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

He algo presented a petition of the National Live Stock Associa-
tion of Portland, Oreg-.édpmying- for the enactment of legislation
providing for a classified census of live stock, and also providing
that all mannfacturersof shoddy égodﬂ be compelled to mark the
same; which was referred to the Committee on the Censnus.

He also presented a petitipn of the National Live Stock Associa-
tion of Portland, Oreg., prag'ing for the enactment of legislation
providing for the of the administration of forest reserves
to the Department of Agriculture; which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

He also ted a petition of sundry citizens of Denver, Colo.,
and a petition of Post No. 12, Department of Colorado, Grand
Army of the Republie, of Colorado, praying for the enactment of
a service-pension law; which were referred to the Committee on
Pensions.

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Grand June-
tion, Colo., E:-ﬁying for the passage of the so-called ‘ Brownlow
good-roads bill;"* which was referred to the Committee on Agri-
culture and Forestry.

He also presented a Eetition of Local Union No. 3, Amalga-
mated Woodworkers' International Union, of Denver, Colo.,
praying for the enactment of legislation providing for an investis
gation of the labor troubles in that State; which was referred to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montrose and
Greeley; of the congregation of the Capitol Hill Baptist Church,
of Denver; of the congregation of the First Pre rian Church
of Canon City; of the congregations of the First Congregational,
the United Presbyterian, and the Methodist Episcopal churches
of Greeley; of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of
Pueblo; of the Leonard Woman's Christian Temperance Union,
of Denver, and'of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church
of Gunnison, all 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 ?reaanted petitions of the Golden Fortnightly Club, of
Golden; of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Rocky
Ford; of the Christian Citizenship Convention of Fort Mo; ; of
sundry citizens of Trinidad, and of the congregation of th;ﬁltho-
dist Episcopal Church of Grand Junction, all in the State of Colo-
rado, praying for an investigation of the charges made and filed
against Hon. REED Symoor, a Senator from the State of Utah;
which were referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections,

Mr. QUAY presented & petition of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Kane, Pa., praying for the enactment of legis-
lation to prevent the nullification of Stateliquor laws; which was
referred to the Committes on the Judiciary.

also presented the petition of C. J. Heppe & Son and 12
other piano manufacturers and dealers of Pennsylvania, prayin
for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturizeg
alcohol for industrial purposes; 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 congregationof the Menon-
nite Church 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 liquors; which werereferred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented memorials of George F. Lasher and 17 other
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citizens of Philadelphia, of Harry P. Pearsand 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 State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the ze
of the so-called “‘eight-hour bill;** which were refe: to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented the memorials of George F. Lasher and 18
other citizens of Philadelﬁahis, 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, remonstratinilagainst the pas-
sage of the so-called * anti-injunction bill; "’ which were referred
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

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

He also presented petifions of Captain John Whitney Post, No.
868, of Laceyville; of Jacob Maynard Post, No. 377, of Mehoop-
any; of Captain E. J. Rice Post, No. 211, of Factoryville; of J. W.
Reynolds Post, No. 98, of Tunkhannock; of Corporal Rufus Frear
Post, No. 828, 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 Brandywine Post, No. 54, of Coatesville; of R. Foster
Robinson Post, No. 36, of Pennsylvania; of Local Post No. 249, of
Foxburg; 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. Roberts Post, No. 437, of Penn-
sylvania; of Philandes Billings Post, No. 892, of Pennsylvania; of
Colonel John D. Bertolette Post, No. 484, of Lehighton; of J. Ed.
Turk Post, No. 821, of Dayton; of Pennington Post, No. 283, of
Fairmount Springs, and of Colonel D. M. Jones Post, No. 172, of
Tgrone, all of the Department of Pennsylvania, Grand Army
of the Republic, in the State of Pe: lvania, praying for the en-
actment of a service-pension law; which were referred to the
Committee on Pensions. )

He also presented petitions of sundry 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 Clubof Miﬁlinbug; of the Woman’s Christian Tem-
perance Union of Bradford; of the Young People’s Christian Tem-

rance Union of Bradford: of the Woman’s Literary Club of

radford; of the Young Ladies’ Foreign Missiona%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; o§ the congregation of the United Presbyterian Church of
Greenville; of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Sharps-
burg; of the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal and Baptist
churches of North %ingham; 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 Street Metho-
dist Episcopal Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the
Grace Lutheran Church, of Johnstown; of the congregation of the
Methodist Episcopal Church of Seottdale; of the Woman’s Chris-
tian Temperance Union of Westmoreland County, and of the con-

egation of the Butler Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of

ittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for an inves-
tigation of the charges made and filed against Hon, REED Smoor,
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. 1.)E{., raying for the establishment of a na-
tional forest reserve in the White Mountains; whick wasreferred to
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game.

He also presented a petition of the Pleasant Street Baptist
Charch, 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 of the so-called ** pure-
food bill; ™ whicg was referred to the Committee on Manufactures.

AMr, CULLOM presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elliotts-
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town, Ill., praying for the enactment of 1 tion to regulate the
imterstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re-

ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. FOSTER of Washington presented the petition of George
O. 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 and 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 liguors; which were referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary, :

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Clinton
Avenune 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 Gilbert S. Graves Bible Class,
of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to pre-
vent the nullification of State liguor 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 E%rs&?gal
Church of Walworth; of the congregation of the First ¥~
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 the Woman's Christian Temperance
Union of Junius, and of the congregation of the Methodist Epis-
copal Church of lica, all in the State of New York, praying
for the enactment of legislation to regulate the interstate trans-
portation of intoxicating lignors; 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 re te 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 “* anti-injunction bill; ” which was referred to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

Mr. PATTERSON nted a petition of Left Hand Grange,
No. 2, Patrons of Husme , 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 ‘getition of Sedgwick Post, No.
12, Department of Colorado and Wyoming, in the State of Colo-
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rado, praying for the enactment of a service-pension law; which
were referred to the Commitiee 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, all in the State of Colo-
rado, praying for the enactment of legislation to r te the
interstate transportation of intoxicating liquors; which were re-
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary.

He also presented a petition of the Bh;.{espeam Club, of
Colo., and a petition of the Faith Union Woman’s Christian
perance Union, of Denver, Colo., praying for an investigation of
the charges made and filed against'the Hon. REED SMo0T, & Sen-
ator from the State of Utah; whichwere 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 Tenj-

rance Union of Georgetown, and of the tion of the

ount Olivet Baptist Church, of Denver, all in tate of Colo-
rado, praying for a continunance of the present anticanteen 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 Army of the Republic, of Idaho,
praying for the anactment of a service-pension law; which was
referred to the Committee on Pensions.

Mr. FATRBANKS nted a petition of the Western Associ-
ation of Shoe Wholesalers, Slraying for the enactment of legislation
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission;
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce.

Mr, SCOTT presented a petition of Pierpoint Cirele, No. 11, De-

ent of W%st Virginia, Ladiesof the Grand Army of the Re-
public, of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of a service-
pension law; which was referred 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 regnlate the interstate transportation of
jjntg;icating liguors; which wasreferred to the Committee ca1 the

udiciary,

Mr. QUARLES presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ash-
land and Plainfield, in the State of Wisconsin, praying for an in-
vestizgation of the charges made and filed against Hon. REED
Saoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were referred to
the Committee on Privileges and Elections.

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Atkinson
and Packwankee, in the State of Wisconsin, 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 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 Commerce.

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut presented petitions of sundry citi-
zens of New Haven, Cheshire, Branford, New London, Mystic,
Giroton, Stonington, Goshen, Thomaston, and Terryville; of the
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Colchester; of the Wo-
man's Christian Tem?erance 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 Temperance 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 referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary,

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of the Indian
Territory, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation pro-
viding for the annexation to or absomtion by Oklahoma Tem‘;gg
of the Indian Territory or any part thereof; which were ref
to the Committee on Territories.

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Tem-

rance Union of Sturgis, Mich.; of the congrefaﬁon of the
ﬁethodist Episcopal Church of Kenesay, Nebr.; of the Epworth
League of Windom, Kans., and of the congregation of the Congre-
gational Church of La Moille, 111, 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.

n,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. EEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re-
ferred the bill (8. 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.

r. MALLORY, 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, in Scott County,
%ﬁwa, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom
was referred the bill (8. 4563) for the delivery on the Pacific
coast of two light-vessels now being built in New York and New
fﬁ’“’“ reported it without amendment, and submitted a report

ereon.

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was
referred the hill (H. R. 4074) constituting Utica,N. Y., a mﬁ
delivery, and for other purposes, reported it withont amen ,
and submitted a thereon.

Mr. FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was
referred the bill (8. 2113) for the relief of Bernard W. Murray,
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon.

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
whom was referred the bill (8. 1950) removing the ciarge 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 referred the bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the
provisions of the act of January 21, 1908, to the Osage Reserva-
tion, in Oklahoma Territory, and for other purposes, reported it
with amendments.

Mr, BERRY, from the Committes on Commerce, to whom was
referred the bill (S. 4585) to authorize the Southern Indiana Rail-
way Cqm%gny to construct a railroad bridge across the Wabash
River in Vigo County, Ind., reported it with-amendments, and
submitted a rt thereon. -

Mr. MAR N, from the Committes on Claims, to whom was
referred the 'bill (8. 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 ugfhe report I made
yesterday from the Committee on Printing, whi

to by the Senator from Colorado . PaTTERSON]. It is the
Joint resolution (8. 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 appropriation for maps made in the act of
April 15, 1800, and of March 3, 1901, available for that p "
I ask for ita present consideration. I will state that it is not ob-
jectionable to the Senator from Colorado now.

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

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If has been read.

Mr. PATTERSON. The map I had in mind is not in shape for
printing. The 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

oul%ll:]lt to be passed.
rted to the Senate without amend-

e joint resolution was re
ment, ordered to be engro for a third reading, read 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 (8. 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

He also introduced a bill (S. 4744) for the relief of Charles P,
Allen; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom-
pai:lg_mg , referred to the Committee on Patents.

: M introduced a bill (S. 4745) granting an increase
of ion 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

ch was objected
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was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on

Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (8. 4748) for the relief of Isaac
P. Brown; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the
Committee on Military 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 (8. 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 (8. 4751) granting a pension
to Michael Fitzpatrick; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions,

Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (8. 4752) granting a pension to
Emma L. Daniels; which was read twice by its title, and referred
to the Committee on Pensions.

Healsointroduced 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-

gions.

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 4754) for the relief 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 (8. 4755) granting an increase of pension to David Keller;
A bill (8. 4756) granting an increase of pension to Joseph

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

an

A bill (8. 4758) granting an increase of pension to Kate A.
Manion (with an accompanying paper).

Mr. BALL introduced a bill (8. 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. 4760) granting an increase of pen-
sion to Ezekiel Riggs; which was read twice by itfs title, and re-
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 fo the Committee on Claims.

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 4762) granting a pension to
Vincent L. McGuire; which was read twice by its title, and re-
ferred to the Committee on Pensions.

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

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (8. 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. HAWLEY) introduced a
bill (8. 4765) granting an increase of pension to Adrian Terry;
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. >

r. FRYE introduced a bill (S.4766) granting an increase of
pension to Frederick Clark; which was read twice by its title,
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on
Pensicns.

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS.

Mr. GALLINGER submitted the following amendments, in-
tended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia apgl-g-
priation bill; which were referred to the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed: e

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

An amendment proposing 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
gurveyor of the District of Columbia from $§1,800 to §2,500.

Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment providing that the sumn
of $40,000 appropriated in the fortifications appropriation bill,
anroved Mearch 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
him to proceed promptly in the work of building his 12-inch dis-
appearing gun carriage, ete., 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 hire 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-
posed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, and
ordered to be printed. 3

CANAL BETWEEN ST. JONES AND LITTLE RIVERS, DELAWARE.

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

Regolved by the Senate of the United States (the Houseof Representatives con-
ﬂ;:-r:’ng)._ That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to cause
examination and snrve? to be made from the St. Jones River, at Dover,
Del,, to a point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the purposa
of determining the advisability and cost of constructing a canal betwesn the
said rivers, and the d
%;:hn.nnel sunitable for
y.

ning and widening of Little River, so as to provide
e needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to Delaware

INSPECTION OF MEAT, ETC.

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

Resolved, That the Commissioners of the Districtof Columbia reporttothe
Senate what inspection is made of meat, poultry, game, figh, and oysters im-
ported into the Distriet of Columbia in cold sto or refrigerator cars, giv-
ing Jetails of when, where, and the manner of such inspection.

PROPOSED ALASKAN LEGISLATION,

Mr. HALE and Mr. BEVERIDGE addressed the Chair.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen-
ator from Maine.

}ir. HALE. The Senator from Indiana has a statement to
malke,

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, by unanimous consent to-
day was to ba 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 unanimous consent, on account of the impera-
tive necessity for these 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 Alaskan legislation, not to interfere with appro-
priation bills—

Mr. KEAN. Or the unfinished business, ]

Mr. BEVERIDGE. As part of my request, to continue until
disposed of, not to interfere with appropriation bills,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. LopGe], 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 Massachusetts, that that
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, STEWART. I should like to make a suggestion.

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I will withdraw my request for
unanimous consent for the present, and will renew 1t 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. Ishall be very much pleased to confer with
the Senator from Nevadd#:

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL.

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

The motion was agreed to; ancf the Senate, as in Committee of
the Whole, proceeded td consider the bill (H. R. 12220) making
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1903, and for other Il)nrposes, 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
e 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-



1904.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

2121

mittee amendments shall first receive consideration. Is there
%‘inljlection? The Chair hears none. The Secretary will read the

Mr. GORMAN. Mr, President, I do not observe that there is
a report from the Committee on Naval Affairs upon this bill, as
thereis 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 refers 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 senf fo the Senate a bill appropriating
$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 $06,674,000 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 th eral question suggested by the Senator from Mary-
land [Mr. GorMaN], I have prepared some figures, and I think it

gﬂiper, as the Senator has asked, that I state the reasons for the
ill 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 exceptinglast 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 agreat

interest.

I do not think it has been appreciated that while we are going
on with a large programme, and donot 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. 1 beginin
1883, for that is the beginning of the present United States Navy.

Total amounis of naval a ation acts for each year from act of March 3,
¢ J.&B.‘Ip,p:ooﬁgd including act of 1504. 4

1883 e $14,819,976.80 104, 061. 38
1884 15, 804, 434. 23 25,897,196, 72
1885, 14,980, 472. 50 29, 416, 245, 81
1885. 15,070,837, 95 80,562, 660, 95
T 16, 489, 907.90 83,008, 234.19
1888, .. 25,767,848, 19 56,008, 783. 68
1889 19,042)835. %5 45,089, $69. 58
1890 21, 682, 510, 27 5,140, 916, 67
1891, 24’136, 055, 53 78, 101, 791. 00
N T 81,541, 654, 78 81,876,791, 43
R L 23,543, 8%5. 00 100, 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 oursin 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.

Webegan in a modest way, and provided that year for the new
ghips the Atlania, the Boston, and the Chicago, cruisers, and the
Dolphin, a general boat for the uses of the Navy. Itamounted 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 ag ropriated from year to year for the in-
crease of the naval establishment, continuing first in building
cruisers, gunboats, and second-class battle shipsuntil 1900, Iwill
not read thelist, but the appropriations were larger, perhaps, than
Senators are aware. - Be ing with 1883, when we appropriated
only $14 000,000, as the table given shows, we have gone on increas-
ing the Navy, so that, including this bill and the deficiencies of this
year, we have already agxpropristed for the Navy $760,896,567.75,

Mr. CLAY. Since when?

Mr. HALE. Since 1883, for the new Navy, the present Navy.

XXXVIOT—171

The table already given shows the appropriations from year to
ear, -
4 Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator give us a opsis of that
%I:ilg? We shall fhardly get an opportunity of seeing it before the
is of.

Mr. . Itissimply a statement of what the appropria-
tion each year is that makes up the total of §760,000,000. v

Mr, TELLER. Ifis a printed statement?

Mr. HALE. Yes; itis a printed statement.

1]!ld[r. 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 figures? 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
Idaho 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 Eave 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, ete., 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. Wehave gone on increasing so that, including the num-
ber provided for in this bill, the new American Navy, as against
8.250 when we began, now consists of 34,000 men. I putin s ta-
ble here showing the increase each year:

Number of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, boys, efec., for each year from act
of March 3, 1885, to and including act of 1504.

Act of March 8, 1835 (48th Cong., 2d 8088, ) - -« oo ceeceeea 8,%50
Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., 1868€88.) ..o cciceccncrsccvsornansannanan 8,250
Act of March 3, 1887 (48th Cong., 2d sess.)....... 8,
Act of September 7, 1888 (50th Co%.. 1st sess.) - 8,
Act of March 2, 1859 (50th Cong., 2d sess.)....... 8,
Act of June 30, 1850 (51st Cong., Bess. ) 8,
Act of March 2, 1891 (518t Cong., 8 8688.) cevecccecccmmccmscarecacnaaceas 8,
Act of July 19, 1882 (52d Cong., 1st sess.).... 8,

Act of March 8, 1893 (52d Cong.. 2d sess.)
Act of July 26, 184 ( 53d Cong., 2d sess.).
Act of March 2, 1865 g‘:&d Cong., 8d sess.)
Act of June 10, 1806 (54th Cong., 1st sess.) ..
‘Act of March 3, 1507 (55th Cong., 1st sess.) .
Act of May 4, 1808 (55th Cong., 2d sess.)
Act of March 3, 1809 (55th Cong., 3d sess.
Act of June 7, 1800 (56th Cong., 1s!

EEewe
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t sess.)
Act of March 3, 1001 (56th Cong., 2d sess.)__
Act of July 1, 1902 (57th Cong., 1st sess.) ...
Act of March 3, 1003 (57th Cong,., 2d sess.) ..
Aetof 1904 (Bt Cong A Bees.) - o i e

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

Entire pay for officers and men for each year from act of March 8, 1385, to and
including act of 1904,

Act of March 3, 1885 (48th Cong., 2d 588.) - oo cmamcaciaciacaiicana 46
Act of July 26, 1886 (49th Cong., Isteesa. ). ...
Act of March 3, 1887 (49th Cong., 2d sess.).......
Act of September 7, 1888 (50th gf, 1st sess.)
Act of March 2, 1880 (50th Cong., 2d gess.)

‘Act of June 30, 1890 (51st Cong., lst sess.).._.._
Act of March 2, 1801 é'?(llst Cong., 2d sess.)

Act of July 19, 1892 (52d Cong.,

Act of March 3,
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2d sess.)

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 Congress pro-
vided for the three great battle ships, the Oregon, the Massachu-




Auxiliary cruisers
Converted yachts.
Colli

el BrcoreBERumaxReblanmemE

Total

First-class battle ships s

Protected CTUISErS . omeae wmenen e nmres S
Gunboat for Great Lakes (not begun) - oo e e e e e Neeeecae =

Com te gunboats. ..o ceeae .
Btmfmmm

Training ships ...
Training brig. .- --ccaanneae

E LTk -1 T mmg

But, as showing what we are d now as compared with what

we did, not before 1884 when we began the Navy, but in 1804
when we received the first battle ships, I have a comparison show-
ing what the appropriations for last year and this year are as
compared with the a]i\]propriaﬁom entire from 1884 to 1894 when
we began the battle ships.

The following table shows the tpm:nase and final cost of all the
ships provided for in last year’s bill and this year’s bill:

Vessels provided for in the act of AMarch 8, 1903.

Trial | Costof Cost of
s | bulland | Costof | Ga’ |motal cost

ment. | chinery. \ TGRS
$4,110,000 | §1,800,000 | $1,520,857 | §7,430,857
4,165,000 | 1,800,000 [ 1,6%0,857 | 7,455,857
4,179,000 | 1,800,000 | 1,520,857 | 7,409,857
2,999,500 | 1,880,500 | 1,050,000 | 5,739,000
2,999,500 | 1,689,500 | 1,050,000 | 5,739,000
.......... .| 83,804,571

Training ships.

Cumberland ...eeceeeee B e o s B e o e i %0, 000
Intl'epia R {:m ...... g".—g:(ll}
Total 7,600 — W T s |

| said to me durin
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setts, and the Imdiana, of about 10,000 tons each, three ships Vessels provided for in the act of 1904.
which I still believe were in many respects the best ships ever
built in the American Navy for actual war purposes. They carry Trial | Cost of Cost of
the same number of Lirge guns as the enormous ships which cover ‘-E:"*cﬂ_ h“g;_n‘i Costof | “Srma- |Totalcost.
16,000 tons displacement. and are, in my judgment, better ships et | chtaerys | T | menk.
for offensive navagegurposes thh:m the others. But thait:h 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 | on, S A % 81,400,000 | $1, 800,000 | $1, 50,857 =
we adopted the largest programme for building of any nationin | =~ 77T f e Wy §7,720,
the world, even including England—three immense battle ships Armored cruisers. .
of 16,000 tons each and two others of 13,000 tons each. Since 1894 | One «oveeeeveeveeceeennee 14,500 | 4,400,000 ( 1,175,000 | 880,038 | 6,455,088
we have gone on building battle ships, armored cruisers, and pro- | OB --eeeeceeiemaneenn.. 14,500 | 4,400,000 | 1,175,000 [ 880,088 | 6,455,038
tected cruisers, which are smaller cruisers, gunboats, torpedo Boowt cruisers,
boats, torpedo-boat destroyers, and submarine boats, as thefol- | o\, ~ " " 810 | Lsoo,00| azso0| smo0| 220000
lowing table shows: 1 N TN 370 | LE000 | a5,00 875.000 | 2,200,000
BUMMARY OF VESSELS IN THE UNITED STATES FAVY. SIS S e 8 e s 575,000 | -%%00,000
Vessels fit for service, including those under repair. SoBier: e 21,230,933
First-class battle (17 NI 1 i N St ] IS e e T 000
Sconiclons o T A s 5104 AL AR Che 1.%’.0@
%g:g\lllla-tur?:t]: ha.rbo:o-ggram monitors 24,000 J.eooe oo B 2,500,000
uble-turret mont Totalo. oo WD = S B 730,953
ool e e Total two years 157,80 |--2LL0 Tl T R
Gunboata. ... .o caeas
Light-draft gunboats S R a Equipment outfit.
“Composite gunbosts. ... oo oo .
mmi;g]:é; N“‘},ﬁ..v‘“m‘“i‘“’; WSREAEEA. e mmesroroee = Mr. PROCTOR. May I ask a question?
R e p R e Mr. HALE. _Certainl

; o y.

Mr. PROCTOR. Ishonld like to ask whether this cost includes
the armament?

Mr. HALE. Iam 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
ﬁ:tﬁn%&what is jed in the bills for the hull and machinery

t I have the 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. A N. Give the aggregate for the two years.

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

Mr. BACON. Do I understand the Senator to say that each of
these largest battle ships would cost §7,500,0007

Mr. HALE. Yes; but as showing the constantly increasing
cost of these enormous ghips the estimated cost of the correspond-
ing battle ships in the present bill is §7,720,857——

Mr. BACON. Each?

Mr. HALE. That is the total cost of this one battle ship.

There are small items of cost, but that includes armor and arma-~

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
Government of one of these enormous battle ships will be little,

5
8 | if any, under $8,000,000.
Mr.

ALLORY. Does that EEEH also to the 13,000-ton battle
ships, two of which we are now building?

Mr. HALE. The Senator was not here when I stated it.

Mr. MALLORY. What is their cost?

Mr. HALE. In the table I read I gave the cost of each one of
the 13,000-ton am%% It is $5,739,000 each.

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state what is the cost of
the armor on that §8,000,000 battle ship?

Mtl;i r{IALE I can not, perhaps, answer the question with ex-
actitude,

h_M.r. BACON. I thought the Senator had the figures before
im,

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 $04,365,504. The entire cost of the ships of the new Navy
which came into the Navy up to the year 1804 was $59,602,350.82,

All the vessels that came into the Navy under the new pro-

e from 1884 to 1804 —ten years—cost $59,602,350.82, 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
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 Congress has done
for our new Nav{.aor how great and powerful it is fo-day or what
it will be when the ships now being built are finished.

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President— .

The PRESIDENT &omtempore. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator Indiana?
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Mr. HALE. Certainly. :

Mr, FAIRBANKS. What is the character of the vessels which
are in ess of construction?

Mr, II)ELALE 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 under construction, United States Navy.

Degree of comple-
tion.
No. Name, Speed. ‘Where building.
Dec.1, | Jan.1,
1903. _I‘Di.
h Percent. | Per cent,
12 18 | Union Iron Works........ &3, 84.5
13 Newport News Co ... 0.4 52.5
14 Moran Brothers Co ....... a3 85
15 Bath Iron Works.......... 40 42.5
16 Fore River Ship and En- 48.9 40.43
gine Co.
17 Aip S Ln S Wl LMY Ao L vl s it s 48.8 50. 61
18 | Connecticut ... ‘18 Navy!;yard. New York, 4.7 2.7
N. Y.
19 isians . ....... 18 | Newport News Co —....... 31 8Lb5
20 | Vermont......... 18 Forﬁsl B(i}zcr Ship and En- 1 2.76
gine Co. .
21 | Eansag. .....ac-.- 18 Ng York Shipbuilding 2 2.6
22 | Minnesota ....... 18 | Newport News €O ..eeeee- 8 12
Armored cruisers.
4 | Pennsylvania.... 22 | William Cramp & Sons 63.2 6L
5 | West Virginia ... 22 | Newport News Co ... 67.8 70.5
8 | Californis ....... 22 | Union Iron Works ........ 48 51
7 | Colorado........- 22 | William Cramp & Sons... 67.4 69
8 | Maryland........ 22 | Newport News Co -.-.... 3.1 65.4
9 | South Dakota 22 | Union Iron Works ... 4.5 47
10 | Tennessee ... Wiﬂiam(}mmpl&sons-.. 12.9 15.1
11 | Washington ..... 22 | New York Ship! gCo 9.7 12
Protected cruisers.
14 | Denver ....cc.-- 17 | Neafle & Levy.--oeeemoonan 28 88
15 | Des Moines ....] 164 Fore River Shipand Ea-| b
gine Co.
16 | Chattanooga .... 164 2 .
H ol 05| 0
AT - ol 2 asin
19 | Bt. Lonis......... 2 8.8 35.2
21 | Milwaukes ...... =2 8.5 41
22 | Char 0 i 2 55.2 56.9
Gunboats.
17 | Dubuque «.ccee-- 12 15 20
18 | Paducah _........ 12 13 16
Training ships.
Cumberland. ... Sails, | Navy-yard, Boston........ 7 12
Intrepid .-eeenn-e Sails. Navy—?y:rd, Mare Island.. 0 b
Training brig. '
Boxer..c.o..i.as Bails, | Navy-yard, Portsmouth.. 8 [
Torpedo boats
19 | Stringham....... 30 | Harlan & Hollingsworth.. 2]
20 Golds%omugh 80 | Wolff & Zwicker 9 9
27 | Biarely .......:.- 25 | Geo. Lawley & Son.. ) 99
29 | Nicholson........ 26 | Lewis Nixon ...... ] 99 99
% | O'Brien......-... o= do it 8 98
84 | TingeY-ureoannn-- 2 | Columbian Iron Works... 100 100
Steel tugs.
8 | Pentucket ....... 12 | Navy-yard, Boston........ 96 100
9 | Sotoyomo........ 12 | Navy-yard, Mare Island...| % 98

Now, as valuable a table as T have been able 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 anyl else, so far as I have
seen, has been able to do. Ihaveexamined thistable by the light
of all the figures which I have gained from the reports from the
Department itself, and it is much 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. GALLINGER. 1 will ask the Senator from Maine if he
has any objection to asking that, in addition to its going into the
REecorp, 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-
1be1-1 of the Naval Committee, agrees that it is a very valuable
table.

Mr, GALLINGER. Ifisindeed.

Mr. HALE. This writer has a summary of all vessels already
built and now in the Navy, going completely into the subject.
He l%lives in the table the name of each vessel.

The tonnage of all these different classes at present in the Navy
is 531,886 tons. In addition to that is the statement of vessels
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 gower 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. ill the Senator permit me?

Mr, HALE. Certainlly.

Mr. GALLINGER. I think it is important in this connection
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.

Mr. HALE, Itisundoubtedly. I shall have some further fig-
ures to present on the %neetion of tonnage.

Mr, CLAY. Ishould 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. Noj; nof including the small ships in our Navy—
those under 1,000 tons.

Mr. GALLINGER. Notaccording tothe figures in these tables,
Iwill E.a{‘to the Senator from Georgia,

Mr, CLAY. T thought that Germany was ahead of us, nof
taking into consideration the ships we have in process of con-
struction; buf taking into consideration the ships now under proc-
ess of construction, then we would be ahead o? Germany.

Mr. HALE. T have tables which will show where the Senator
gets his idea of Germany being ahead of us, which I shall come

to tly.

mAIYLINGER. 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. Igoftmy 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 gixth 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, and what I am dealing with now is the present
status of the building programme we have already anthorized,

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 Iam trying to show is what we have
already done, including the authorization of this year,

Mr. PERKINS. Ishould like to ask the Semator fo state, in
passing, that in the effectiveness, in the improvements of our
war ships, and in their a\tgpurtenances and appliances and ma-
chinery we are second in the naviesof 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, 1884, we stood by and saw other nations
making experiments in different kinds of new ships, They spent
hundreds of millions of dollars npon ships that have since been
abandoned as obsolete, 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. Iwant to know whether they are included in
this number.

" Mr, HALE. They are not included in the list of ships of sea
strength and fit for war service, to which I am coming. They do
not amount to much either in tonnage or armament or anythi
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 same 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 Phil-
ippine Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine
Archipelago, and for other purposes.

Mr. HALE, I ask that the unfinished business be temporarily

laid aside.
The PRESIDENT g;;flempore. The Senator from Maine asks
i g.-srilapumrily laid aside, that the

that the anfinished ess be
Senate may proceed with the consideration of the appropriation
bill. Is there objection? The Chair hears none.

Mr. HALE. ButIhave notbeencontentmyself, Mr. President,
to rest thge: and I ha;tahtz.}ﬂ:g. which I wﬂ]vgrlut in the Rmooiﬁa.
showing the sea stren, o principal na up to the
prwentg}‘ear and not including small agﬂ less m tons.

1 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 valnable vessels. They are not only valuable
in time of peace and are nsed 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.”

llrgtlh'aODGE 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 tﬁoing to explain what it shows.

"Mr. LODGE. Do the Senator’s tables show the character of
ships that are at present building?

Mr. HALE.

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 the number of battle ships, coast-defense
ironclads, arm cruisers, tected 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; Russia, 416,158; Germany, 387,874; the United States,
204,405; Italy, 258,838; Japan, 243,586; Austria, 83,913, 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. Ishould 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, ill 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 huilding;ﬁrogmmma is carried out.

Senators may say that that is not all carried out yet; that we
have got to wait. Of course, we have to wait. You can not
build ashipina dai.ﬂ Great Britain can not and Germany can not.
But, as showing what we have doneand are doing, I have another
table which shows that when the building going cn is completed
of these larger ships, the tonnage of Great Britain will be 1,867,250;
of France, 755,757; of the United States, 616,275; Russia, 538,492:
Germany, 505,619, or more than 100,000 tons less than we have;
Italy, 320,000; Japan, 253,000; Austria, 149.000—all including the

resent building programme when it is carried out. I put in, Mr,
f‘resident, these most important tables: :
OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE,
Fetruary 5, 1605

Memorandum of information for Hon. EUGENE HALE, chairman

of the Committee on Naval Affairs, United States Senate, in response to his

uest of February 4, 1904. Contents: Ships in commission of various naval
;%rurs; sea strength {prmted table)-of the principal naval powers.
EATON SCHROEDER,

Captain, United States Navy, Chief Intelligence Officer,

VESSELS IN COMMISSION FOR ACTIVE BERVICE AND ATTACHED TO CRUIBING

BQUADROXS,
oTE.—Not inclnded: Cruising training vessels, gunboats of less than 1,000
wgﬁmmm. -service vessels of all classes, cruising vessels in com-
mission, but at to shore stationa.]
Number.
Class of vessel,

. \England.| France. | Germany.| Italy. |Russin.a
Battle ships, first class..... 5 16 9 17 9
Coast-defense vessels ._....|...ccao_. 8 ¢ s
Armored cruisers.... 15 15 4 b B
Protected cruisers ... 74 9 2 16 7
Unprotected cruisers b 2 : J R 5
Guuboats. il e SR DI e 2 T

aVessels 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 sbn:rpul?'
difficult

i y d in foreign services than in the United States, and it is ofte
Mr. GALLINGER. If tht:.h Senatm;t wg permit me, in refer- g:éift';ﬁﬁm fng:mmﬂ;ge mi:t ig‘““g’;? J}ml tm’m‘gri ar mllght;eing oy commis-
ence to the interrogatory on the part e Senator from Mich- whether or n condi T WAT service. accompanying
. : bl ted) of the trengths of the principal naval fair
igan [Mr. ALGER], I wish to say that the total tonnage to-day is | Sy niiF ot the numbers of yessils either 1a commission oF i condition to by
531,886, and the converted yachts have a tonnage of 10,880. S0 | quickly commissioned for war service.
SEA STRESGTH OF THE PRINCIPAL NAVAL POWERS.
Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more fons displacement,
Great Britain. France. Russia, Germany.
" Bunt.| Tons. |5l Tons. (Baitt.| Tons. |B24| Tons. |Buitt.| Tons. [B28%| Tons. |Bant.| Tons. |BEAH Tons.
Bagile ships F e 90| e0,000{ ofuze00| slemem| elereo| ko] sfusss| 1jsesm| | med
ships and rn.
. 6| 49,900 20 | 94,815 12 | 68,679 b # R RN .
ruisers | 202,800 | 14 166,000 | 15 [113,767 8| 91,849 8| 71,261 |. 8| 28,144 28,048
21 | 201,950 4| 81,513 6 | 89,546 I e e e e | e
63 | 235,880 T | 21,000 1|7 6| 19,450 8| 9,445 9] 48,949 |....... R sy
“ 86,510 B | 21,610 18 | 32,840 |. DA . 81 | 69,427 4| 1LTI5
201 [L516,00 | 88 851210 ( 96 (576,108 | 14 19,640 | 50 416158 | 14 B4 | TIPS | 13| NI
Combined otal....oooeooeeeeeee| 209, of 1,867,250 tons, 110, of 755,757 toms. 78, of 558,432 tons. 85, of 505,819 tons.
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Number and displacement of war ships; built and building, of 1,000 or more tons displacemeni—Continued.
United States. Ttaly. Japan. Ausfria.
= Built.| Tons. (B Tons. |Bant.| Tons. | B Tons. (Buitt.| Tons: |BE04 Tons. |Butle | Tons. (B3I pons,
Battle ships, first classa_ . ..coeeceecncnen 11 [125,129 | ©711 (166,700 14 (173,276 5| 63,125 6 | 84,500 3 | 81,800
Other battle ships and coast-defense
e | e B 12| 4T, 945 |....... 812,244 |.. 818,004 |.o.cnefeoaaes 11 | 62,430 218,720
Armored cruiSers ......ccccocsncanmannes 217,415 8 (111,800 b | 81,801 I'| 7,264 8 | 73,550 211,520 1| 7,400
ed crnisers, first class (above : !
G.Mtg) ................ 3 i 00 2| 14,750 8| 28,800 |.....c | ogteearr] oo B AR Sidve il b eSS, el e paey Frps
cruisers, nd class
mtgﬁ.ﬂwwns dfﬁmﬁ"balan 15 | 56,808 4 | 12,400 6| 17,490 |...... 10 | 41,228 3 | 10,005 5 (- v ol R [
er)m”mu(“w 23(2me| 2| 20| 11|28 |..fiienn 17 | 81,506 |-..... 6| 1,785
POtRL. o i s n e im e St 65 204,405 | 28 321,870 | 88 |28,888 6 (70,419 | 44 (243,55 8|10,005| 21939013 6 |55, 020
Combined'total. . ...cocmienianaaa. 93, of 616,275 tons. 44, of 329,257 tons. 47, of 253,081 tons. 27, of 149,838 tons,
aBattle ships, first are of (about) 10,000 tons or more displacement, and are not more than 20  years old. (The few exceptionsas to age have
reconstructed and are givena ern armament.

b Contract not yet awarded for two additional authorized.

N. B—Gunboats and other vessels of less than 1,000 tons are not given in the table, nor are transports, dispatch vessels, converted merchant vessels or

yaehts, or obsolete cruisers. Vessels not begun are not included in the table.
Number of torpedo vessels and submarines, built and building.
Great Britain, France. Russia. Germany, |United States. Italy. Japan. Austria.
Tyves Build- Build- Build- Build- Build- | Bunta- Build- Build-
Built. o Built. ings Built. ing. Built. ing Built, Cing, Built. ing, Built. ing. Built. ing.

Torpedo-boat destroyers.. ...... 125 21 25 13 49 9 82 12 |3 Frmnen n 2 19 T
oboatE: .. i 20 200 80 165 b 9 a0 142 8 67 {1 o) MRS =
BubmAarines ......ccecemcemmnnees 9 10 30 10 u E AT L g 8 8 1 2 b 1 =N
3 et S e 224 81 815 53 215 14 125 15 i3 4 1M 12 T AR

Combined total........-... 255 308 29 140 B8 166 104 69
Relative order of war-ship strength,
At present. As would be the case were vessels building now completed.
Nation. Tonnage. -~ Nation, Tonnage.

1,867,250
755, 757
616,275
505,619
257
53,081
149,883

But, Mr. President, I will say here—

Mr, STEWART. Is that for this year nnder this bill?

Mr. HALE. Thatincludesthisyear's expenditures, but notthis
year’s building programme,

Mr. CLAY. at does not incltide the $29,000,000 for new ships,
does it? It simply includes ships that are now in process of con-
struction?

Mr, HALE. These items do not include the present bill,

Mr. CLAY. That is what I thonght.

Mr. HALE. Itis ﬁguredug to last December, as I have stated.

Now, one thing is: noticeable, in which the situation is 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. ButJapan is at home. In any ble contro-
versaji thali;ﬁnj:;_atiry arise herﬁ}:)ase is torxlally }sgew h%n %?Jﬁom. any
naval or operations: 8 gures apancan
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 the Senator what position rela-
tively we shall obtain when the present bill is p

Mr, HALE. That will not change it very greatly, except that
I will say this: Germany is not keeping up a large new pro-
gramme, Her programme is notnearly as large asours. France’s
programme is not as as: ours; excepting in some
vessels. The only power that is Keeping up an increase as large
as I\;'elare in these };rgﬁ %hips is (irfﬁ.: ?hr;tmn

ooking over these 0 wing of total tonnage,
from a compilation secmguartes
world, I find that to make up this great tonnage of large vessels
of other countries there is included a great many vessels that
were built before we began to build ournew Navy. Manyof these

large vessels are old: they are set aside; are found in naval
stations and navy-yards, but they help the fig of these large

the Department, of the navies of the-|

powers. Included in the list of England are 14 battle ships and
2 armored cruisers, ranging from 6,000 tons, with a total tonnage
of 78,900 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 of 753,757 tons; France has 108,000 tons of theseships
that were built before 1884, or twenty years ago, and not one of
them can be used for offensive p . Deducting this 106,000
tons makes her-about 83,482 tons ‘of us.. Thisdeduction of
old and comparativelﬁbsolete ships from France's effective navy,
with:another table which I shall give, brings us np with ourna
programme with France, and with her next to Great Britain,
which has got of these old ships, built before 1884, 130,000 tons,
Germany has 34,000 tons of what yon might call obsolete ships and
25,000 tons of armored cruisers; Russia has 40,000 tons.,

NUMHBER OF BATTLE SHIPS AND ARMORED CRUISERS OF CERTAIN GREAT
POWERS LAID DOWNK PRIOR TO OR IN 158

Battlo ships (12) Great Britain, T
Ao L s e o 2 E LT
O e e e e e b 10, 600
Camperdown ...... cmeeae 10,600
Ho T TR LI T e e i&%
we.. AL WS
ingwood -.... = : s 9,500
Colossus. A e P e S ES S L
Edinburgh____ i - -, i, 2l 9,420
De TR 9,330
Thunderer PSS 9,330
Congueror —eme. 8,200
Hero frai 6,200
Total _ 111,500
Armored cruisers (2):
Iinpericuse ceeeem 5,400
Warspite. £ —-e=  B,400
g e e L e e S e wem- 16,500
—— 1
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France,
10,950
10, £00
10,581
10,630
12,150
12,150
10,487
10, 000
10, 000
9,400
108,948
Armored cruisers, none.
Battloships (5): il
BRI L e e e e 7,400
Bayern..... 7,400
‘Wurttem! 7,400
R Y S e i e b ate et b o o a0 3¢ oy s A B 7,400
DB T e e D B e O S AN e R I ST R 5,200
1 e S el o e N S S B ot B e Y 34,800
Armored cruisers (3):
R o e e
Deutschland .._____ =
@ gy T S S S D R R S e A R

Mr. M;!LLLORY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a
nestion
= The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KeAX in the chair).
the Senator from Maine yield to the Senator from Florida?

Does
Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. MALLORY. We have some ships which are pretty old,
but which are in good condition—for instance, the Atlanta, the
Boston, the Chicago, 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, 1885 or 1886.

Mr. HALE. I am only taking 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. e Chicago has
been completely transformed and the Atlanta has been recently
entirely overhauled; I do not know about the Boston; but thosa
vessels to-dag'are in first-class condition, though they are com-
paratively ol : :

Mr, HALE, They are in our Navy; they are in good condition,

Mr, MALLORY. Can you determine from the fact that a ves-
sel was built before 1884 that she is necessarily out of date?

Mr. HALE. Well, I do. When we come to the number of
ghips that Great Britian has %ot in commission, I see where these
obsolete ships are accounted for. But I am coming to that.

Mr. MALESORY. Possibly the ships of the countries which the
Senator has term ““ obsolete '’ may have been repaired, as we have

Ours,

r. 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 have
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-
tween 1884 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, ing in all 164,000, which is to be taken from these figures
of large ships that Great Britain has, as compared with ours, all
of which have been built and taken into the Navy since 1894,
France adds to that 81,533 tons. So that in effective large new
ahltga we will be, when this p mme is completed, away beyond
either Germany or Russia or Japan, alo e 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 BHIPS AND ARMORED CRUISERS OF CERTAIN GREAT
POWERS LAID DOWXN FROM 183 TO 1800, BOTH INCLUBIVE.

Great Britain,

B“g:nf Ii}:}é?ff .................................................... e 10,470

10,500
14,150
14,150
14,150
141150
14,150

Latouche Treville .
Dupuy de Lome

Battle ships, none.
Armored cruisers, none,

Battle ships (5):
Gwrs&s i Fe e LRSS od AN R RS T A - 4

i P ol v Do e e el e

ie 0

P o N A T e g e e e SR

Imperator Alexander IT. . ..o i iieeieeeen 9,

Total ..

Armored cruisers (3):
Admiral Nakhimoff
Rurik =)
TPRINIE BTN st ot i s S e i

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

present programmes, g
ml\g& HE&LE ‘Well, there is no sign that they will, as I have
8 ;

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 nndoubtedly, as I see from what has taken place
in the House of Commons, a large, but not a detailed, pro-
gramme this year. Great Britain evidently does not know just
how she will want to build ships for the next year.

Mr. LODGE. May I ask the Senator in regard to those ves-
sels he was speaking of as built before 18847 Is it not true about
every armored ship built and ordered at that time that the armor
was iron plate? I do not remember the technical name, but they
were plates that were superseded by steel plates.

Mr. HALE. Entirely.

Mr. LODGE. It is armor that no country would think of
using now.

Mr. HALE. There may have been some composite armor, but
it is only within a very few years, Mr. President, that any nation
has be]g‘-bn 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 Bureaun
of Naval Intelligence:

Memorandum.

FEBRUARY 18, 190L
By 1908 the following ships shonld not be counted in the main line of de-
fense, but should be as indicated belo

w3
ttle shipa: Indiona, Massachusetts, Oregon, Texas; coast-defense squadron.
Monitors: Miantonomoh, Amphitrite, Terror, Purit'au; harbor defense only.

So it seems they are already talking in the Navy Department of
putting the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and the Indiana onto the
retired class for coast defense.

Mr. STEWART. I hope they will keeglthe 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. Itisa good ghip to-day.
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Mr. HALE. It is a good ship to-day.

Mr. STEWART. I should like to see another like it built.

Mr. HALE.. But it does not fill the fancy of a naval officer.
.Bhe 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 sarhe number of turrets and the same efficient force, so far as
the great gunsgo. Sheissmaller, more easily handied, and when
she goes to the bottom, as any battle ship will from the impact of

a torpedo, like the jab of a prize fighter's fist, instead of seven or
ight million dollars going to the bottom, it isonly $5,000,000, for
'?:'%.ich sum a ship of that kind can be built-to—dai.

So we have to reckon with this as showing why it is that we
are continually asked by the naval officersand thenaval boards for
the largest programme. They want the biggest sghips that ever
were built. 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 18,000 tons displacement, and yet we are building these of
:11;1;9 years, and all other battle shipsare turned down by the naval

ards,

Mr. ALLISON. Are there any building now?

Mr. HALE. There are a few building, but very few in addi-
tion towhat we are building. England has talked about buildi
a vessel even larger than that, but I think it has beenabandoned,
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. STEWART. I wish we had ten or fifteen like the Ore

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Maine pardon me for a
moment?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Benator from Georgia?

Mr. HALE. Certainly.

Mr. BACON. Itis 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. It 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
offensive machinery.

Now, if the development of this class of submarine offensive
vessels, torpedoes and submarine boats, ete., continues in a very
high degree, so that in the possible near future it may be regarded
as the most dangerous class of offensive 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 intheir capacity to resist projectiles from other s{jpa?

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator want—

Mr, BACON. I was trying to direct a guestion 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 T 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 ghip rather
than the &8,000,000 ship, is this; 'Will not the development of sub-
marine weapons of naval architecture, if it continues in the ratio
in which it %as 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 ships, will themselves become
almost obsclete, by reason of their inability to defend themselves
ﬁénlftm ‘tigrpecloea and other submarine vessels and weapons of

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. Butnobody will know
what to do—Great Britain, which is watching with eagle eye
everything thatis taking place there, because her great possessions
are there, does not know what to do—until the smoke clears up.
Nobody knows now whether a battle shj}i)ot&at costs between seven
and eight million dollars, or a torpedo boat that costs §300,000,
will be the more effective battle engine in the years to come.

Therefore, as the House bill has put on only one battle ship,
where last year we on five, and has two armored cruisers,
which to my mind be found more valuable than the big bat-
tle ships, and then certain small cruisers for speed to accompany

the fleet, we did not think it desirable to still more change our
) e 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 maval 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
Potomac and saved Washington and subverted every idea tha
anybody 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 wasa
startling thing. 'We are buildinghall 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, akd I wish we were
down to the 10. 'We put them all in revolving turrets.

A few years ago the naval board, thinking it was 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 Kent , 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: ** If the United States is going to build that kind
of a shipin the future, and put its money into those ships, we
will not gouble 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 ; and we

vided these immense ships with one-story revolving turrets
or the big My study has been interesting. Looking over
this book of the modern battle ships, which is aceep the
gllgfrggﬁ navém}ishﬁl;enm og the-wm-l% af é?da degree official,
o no n any department, I did not discover, to
P AU N any T ek Larmotod e e SOk T Wl b iR
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 British first-class battle ships less than 10 years old have their 12-inch
guns en barbette.

They will not touch a revolving turret.

Mr. PATTERSON, Just what is that?

Mr, HALE. The revolving turret is a cylinder—

Mr, PATTERSON. I mean en barbette. :

Mr. HALE. Itisa 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 up o 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. y 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 ever 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 i

p . _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 horrible. '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,
wﬁgm There is only one battle ship provided for in

Mr, CULLOM., we allowing the turrets to remain?

Mr.HALE. I think it is proper thatattention should be called
to this matter. Itis not the Secre ; it is the board of naval
officers who decide these matters. course, they may be right;
it may be we are all right, Butif we are all right, Great Britain
isall wrong, .Andif t Britain is all right, we are all wrong.
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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 info 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,
althoug%l some of the other nations are building turreted ships.
But Great Britain is building none of them.

Mr. CARMACK. My, President—

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 croisers?

Mr. HALE. The cruisers do not have the big guns, The ques-
tion does not arise with the cruisers,

Mr. CLAY, Withthe Senator’s permission, I am frank to con-
fess that I do not understand this matter. The Senator, I am
sure, 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 :ﬁ ships in commission, when these in process of con-
struction are completed, of 881 317 tons, and makes the United
States the second naval power of the world.

Now, from the Navy ent 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.

.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 figures they have
given for shipsover a thousand tons—whatis 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 vessels, 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 everyt mﬁ'h

Mr. CL e table that the Senator has inserted in the
RECORD embraces all the ships.

Mr. HALE. Allof the ships will show in the table to be printed
as a public docuament. This includes Mr. Weaver’s tables.

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

i[r 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 theselate figures which I
have in the table all cover the fighting power, what is called the
**sea power,’’ and do notinclude the fifty or sixty vessels, asI sup-

ose there are in our Navy, which are below a thousand tons.

Mr. ALLISON. The same rule runs through the entire table?

Mr. HALE. It runs through the entire table, and also runs
through the tables of other powers.

Mr. ALLISON. Of all the ships of all the countries?

Mr. HALE. All ships of all countries.

Mr. PROCTOR. Wplﬁ the Senator from Maine yield to me for
a moment?

My, HALE. Certainly,

Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, I have been very much inter-
ested in what the Senator from Maine said about guns being
mounted en barbetfe 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. ereisa Elllrallel 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 muth 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 débris 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?

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

Mr. PERKINS. I refer the Senator tothe 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 toinvestigate
the practicability and desirability 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. 1Ishould like to ask the Senator from Cali-
fornia if this report indorses a change of the system?

Mr. PERKINS. No; the board—

Mr, PROCTOR. That is what I supposed. :

Mr, PERKINS. They are in favor of disappearing 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 revoly-
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. Ishonld like to say that I think the Senator
from Vermont is mistaken. The disappearing carriage is used
in some countries besides the United States.

Mr. LODGE. Of course it is.

Mr. PROCTOR. Only to a very limited extent, and ounr disap-

aring carriage is not used anywhere.

Mr. TELLE I should like to say further that the disappear-
ing carriage is an American invention.

Mr, PROCTOR. So is the turret.

Mr. HALE. Let these army experts fight it out on the army
bill. I am dealing with the Navy

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould hke toi m(}nwa if there has been any
trouble with the turret of any battle 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 knows. The
British officers and authorities go on the assumption that when
you get into conflict the unforeseen things will Eappen the tur-
reted ship is subject to a much larger percentage of accidents.
We, fortunately, 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—

Mr. FORAKER. Asa matter of fact, there has not been any?

Mr. HALE. None in war.

Mr. FORAKER. They were used in the Spanish-American
war at Santiago.

Mr, HALE. Yes.

hMr. LODGE. The Indiana and the Oregon were turreted
shi

Mr HALE. Theshi
that did most of the fig

Mr. FORAKER. Y

Mr. HALE. The Oregou 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 Jowa a turreted ship?

Mr. HALE. All our battle ships are turreted.

Mr. LODGE. The Jowa certainly engaged in it.

Mr, HALE. Yes; but the most prominent were the Oregon
and the Brooklyn.

Mr. LODGE, The Massachusetts was not there.

Mr, HALE. The Massachusetts was not there; the Teras 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. E. No. e have left that to the Department.

Mr. FORAKER. Oh!

Mr. HALE. I first tried to enlighten myself and then to en-
lighten the Senate and the country as to what the conditions are
and how we are going on as compared to other great naval powers,

FORAKER. Itisnotonlyinteresting, but very important,

Mr. HALE. I think it is important as a matter of administra-
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 purposea
have been intelligently expended.

Mr. HALE. Igeshould not go so far as that. There has been

that showed in that fight, the two ships
ting, were the Oregon and the Brooklyn.
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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
usefulness 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 isthe sea. If heis, 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. s

When he is confronted with the question whether we will ap-
propriate money for a navy or for the dwindling merchant ma-
rine, 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 building the most enormous 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 sense of patriotism, that I was
an impediment and an encumberer of the ground, and had no
business to advance any such proposition against the naval pro-

gramme.

I have not changed my mind. I think instead of three great
16.000-ton battle ships, five like the Oregon, the Massachusetts, and
the Indiana, with the same number of guns that the others 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 higgest 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 Senate 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 $100,000,000. .

The naval programme of the naval boards and naval officers is
that, as against twenty-four battle ghips which we have built and
building, and with this bill twenty-five, and ten armored eruoisers,
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 $8,000,000 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 guestions, 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 than $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 battleships. Great Britain has DDJ{ 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; theyare honest about it from their standpoint, and think
the country can not do better than devote its money to this pur-

pose.

I think that while the committee this year has not thought it
wise to interfere with this programme, it is well worth the while
for the Senate to consider in the future to what all this will in-
evitablylead. I ammnot infavor of stopping the building of ships.
Iam not in favor of impairing the usefulness of the Navy. Ithink
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 wonld reach the comparison that I think he onght 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 present ships are put in commission which are under
construction and those anthorized 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 ap¥ropriations 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 against what?

Mr. HALE. As against 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-
canse 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 hav
said, because the House reported only one battle ship, to interfere
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 un-
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, I know how difficult it is
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 newships. If we stop, then I can tell; but
if we keepadding while this programme is being carried out, then
the appropriations will increase all the time. 1do 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 necessary to keep good our
twenty-five battle ships and corresponding 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 shi The second year is more
than the first. The carl;fng 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 eruisers, 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. If 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, allowing for wear
and tear and new ships 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. Thatis 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 positionit will be in when the pres-
ent building programme is carried out. But I donot 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. -

Mr. President, I did not intend to consume so much time,
Senators will bear me ount that on appropriation bills which have
been piaced in my charge I have not taken any time in making
speeches. I have only—

Mr. PROCTOR. Weare getting a great deal of very valuable
and interesting information, and I should like to ask the Senator
from Maine a question on the matter of expense. He has spoken of
the programme of the Naval Board as retiring some ships, placin
them on the retired list, so to speak—the Oregon, Indiana, an
Massachusetis. I should like to ask the Senator what he thinks
or what, in the opinion of the Naval Board, wonld be about the
avera‘fe 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 ahip,ﬂi:n all the modern improvements, or relegate her to
the scra p or to defense

Mr. H&LE I do not know. One of the communications I had
from the ent, which I have ulready;&uoted, singled out
the Oregon, Massachusetts, and Indiana as being in the first
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 only answer I can give.

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I will state—

Mr. PROCTOR. The point I wish to bring out is whether,
with this large number of battle ships—forty-eight—su ing
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
{o build four battle ships every year to keep it good.

Mr. PENROSE, Mr, President—

The PRESIDENT tempore. Does the Senator from Maine
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania?
Mr. HALE. i

Certainly.

Mr. PENROSE. I think I cananswer the guestion of the Sen-
ator from Vermont in a certain way. On page 546 of the House
hearings Admiral Dewey says:

it , a it
nnTcl!::rht:dm;W& hese smilae?:x??t&? l?lat ommym. shetttln
1t is the largest-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,

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I was 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 ordinaryrepair, 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 deck de-
partment, to keep them in good order. I think,therefore, we can
gafely 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. Wehave
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 ina
great measure.

I think that instead of censuring or adversely criticising our
officers of the Navy and the boards they are enfitled to great
credit for what they have accomplished. 'We as citizens of this
great Republic, those of us 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 gailor 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-

priate it. We have a right to know how if is g‘oi;lg, whether

t is in the best ways, and whether we will be called upon for

larger appropriations with dwindling revenues relatively.

ether 1 am charged with lack of 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. Iam

in favor of a great, efficient, powerful navy, and there are cer-

tain conditions that oblige us to have azrgar navy than we

would have otherwise. e 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 the Navy were not there we could not hold the Philippines three
months. We have got to have ships there; we have gotfohavea
navy commensurate for that purpose: and it is different from
‘what it would be if we were at home, as the Japanese are, and did
our fighting here. If we ever get info war, the first thing we will
have to dowill be to spend hundreds of millions of dollars in pro-
tecting the Philippines.

Therefore I 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 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 car-
ried out last year or as we are doing this year.

Mr. PATTERSON. I shounld 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-
tamatcllm 1;1 the Philippines we would not hold that country three
mon

Mr. HALE. No. Ionlyreferred to thatincidentally, Isaw
it in some newspaper. I do not quote it as anthority, and gnite
likely it will be denied, although there is great force in the state-
mﬁng—

Mr. CARMACK. I donotunderstand that remark, Idid not
hear the Senator’s statement.

Mr. HALE. I simply teferred to some newspaper item that I
saw, that a distingnished 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 co uence.

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?

MrPI})E[ALE. I do not know whether he went in that testimony
go far as that, but he did say pretty nearly that, applying it to a
condition of war. Of course, everybody nnderata.nc{)s that we need
and must have, while we hold the Philippines, a large fleet there
for any emergenc}'.

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 comsiderable th&nﬁht. I ask it for information,
which I am sure the Senator will be glad to give. What is the
opinion of the Senator as to the magnitude of the fleet which he
has just alluded to, which the retention of the Philippine Islands
will make necessary? Iam speaking about the partof it that will
be necessary for the retention of the Philippine Islands.

Mr. HALE. Now, that I donot know, because I have no ex-
pe;lt knowledge af to tl%e gﬂlaptation of iht%igava] force toda cile?i
nial possession. I sentto the Departmen mornm§an ask
them what is the size of our fleet in and about the Philippines
and in the Chinese and Japanese seas, and theansweris: ‘‘ Twenty-
four ships in Eastern waters."”

Mr. BACON., Without any special information as to their size

or character?

Mr.HALE. No, thatisnot ﬂkven;but that can be easily obtained.

Ar, ALLISON. I should like to ask the Senator from Maine
another question before he sits down. When we have this large
number of ships, whether on the present plan under our appro-
priations or under a more e 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. Iam glad the Senator asked that question. Itis
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 navallake in
which to lay up ships that the world has ever geen, and that isat
League Island. 'When we took that property, we luckily took a
very large extent—five or gix 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 [Mr. PENROSE],
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 Eportwn of the battle ships in there, and they would
be where in a few weeks or months 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?

M:l'l HALE, Some of the little yachts, which do not figure

much.

sihxg. ALLISON, Butas a general rule they are all in commis-
0

Mr. HALE. There are some that are being temporarily laid
aside, and perhaps some under repair, and all that; but none of
them is in such place as League Island; there are mone of the
modern ships there,
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques-
tion? The Senator has given us some very interesting informa-
tion as to the relative 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 lfgr 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 commereial interests, ete.? Shall that
be the basis of limitation, or, on the other hand, shall we go onand
regulate our conduct in the enlargement of our Navy in propor-
tion as other nations may see fit to enlarge theirs? at is the
view of the Senator with reference to the particular controlling
interest which shall be our guide in the future?

Mr. HALE. Well, Mr. President, that is an entirely pertinent
question. I donot 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 bronght 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 wehad not any foreign possessionsand 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 onr jurisdic-
tion has been enlarged by what is popularly known as our ‘‘ new
possessions.’’

Mr. HALE. I think that is the greatfactor. '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 different 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 force sufficient for that purpose. I say a military force—it
is all military, Army and Navy. We have got to have a navy
that isample, 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

, when we neither had the Philippines, nor Guam, nor gorbo
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 tous 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 gunsand 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 the ship of the pattern of the
Oregon rather than the ghip of 16,000 tonsburden. I understand,
from the statement of the Senator, that he regards the smaller
tﬂ{)e as fully as efficient as a fighting machine as the larger
ghip. 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 thatlast year and could not succeed; and
as the grogramme has 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 relative 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 our own Department, would be in favor of the
large type. I think the chairman of the committee wonld 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-
mzeg' 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. MALLORY. 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 that13,000-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. Ido not think we have in commission any battle
ship larger than 13,000 tons.

Mr, LORY. Ido not think any of them will reach quite
that. I think their tonnage is 12,500 tons.

m};ﬁ. HALE. The Kearsarge, the Kentueky, and the Iowa are
er.

Mr. MALLORY. And those vessels are nearly 2,000 tons larger
than the Oregon.
Mr. HATLE. Yes; they are larger than the Oregon

Mr. MALLORY. The vessel provided for in this bill is 2,000
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, Ishould 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 I have given. I also ask
that when 1 have the tables properly arranged they may 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

ech.
Bpe’.{'he 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.

. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have listened with greatinter-
est to the very valuable speech which has beenmade by the chair-
man of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the Senator from Maine
[Mr. Harge], Ithasconveyed informationwhich 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 {ggard to the Navy, its location, or the
purposes for which it is'to be used will be taken by the country
very seriously. He made one observation the effect of which,
wi do&:t explanation; seems to me will be greater than was in-
tended.

The Senator said, as I understood him, thatwe had twenty-four
ships in Eastern waters, and that they were all necessary, aceord-
ing to the report, for the tgir:servaﬁon under our of the Phil-
ippine Islands, and that 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 there.

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-
ment gives no reasons. ThenI quoted what Thad seen in a news-

r that a distingnished military officer had said we conld not
ﬁﬁ d the Philippine Islands for three months without our Navy
there; butI did not claim or assert that the Department had taken
that ground.

Another Senator said that Admiral Dewey testified pretty much | i

to that effect before the House 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 onlystated that
the fleet is there. i

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 distingnished officer had made that remark, and
1 did not ninderstand the Senator to disapprove of the statement.
That being the case, it occurred to me that the statement, under
snch circumstances, virtually had the approval of the Senator
from Maine; and if so, it was 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. Itmeans that the presence of our fleet
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
ghow our interest in reference fo 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 anarmy 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 thatwe can maintain
order, respect for law, and enforce it and maintain the authority
of the United States with these 15,000 men, whichcan be reduced to
10,000, with the native constabulary. That there are twenty-four
ghips in the eastern waters, even if difficulties did not exist which
now prevail there, would not be surprising when our Navy has be-
comeas largeasitis. BSolongasifisincommissionandisafloatit
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 Ocean, and at the present
time I shonld 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 in
waters; but I do not at all assent, nor do I 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.

X

Mr, BACON. I should like, with his permission, to ask the
Senator from New York a question for information. He says he
does not: the that, in case of war, we would lose
the Philippine Islands in three months. Possibly that is not the
exact way toputit. But does the Senator conceive that it would
be ble forus 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 sayto the Senator that, in case of war
wewould need our fleet thereto meetany ﬂﬂetwhic.hwasof'eqnxi
strength belongi:u‘%to other nations; but, as I understand—

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please repeat his statement; as,
owing to the conversation around me, I was unable to hear it.

Mr. DEPEW. I say that, in case of war, we will probabl
want a larger fleet there than the twenty-four ships. e wm:dg
then need a fleet as large as that which conld be brought there
the nation with which we were at war. But the mt I was ad-
dressing myself to was as to a misunderstanding w. I thonght
existed, that, without war, the internal conditions of those islands
were such 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. Ididnotsounderstand. Isupposedtheinquiry
was directed as' to what was necessary in order to protect the
islands against a foreign power.

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

myself,

iﬁ; 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 thatin case of war we would require
a fleet for the of keeping up communication between the
United Statesand the Philippine Islands which wonld be sufficient
to ccipe 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, thatin 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. The 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 relationswith
the islands in the Caribbean Sea, or the Gulf of Mexico, or South
America, or with Canada. Their assault upon us would be for
the purpose of driving us out of the competing trade in the
Orient for the purpose of Erevanting 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 future in the Far East.

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

Mr. PATTERSON. I'wanttosuggesttothe Senator from New
York that he apparently disagrees with another distingunished
citizen of New York, the late retary of War. The 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 of War; in what a to be an
authentic interview published in the New York World, 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 they would be fitted for
self-govemmmfv. when the United States would extend to them
the same rights and privileges that were extended to the ??n?]ﬂ
of Cuba to form and maintain a government of their own, to
livein tical independence.

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I have the greatest respect for
lifelnnﬁfrlend and now constituent, the late Secretary of
ar, and have the profoundest respect for his opinions on all
stions; but if he has given as his judgment that the United
g?:tes wounld at some time surrender 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.

m
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I will tgo one step further. If it does come about, it will be
because the United States has educated those people up toa point
of self-government where the judgment of the majority here is
that they are capable of maintaining that government against the
tremendous pressure which would be brought against islands,
sitnated as tgey are, bg all the great powers of Europe to gain
possession of them; and if we did give them up, Mr. ident,
under such circumstances, it occurs to me that we would be com-
pelled to assume obligations infinitely greater than we do while
they are colonies of the United States.

‘While they are colonies of the United States no foreign nation
is going to touch them, or going to assail them, or going to under-
take to take them from us; but when they become independent,
unless we guarantee by our Army and Navy to maintain their
independence, in three months there would be a foreign fleet
around their coast and a foreign army on their shores, If we do

ive them up it will only be when we are situated as we are with

ba, where we have a naval station on one side and a naval sta-
tion on the other, and she is so surrounded that no foreign nation
could approach her under any circumstances.

Mr. PATTERSON. The only thing I desire to bring outisthat,
at least in the opinion of the distingmished Senator from New
York, all propositions for the nltimate independence of the Phil-
ippine Islands are figments of the imagination so far as the party
with which he is connected is concerned.

°  Mr. DEPEW. I want to say to the Senator from Colorado that
the opinions which I have expressed are my own.

Mr. PATTERSON. Certainly.

Mr. DEPEW. And the party is not responsible for them, nor
is the Administration.

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to make a short yto
what the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] has said with
reference to the probability of war, and the Philippine Islands in
such a contjngemg bomﬁ.i the theater of war. I quite agree with
the Senator that if we should have a war with a foreign power
the Philippine Islands would be the theater of that war, but not
for the reason mentioned by the honorable Senator—not because
the Philippine Islands are so great a prize that in the event of
war there would be an eager effort to secure them by the gower
with which we might be at war—not for that reason; but it
would be the theater of war because every country at war natur-
ally seeks to strike its enemy at its weakest point. For thatreason
the Philippine Islands d be the theater of war, just as we in
our Spanish war did not send our Army to Spain. Even if the
island of Cuba had not been involved in the controversy, the is-
land of Cuba would not have been the theater of war between
Spain and the United States, becanse we would naturally seek to
gtrike her in her weakest point, which was in a country 3,000
miles away from Spain’s base of supplies.

In case of war, if our enemies sought to make the Philippine
Islands the theater of war, we would have to transport not only
supplies, but all of our armies across the broad Pacific Ocean; we
would have to have every transport convoyed by a fleet of war
ships sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy; we would
have to have there an army sufficient to meet whatever army
might be brought there by a European power, and we wonld have
to supply that army by provisions sent from this country, and
the ships carrying the provisions would also have to be convoyed
by men-of-war sufficient to meet the combined fleet of the enemy.

I will not elaborate that, Mr. President—we have talked about
that a good deal here—but I want to read, in connection with my
former inguiry, to the Senator from New York what Admiral
Dewey said on the very point which the Senator said was in con-
troversy between himself and the Senator from Maine. I had
not seen this document. It is headed, *‘ Statement of Admiral
Dewey on Philippine Islands station and naval programme,” deliv-
ered by him before the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House
of Representatives on the 4th of Februnary of this year. I call
the attention of the Senator from New York to the statement of
Admiral Dewey. I read from the second page of the document.

Mr. Cousins asked the Admiral this question:

_Ad;nhnl, you think the city of Manila could not be defended against battle

Xfimiml DEWEY. No,sir. Iasked General Young the other day, when we
were on the joint board, *In case weshould havea war—which God forbid!—
how long could the Army stay in the Philippines after the Navy left®" He

17y w - months.” i
b Eﬁﬁ o Hary thor, T SHak, and the Novy mast teyss
Of course, by that Admiral Dewey meant that the Navy wasab-
solutely necessary to keep the American Army provisioned in the
islands, and that without a navy to keep it provisioned the Army
could not stay there six weeks, because it would starve for the
lack of provisions; and that would be the case whether it was an
internal war or a foreign war.
Mr. CARMACEK. Mr. President, the Senator from Maine [Mr.

_HALE] said something a whil:h ago 1ézhm:lt‘. the Panama Canal mak-
ing it necessary to increase the Navy. I do not exactly agree
with the Senator about that, for two reasons: In the ﬁrs{ place,
under the Hay-Pauncefote treaty we seem to be denied the right
to blockade canal in case of war. Then, again, with that
canal built, the speed and facility with which war ships conld be
transferred from one coast to the other would rather have the
contrary effect. it seems to me. It would have the effect of mak-
ing each battle ship and each coast a defender of the other coast;
to make every battle ship much more effective; so that it wonld
be less necessary to have a large navy after we construct the
Panama Canal than it was before. So this immense increase in
the Navy that %ﬂprojected is solely and entirely due to our pos-
session of the Philippines.

Now, Mr. President, with all due respect, I think there is a
great deal of wild imagination in what the Senator from New
York [Mr. DErEW] said about our great and growing trade in the
Orient, and the necessity of holding the Philippine Islands for that

u ._ I think my distinguished friend from Wisconsin [Mr.

POONER] absolutely shattered that argument in a speech made
here several years ago, when the treaty with Spain was pending,
and I should like to hear him and the Senator from New York
debate that question between them. I do not think the Senator
from Wisconsin left any ground for any probable contention upon
that question.

?Ir.gSP(}ONER. Has the Senator the utterances to which he
refers?

Mr. CARMACK. I quoted them yesterday. I have not got
them to-day.

RMr. SPOONER. I was not here then, but I will look in the

ECORD.

Mr. CARMACE. They arein the RECorD of this morning, and
I should like to have the Senator read them.

Mr. SPOONER, I remember them.

Mr. CARMACEK. And especially to have the Senator from New
York read them. That will dispose of him without any further
argument from me, [Laughter.‘l

As a matter of fact, Mr. President, the Philippines, with their
immense coast line, would be peculiarly subject to attack. I be-
lieve to defend the Philippine Islands in case of a foreign war
would require a navy as huge as or larger than would be required
to defend the coast of the United States. It wounld be necessary
also to fortify all the varions islands of that archipelago, so that
we should have to spend many million dollars every year, hun-
dreds of millions of dollars every year, even in time of peace, pre-
paring for a possible condition of war with a view to this immense
trade in the Orient of which the Senator from New York speaks
so feelingly. A single war, Mr. President, and the increased ex-
Bendit.nres in time of peace, made necessary bF our holding the

hilippines, will be greater than the profits of all the o we
will ever get in the Orient.

In addition to the statement read by the Senator from Georgia
[Mr. Bacox] from Admiral Dewey, I call attention to a statement
made by Admiral Satzgson I quoted it here once before in the
Senate. It is published in Mr. Reed’s book of Modern Eloquence.
It is a speech delivered by Admiral Sampson, in which he said
onr ion of the Philippines would increase by 100 per cent
the danger of a foreign war. So that the danger of our getting
into a foreign war is greatly increased by our holding t-he?hﬂip-
pines, and our defensive strength is immensely weakened by our
possession of the Philippine Islands. We are in greater danger of
getting into a war and we would be a great deal weaker after we
got into the war by reason of holding the Philippines.

The Senator from Georgia called attention a while ago to the
fact that we defeated Spain in her island possessions. I think the
Senator from Georgia would agree with me that it would have
taken ten times as long and would have required ten times the
expenditure of blood and treasure to defeat Spain in the Spanish
Peniléa;ula that it did to defeat her in Cuba and the Philippine

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly; more than that.
st Lok » sngin land 1o ibs Falipaiu A-cbuiheuausiont i

old a single island in the ippine Are
United States, it would be a defegf for the [?f:ited States. It
would require us to bring ounr fleet and our men and soldiers and
transport them 7,000 miles to meet the enemy there, when there
is not a nation of Europe that could land a single regiment npon
the soil of the United States.

Mr, DEPEW. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me to
ask him a question?

Mr. CARMACK. Certainly.
t,.hld[r_:" DEPEW. How would the foreign nations get their troops

ere

Mr. CARMACK. They could get them there a great deal
more easily than they could get them here. As 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 the 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.

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator from Tennessee bases an argu-
ment as to the difficulties of defending the Philippine-Islands
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 conld be expecteciv to take any part in a
controversy of that sort, had contignous territory. t those
nations would have to mobilize their armies. They wonld 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 wonld have to take troops there for defense. Inthe 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 Islands; and
our Navy would make it ntterly impossible for such an army to
be carried to the Philippine Islands for offensive purposes.

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

Mr, DEPEW. Iam 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. Ishould 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 Senmator from Wisconsin, which I anticipate with very
much interest and pleasure, I wish to say something in reply to
the Senator from New 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

ew 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 isa
base for the collection of supplies and for the massing of troops,
and they would have no 7,000 miles to traverse 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

int in India or from Aden, in Arabia, or from the island of
?’%rim, 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. If is called ‘‘the King’s High-
way.” :

I{ isan matter, two or three days’ sail only, from Singa-

re to the Philippine Islands, and not nearly that far. This is

Manila. It is scarcely more than a days’ sail from Singapore,
one of the British possessions, to a part of the Philippine Islands.

What is true of Great Britain is also true in a less degree of
other European nations. Several of them have colonies and de-

ndencies in Asia which serve for military bases, and even from

ope they can transport their troops and supplies through the
Red Sea and other southern seas more expeditiously and safely
thanlﬁwe can transport a great army and its supplies across the
Pacific.

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

Mr. BACON. With pleasure,

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator has been all over that country
traveling?

Mr. BACON. It is not necessary to go there to know that.
Those are matters of common knowledge. i

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 ghe does
not any number of troops for a foreign invasion which
would make her likely to attack for the purpose of conquest any
country exceg}: 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. %reaident—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Doesthe Senator from Georgia
yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr. BACON. Certainly,

Mr. STEWART. Do you think Great Britain would attack us
anywhere in the world while we have Canada here?

. BACON. Thatis another matter altogether. We might
invade Canada, and we might take Canada—

Mr. STEWART. Would not that be an equivalent?

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

Mr, STEWART. Let us take Canada and let her take the
Philippines. .

Mr, BACON, I am willing to let her take the Philippine
Islands and we get nothing in return. I think it is a very great
burden npon 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

Phﬂip%]ie&

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 wounld
be our weak point, and necessarily add very much—

Mr. STEWART. 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 w"agx That is all truoe.

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator that I will change it,
gnd instead of Great Britain I will take the little country of

apan,

Mr. STEWART. I think you had better dodge that question,
Talk about oneat a time. The Senator made his h on Great
Britain. While Canada lies by our side the Philippine Islands
are sufficiently protected without a navy. They are sufficiently
grotected with one boat as against Great Britain. There is no

oubt 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; Ido not think there is any danger of
their being taken away from us.

Mr. 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 words on the sub-
Ject 050 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. Tllx)ere 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 sﬁend 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 {ruth that the Navy represents the
gace of the United States. Whether we own the Philippine

lands 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 wonld involve this conntry 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 Monroe doctrine will
stand and no one will venture to attack ns. The decline of the
Navy would mean war. The increase of the Navy means peace
and power. The Navy, 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
anavy amply sufficient to protect our coasts, to uphold the Monroe
doc 5 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. realizes that her defevse and her strength rest on her
rtant that we shounld have a

navy, and for us it is just as im
be tempted to attack us.

navy so powerful that nobody
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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 scon stand third. But there
ought to be no relaxation in the tﬁ;ogmmme upon which we have
entered. I do not mean to say that it is necessary to go as far as
the naval board very ibly 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 onr 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 fo 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 re-
volving turrets or in barbette, Still less do I pretend to pass
upon the guestion of disahgpearing 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 onr 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 usin the past? The repllg* of history is an
absolute negative. I think it is certainly a matter of great im-
ngtanca. as the Senator from Maine pointed out, that England

rejected the revolving turret and confines her armament to
the barbette. But it does not follow that because we adhere to
the revolving turret, which we invented when we put the Monifor
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 18121s
aware that in that war we had a fype of frigate and a 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 to fire on the ascending wave. The system was
entirely new when we introduced it, and yet that was one reason
why we shot so much better than onr opponentsdid. Werevolu-
tionized in that war the 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 descendin,
wave was the true practice and that we had revolutionized na
gunnery to that extent.

I merely cite this to show that it does not follow that because

“"sve 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 raised here as to torpedo
boats, and it has been suggested that in a very shart time we may
not need battle ships becanse they will be superseded by torpedo
boats, and therefore battle ships should not be built. Torpedo
boats and submarine boats éan never supersede the seagoing fight-
ing ships, because they can not keep to the sea. We mustalways
and first 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 Spai
much was expected from torpedo boats, but in that war the tor-
pedo boat was a failure, or rather accomplished nothing.

Our vessels blockading outside the port of Santiago wereina
position most open toa 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. Apﬂmnt&ly 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 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

a t that their gunnery was sufficiently good to hit the tor-
o boats when they saw them.

In our war there was a torpedo-boat attack m the St. Paul,

which was being used as an auxiliary cruiser. e Spanish tor-

boat Terror came out of San Juan and ed her. When

she got within 8 miles—a long distance—the gunmner 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 our gunnery to be, and with
good reason, it is very probable that the Japanese torpedo attack
would have had quite a different result.

Mr. 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 torpedo boats and submarine 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 ab-
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-
ment,

There was an important statement made as to that question of
present expenditure as compared with our practice in the
in the retﬁort. 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 particular 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
wonld be absurd. There is no more relation hetween that obso-
lete expenditure and the expenditure to-day than there is between
the little population 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 donbt
about what the grandfathers did. In 1810 it was 31.1; in 1820,
83.4; 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 milifary 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 1880, 8.4; in 1900, 12.5; in 1901, 12.6
per cent; in 1902, 15.8 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 increasesin 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 com?m‘ed 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
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Navy, but relatively the naval expenditures were very much

smaller than the average of our history. The ﬁsrcen from
previous years fell off. The great relative as well as absolute in-
crease was in the military expenditures. In other words, the
naval expendifures 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 expenditures, 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, orin 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 1583
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
Pro esare continued, in a few it will be third. Iagree
with the Senator from Maine that it onght 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 spend 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 expenditures for the Navy. The net

ordinary expenditures include expenditures for war, Navy, In-
dians, pensions, and miscellaneous, constituting 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 DECENKIAL PERIODS.

Year, Netmndz— For Navy i Percentage.
§7,411,370 §3,448, 716 46.5
5,311, 082 1,654, 244 81.1
13,134,531 4,387,990 3.4
13,290,558 3,239,420 24 4
24,139,920 6,113, 897 %.3
87,165,000 7,904,725 2.8
60, 058, 75 11,514, 650 19.1
164, 421,507 £1,780, 230 13.2
166, 000, 062 13, 596, 955 8.0
261,637,203 22,008, 266 8.4
447,053, 458 55,953, 078 12.5
477,624,874 60, 506, 978 12.6
442, 082, 813 67,803,128 15.3

COMPARISON BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS BEGINNING 1850.

numl g

8, i 5
018, 842 2.8
11,067,790 2.1
10, 790, 098 20.7
13,827,085 2.6
14,074,835 21.0
12,641, 695 19.1
14,053, 285 19.4
335, 14, 660, 528 2.1
Yot LS SN 545, 412,804 116, 359, £52 a?l.3
11,514,650 19.1
12,357, 157 19.7
42, 640, 353 9.8
63, 261, 235 9.1
£5, 704, 064 10.5
122, 617, 434 10.0
43, 255, 662 11.2
31,084,011 10.3
25,775, 508 11.2
20,000,758 10.4
438,221,721 al.6
21,780, 230 13.2
19,431, (27 12.8
21,249 810 13.8
23,526, 257 13.0
50, 992, 587 15.9
21,407,626 12.5
18, 963,810 115
14, 950, %5 10.3
17,865, 501 12.9
15,125,127 9.3
204,631,210 al2.5

COMPARISON BY YEARS AND TEN-YEAR PERIODS BEGINNING 1830—cont'd.

Year, Net t;ur&e.ndi' For Navy. |Percentage.
£169, 090,062 $13,536, 085 8.0
177,142, 898 15, 656, 672 8.8
180,904, 233 15,032, 046 8.0
206, 248, 006 15, 288, 437 T.4
180,547, 666 17,202, 601 8.1
208, B840, 679 16, 021,080 7.6
191, 902, 403 13,907, 888 7.3
220,190, 603 15,141,127 6.8
214,938, 951 16, 926, 438 7.8
240,995,131 21,378,809 8.8
: Total. ..... sssssesnnesabanseac] 8,005,801, 422 160, 207,083 a7.9
261, 637, 203 22,006, 206 B.4
817, 825, 549 26,113,808 8.2
321,645, 214 20,174,130 9.0
850, 213,562 80, 136, 084 8.4
339, 683, 874 81,701, 204 0.4
395,217, 268 28,797, 796 8.8
316,794,417 27,147,782 8.5
827,063,049 84,561,546 10.5
.+ 405,783,537 5%, 823,104 14.4
565,175,255 63,942, 685 1.3
852,404,782 a9.9
55,058,008 12.5
6, 506, 978 12.6
67, 803, 128 15.8
82,618, 034 17.3
266, 881, 218 al4 4
COMPARISON BY TEN-YEAR PERIODS,
8116, 359, 852 21.3
458, 221,727 10.6
204, 831,210 12,5
1680, 207, 083 7.9
2 B52, 404,782 9.9
4 206, 881, 218 14.4
b R R 18, 871,801,141 | . 1,558, 905,872 all.l
a General average.

Average percentage of naval expenditures from 1800 to 1008, in-
ety e e N e L e e 7.8
Percentage of naval expenditures for 1908 . ... ... ... 5.8

If last year the average appropriation had been made, it would
B L L. . I e b es e s JUOD; OO0, 00

JULIETTE WESTBROOK.,

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 both Houses, The gentle-
man in the House 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 nunanimous 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 UNITED STATES AND THE PHILIPPINES,

Mr. LODGE. I ask unanimous consent that there be a reprint
of the Philippine shipping bill with amendments.

The PRESf])_ENT pro tempore, The Senator from Massachu-
setts asks unanimous consent that there bea reprint of the Philip-
pine shipping bill with amendments. Is there objection? The
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered.

CONSULAR AND DIPLOMATIC APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr, HALE. I desire to present a conference report, in order
that it may get to the House to-night:

The PR}{SIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine pre-
sents a conference report.

Mr. HALE submitted the following report:

The committee of conference on the diuﬁ'reein votes of the two Honseson
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11237) making appropriations
for the diplomatic and consnlar service for the fiscal year ending June
1605, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recomme:
and do recommend to their respective Honses as follows:

That the Benate recede from its amendments numbered 7, 8, 10, 11, 12, 18,
14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 20, 21, 43, and 44, :
SGT]:;E & House ll?g‘ 3'a4 flﬁ'OIs!".l ;gl: disa r&fxgﬁe‘n& 153(; %‘o ﬁmae]’nglmen%‘ D:ir-i tl:g

nate numbered h u h s 1 *
7,35 3, 40, 41, and &2 and agree to the same. 45

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment of the
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Senate numbered 9, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows:
‘Btrike 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 SBenate agree to the same.

That the House recede from its nt to the amendment of the
Benate numbered 35, and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In
lien of the sum proposed insert * $496,500;" and the Senate to the same,

EUGEXRE m

8. M. CuLLoM,

H. M. TELLER,
AManagers on the part of the Senafe.

RoBERT R. HITT,

ROBERT ADAMS, Jr.,

HucH A. DIXSMORE,
Managers on the part of the House,

Mr.BACON. Will theSenator 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. BACON. They are mere matters of detail, small matters?

Mr. HALE. All small.

The report was agreed to.
NAVAL 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 soto-morrow. If we can go on now with the reading
of the bill and di of the committee amendments, after that
has been done I will ask that the bill go over until to-morrow, so
;clhat gena.t.ors who desire to speak may have an opportunity to be

eard.
biﬁ'he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the

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 engineers, assistant civil engineers, and professors of mathe-
maties; 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 forassistant civil engineers
the same as f%r 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, not to exceed twenty in any one year.

So as to make the clause read:

Pay and allowances prescribed by law of officers on sea duty: officersonshore
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 gquarters for officers on shore not oceupying public quarters, in-
cluding boatswains, gunners, carpenters, sailmakers, 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 the passage of this act the pay and allowances
of eivil engineers and professors of mathematics shall be the same as are or
may hereafter be provided for naval constructors, and for assistant civil en-

the same as for assistant naval constructors; pay of enlisted men on

e retired list; extra pay to men reenlisting under honorable discharge;
interest on deposits by men; pay of petty officers, seamen, landsmen, and
apprentices, including men in the engineers’ force, and men detailed for duty
with Naval Militia, and for the Fish Commission, 81,500 men and as many
warrant machinists as the President may from time to time deem necessary
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, $1,400;
one wﬁtgr, 3(11:037.25: one draftsman in charge, §1,600; one stenographer and
typewriter, at $2.80 diem, $876.40; one mail messenger, at §2 per diem, in-
cluding Sunda‘)(')‘s, WE—H ong mesae?er and janitor, at $1.76 per diem, inelu
Sundays, $42.40; one rodman and inspector, at $3.20 per diam, $1,00L.60; one
mastel};n °§5 tugs, §1,200; one messenger to commandant, at §2 per diem, §26; in

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, HALE. Alsoon 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 hundred and forty-eight thousand seven hun-
dred and ninety dollars and ninety-two cents '’ and to insert in lien
thereof ‘* one hundred and fifty-seven thousand eight hundred and
eighty-four dollars and fifty-seven cents.”

e amendment was agreed to.

XXXVIT—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 ** dollars,”” to insert ** for the erection of barracks, $200,000,"
and in line 18, before the word ‘* dollars,” to strike out** five hun-
dred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy’* and insert
““geven hundred and twelve thousand nine hundred and seventy;”
80 as to make the clause read:

Navy-yard, League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about reserve

n, $80.000; Frndmg and paving, to continue, £25,000; sewer system, exten-
sions, §,500; electric plant, extensions, §100,000; railroad system, extensions,
£,000; dredging and filling in Delaware water front, to continus, $30.000;
water system, extension 000; underground conduit system, §3.000; fire-
protection system, extensions, §10,000; sea wall extension, $50,000: one officers’
quarters, $8,000; extension of reserve basin, to continne dredging, £75000;
T n e ammein o sre, SSanIr o i, b

e, $80.470; s - -
%?a?;u?a Island, l3712,56‘0. %

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 30, line 15, to insert the head-
ing. * Navy- , Charleston, S. C.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Th% {ea.ding of the bill was continued to the end of line 2 on
page ol.

Mr. HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the desk.

The SECRETARY. On page 30, strike ount all after the word
** dollars,” in line 24, down to the end of line 2 on page 81, and
insert:

i 000; 1 ti d h |
T I;:SC’I ;gllb 4.’53%.% % telggg!gie ;—zt:;. t;:.;:gr anmoawgﬁ
and police station, §28,000; grading and draicage, $10,000; storeshouse and
storekeeper’s offices, to extend, $50,000; latrines, $3.000; railroad system, ex-
i ey g L e et e
O, wor. y ! ] 1 b
Charleston, 8. ((j‘f. $580,500. i 24 L

The amendment was agreed fo.

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 31, line 19, aft=r the
word ** dollars,’” to insert ** for the erection of barracks, $200,000; "
and in line 22, before the word ** dollars,’’ to strike out ** nine hun-
dred and -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®rchaseofland, $400.000; * * * improvement
to 40-ton motive crans, §1.000: for the erection of barracks, £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 insert ** for improving and enlarging naval prison,
$10,000;” and in line 13, before the word ** thousand.” to strike
out * seven hundred and twenty-five ”’ and insert ** seven hundred
and thirty-five;”’ so as to make the clause read:

1 station, Cavite, P. I: Floati teel dry dock.
fic mproring S SRR InE Have] Drior: NN Ll rBn T
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 lien thereof the following:

The Secretary of the NavYais hereby authorized, in his discretion, to con-
solidate the several power plants in any or all of the several navy-yards and
stations, in each navy-yard and station, for theé generation and distribution
of light, heat, and power, for all the purposes of the Navy. Totheabove
end all such individual plants now in existence under the control of the sev-
ere] bureaus may be rearranged or transferred to the control or operation of
such burean or bureaus as may. in the discretion of the Becretary, appear
most advisable, having in view the various kinds of power required at navy-
yards, the necessity for the most efficient and economical work in connection
with repairs to the fleet, and the avoidance of divided responsibility in rala-
lation thereto; and all appropriations herein and heretofore made for power
houses and power planis for the various bureauns are hereby reappropriated
and made available. under the Becretary 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 reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment of
the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 37, line 17, to in-
crease the total appropriation for public works from $6,565,571 to
§7,652,071.,

Mr. HALE." The total should be" changed so as to read
* $7.856.000.71.” >

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to.

The amendment as amended was 2greed 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 nds, Naval Academy: Toward the construction and
furnishing of buildings, and for other necessary improvements, at the Naval
Academy, Ammﬁlis, Md., as authorized by the acts of Congress approved
June 7, 1K, and March 3, 1903, $3,000,000.

The amendment was agreed to.
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The next amendment was, on page 38, after line 22, to insert:

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the estab-
lishment of a naval training station on the shore of Lake Michigan, south of
latitude 48° 80/, §250,000.

Mr. FORAKER. T have just come into the Chamber. Do I
understand that the Secretary is reading at the foot of page 387

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. At the foot of page 88,

Mr. HALE. Thereis 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-morrow.

Mr. FORAKER. May I ask what is the amendment to the
amendment?

Mr. HALE. 1 do not know.

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much interested init. 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 see by the language of the amendment that the Secretary
of the Navy wonld have no discretion. Is it intrusted to the See-
retary of the Navy? Under this provision it conld not be located

there.

Mr. HALE. It could not,undoubtedly. Allof that will come
up in the morning, however, and the tor can offer any amend-
ment he pleases. Undoubtedly some Senator will move to strike
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 investigation of the Smoot cass and may not be here. We
are very much occupied by that case. and I would be very glad to
Eknow what is the amendment to the amendment which will be
offered?

Mr. HOPKINS. Perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin can en-
lighten both the Senator from Ohio and myself on that subject.

Mr, QUARLES. Iam entirely willing to disclose the amend-
ment which I propose to offer to the amendment.

Mr, FOR R. Verywell. I shall be glad to have it read.
Under the cirenmstances I hope the Senator from Maine—

Mr. HOPKINS. Let it be printed in the REcORD,

Mr. HALE. Yes; let it be read and printed.

Mr. FORAKER. Yes.

Mr. QUARLES. I offer it as an amendment to the committee
amendment. L )

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin
wishes to have read an amendment, which he will propose at the
proper time, P~

The SECRETARY. On page 89, in line 2, after the word *‘ dol-
lars.’” in committee amendments, it is proposed to insert the fol-
lowing:

The President is hereb: authorized and empowered to appoint a board
consisting of not leas than thres members, nons of whom shall be a resident
of any State adjoining Lake Michigan, whose duty it shall be to select the
most available site for such paval training school on the Great Lakes, and
having sel such site, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the
pro'im%le expenditure which will be necessary for improving the same, in-
cluding lakeshore protection and construction of necessary harbor facili-
ties; and to make a detailed report of their findings and lmeq.aadmgs to the
President, to be transmitted by the President to Congress for its final action:
and to defray the expensesof said board, the sum of £5,000, or so much thereof
as may be necessary, to be immediately available, is hereby appropriated
out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated.

Mr. HALE. That is offered as a substitute for the clanse?

Mr. QUARLES, It follows the clause; it comes at the end of
the clanse.

Mr. FORAKER. It would be a substitute for what is in the
bill?

Mr. QUARLES. Idonot sounderstand it. Itisin addition to
what is there.

Mr. FORAKER. Oh! Inoticed that it came in after the word
“ dollars,” but I see that the word ** dollars** ends the committee
amendment.

Mr. QUARLES, Itisin the second line on page 39.

Mr. FORAKER. Iwillsay right now that if it comesin there
I can not be satisfied with it, because it requires the station to be
located on the shore of Lake Michigan.

Mr. SPOONER. But the act which this amendment was in-
tended to carry ont referred solely to Lake Michigan. Ifthe 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 if.

r. SPOONER. This particular one?

Mr. 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 onght 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 requnirements of such a station, and
cemix%&wa ht not to be excluded from consideration.

Mr. LE. 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.

AMr. HOPKINS. 1 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.
Puf 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. ’

Mr. 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.

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me a moment
further—I understand his impatience, and I do not wish to tax
him unduly—becanse 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,

The 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 consider all
locations that may be offered. It may be that we may have no
chance whatever. I know something abont Pntin Bay. I do
not know anything about any of the others. It may be that the
others are far preferable, '

Mr. HOPKINS. I see no reason for the adoption of 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 [Egrsiat in their efforts to have it
adopted as a part of the amendment that is now proposed by the
Naval Committee.

Mr, HATLE. The Senator from Wisconsin does not propose the
amendment. He simply asks that it be printed and go over until
to-morrow.

Mr. FORAEER. Iknow, 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
a.fzt-g‘id Ican 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. Iam 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 here with his claims, T 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.

Mr. SPOONER. We ought to be permitted to rt the
amendment before it is antagonized by the committee, I think,

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to say to the Senator from Pennsyl-
vania, in answer to his remarks, that the reason why I insist upon

ving the amendment so framed as to give us a chance to be

eard is that if the amendment offered by the Senator from Wis-
consin shonld be adopted there is to be a new board appointed.
That board is to take everything into consideration, and it ought
to be allowed to act de novo. I will not delay longer, because I
iﬁmgirlllize the desire of the Senator from Maine to proceed with

e bill.

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be passad
over for the present. -

Mr, HALE, Let the reading of the bill be proceeded with.

The Secretgry resumed the reading of the bill. Thenext amend-
ment of the Committee on Naval Affairs was, on page 30, line 11,
to increase the total appropriation for public works, Burean of
Navigation, from $41,125 to §201,125.

Mr. HALE. That is the total. It will go over with the other
amendment.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will go over.

The next amendment was, on page 30, after line 12, to insert:
naysalm ma, _no' y Na;;a E:}ﬁlax,::‘gi: F%r thl:? gm-chase of Egm} Eg: asite fora

on - Sly
toward the 'emctio: rtharr]:on of tui‘:; ntﬁeﬁsmco?tfngﬁrga ont in{?ﬁr&?& ﬁg

grounds, of grading and fliling in, of building roads and walks, of the im-
provement of the water front, of the necessary wharves and cranes, of rail-
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road tracks and ro‘l]lng stock for local service, of fire and water service, and
of the equipment of the establishment, §70,000, or as much thereof as may be
n 3 and the Secretggzor the Navy may employ, and pay out of the
8 Propmtion hereby authorized, such additional expert aids, surveyors, ar-
chitects, superintendents of construction, or draftsmen as may be n
for the preparation of the plans and specifications and ution of the
work anthorized, 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 $00,000: And provided further, 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
gs for the condemnation of such part or parts thereof as may be

necessary: And provided further, That the retary of the Navy is hereby
aéi].llthorizad and directed to discontinue the magazine nmow in the city of

elsea not later than the time when the ne f
e e er el Hha e when the new magazine for the New England

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 $318,900.

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 hmhﬂ, Canacao, Philippine Islands: Naval hospital at Canacao,
Philippine nds, to mmp’late, 0,000,

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 eivilian employees
at naval stations beyond the continental limits of the United States and
in Alaska, under such regulationsas the SBecretary of 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| hull and rigging as she was when in actual service, for use as

+tice, training, or receiving ship,

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was continned. 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 phinl $3,000.
One éarofmorns head of ent of modern 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 professorsof
mathematics in the Navy.
One professor of mathematics, one of chemistry, and one of English, at
,300 each; four gmfesaors, namely, one of English, one of French and Span-
h, one of French, and one of drawing, at each; one assistant professor
of Spanish, at §1,800; ten instructors, at §1,500 each.
And to insert:

One professor as head of the department of physics, $3,000.

That the President be authorized, by and with the advice and consent of
the Benate, to appoint a g:n-ofesaor of mathematics of the rank of commander,
to rank after Aaron Nichols Skinner and to be an extra number in the list of
pmt)fn m?efs:;zt%?m &%ﬁﬁaﬁe N:;.y of chemistry, one of English, one of
Fren:h?nml one of Spanish, at é-.hw each. 5 o

Four professors, namely, one of English, one of French, one of drawing,
and one of Spanish, at $2,200 each.

Three instructors, at §2,000 each.

Mr, 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. Thereis an actnal 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 each; 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 lien thereof *‘ $95,322,52."

The amendment was agreed to.

The reading of the bill was continued to line 24, page 62,1in 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
448328,108.46.” -

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 62, after line 24, to insert:

That,subject to the restrictions imposed bF existing law, boatswains, gun-
ners, and warrant machinists shall be eligible for appointment to the grade
of ensign after two !aa;s' service as warrant officers, and boatswains, -
ners, carpenters, and sailmakers shall be eligible for appointment as cﬁzf
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; 7 so as to make the clause read: "

Pay of issioned offi nsici d
1aw, S the RUBDAE O ealletol TPt al) Be sxolSTve o Do Seabains
imprisonment with sentence of dishonorable discharge from the service
at expiration of such confinement, and for the expenses of clerks of the
United States Marine Corps traveling under orders, including additional
compensation for enlisted men of the Marine Corps regularly detailed as gun

ters, messmen, signalmen, or holding good-conduct medals, pins, or bars,

5,000; $1,380,628.

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was, on page 63, line 23, to increase the
appropriation for the salary of one clerk in the assistant quarter-
master’s office, Philadelphia, Pa., 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,Imovetostrike out **$28,711,28"
and insert in lieu thereof ** $28,011.28.”" 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

2?3}110 conditions as provided for officers of the Navy who served during the
WAar.

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 navy-
yards, one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast, the
same to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy;*’ so as to
make the clause read:

Wi i be capable of s
Rl i el ot e e et i g
to cost not exceedl;g $1,250,000 each. Said colliers shall be built in navy-

ards, one on the c and the other on the Atlantic coast, the same to be
gemgnated 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. Inline 15, on page 75, before the word *‘ subma-
rine,” I move to insert * oor.”

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated.

The SECRETARY. page 75, line 15, before the word ** sub-
marine,”’ it is proposed to insert ‘‘ torpedo or;’’ so as to read:

The Secretary of thﬁsgy, who may purchase or contract for subsurface

or submarine to in & 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 pniasubsurfm or submarine torpedo boat is purchased or
contme{‘eld for I?r shall 2: accepf ta‘a)d hgi the Ns;_xg pﬁ-tmh:ﬁt 1?: fulfillin g all
reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and s ve been full
tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. B

And insert:

That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or hoats are pur-
chased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall have been fully tested
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy and shall fulfill all reasonable
requirements for submarine warfare: Provi 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 provided further, That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo
boat or boats are purchased or accepted by the Navy Department they shall
have been 1‘:;1]1_{ tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy and
shall fulfill reasonable requirements for submarine warfare: Provided
-also, That the boats con for under this act shall be constructed in ac-

cordance with the plans and specifications of the contractor. To out
the purpose aforesaid the sum of $850,000 is harebf' appropriated out of any
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated; to make up said eam

5,000
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of $850,000 the sum of §5300,000 carried, or such parts thereof as may remain
unexpended, and authorized in the naval appropriation act approved March
8, 1803, is hereby reappropriated.

Mr, HALE. Inline 24, on page 75, after theword ‘‘ for,”’ at the
end of the line, Imove 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 reading of the bill was concluded.

Mr. HALE, DMr. President, I shall ask that the bill be taken
up to-morrow morning after the routine morning business. I
now move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of exec-
utive business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator withhold
that motion for a moment to enable the Chair to lay before the
Senate a mesgsage from the President of the United States?

Mr. HALE, I withdraw the motion for that purpose.

FORT HALL INDIAN RESERVATION.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol-
lowing message from the President of the United States; which
was read:

To the Senafe:

In compliance with the resolution of the Senate of the 1st instant (the
House of resentatives concurring), I return herewith Senate bill No. 2528,
entitled “An act relating to ceded landson the FortlI]‘EhIl Indian Reservation.”

HEODORE ROOSEVELT,
Waite House, March 2, 1905,

Mr, DUBOIS submitted the following concurrent resolution;
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to:

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 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 (8. 2323) relating to
ceded lands on the Fort Hall Indian Reservation be rescinded, and that inthe
reenrollment of the bill the word * thirty-five," in line 16 of the enrolled bill,
be stricken ontand the word * thirty-four" be substituted therefor, so as to
correctly describe the range, inaccurately stated in the bill

EXECUTIVE SESSION.

1Mr. 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 werereopened, and at (at 5 o'clock and 15
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday,
March 4, 1904, at 12 oclock m,

CONFIRMATIONS.
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1904.
CHAIRMAN OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION,

. Rear-Admiral John G. Walker, United States Navy, retired, of
the District of Columbia, to be chairman of the Isthmian Canal
Commission,

MEMBERS OF ISTHMIAN CANAL COMMISSION.

Maj. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Army, retired, of
the District of Columbia, to be a member of the Isthmian Canal
Comumission.

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, fo be a member of the Isth-
mian Canal Commission.

Frank J. Hecker, of Michigan, to be a member of the Isthmian

Cannal Commission,
INDIAN AGENTS.

Lieut. Col. James F. Randlett, United States Army, retired, of
California, to be agent for the Indians of the Kiowa Agency, in
QOklahoma,

J. Blair Shoenfelt, of Wyomin%. 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.
KEW YORK.

Charles T. Jackson to be at Goshen, in the county
of Orange and State of New York.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
THURSDAY, March 8, 1904,

The House met at 12 o’clock m.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HExryY N. CouvpEx, 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 disagreaing votes of the two Houses on
the amendments of the House to the bill 8. 8317, “An act authorizing the Sec-
retary of the Interior to mut right of way for ﬂpe lines through Indian
lands,” having met, after and free conference haveagreed to recommend
aud do recommend to their respective Hounses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its ent to the amendments of the
House numbered 2 and 8; 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, as follows: In line & after the word *located,” insert: “and of
all other allottees through whose lands said lateral pipe lines may pass;" 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 agree te the same with an
amendment as follows: Add at the end of said amendmen$ the following:
* Provided further, That the Secrehar{ of the Interior, at the expiration of
said twenty years, may extend the right to maintain any pipe line constructed
under this act for another period not to exceed twang years from thees
piration of the first right, upon such termsand conditions as he m&y deaw
proper;” and the House agree to the same,

CHARLES CURTIS,

Jxo. H. BSTEPHENS,

‘W. E. BROWN,
Managers on the part of the House.

Wu. M. STEWART,
O. H. PrATT
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Statement of the managers on the partof the Honse of the committee of con
ference on the disa; ing votes of the two Houseson certain amendmen
of the House to the bill 8. 3317, being “*An act authorizing the Secre of
the Interior to grant right of way pipe lines through 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 thes
allottee, on whose land oil and Wi were located, should be obtained.
The Senate receded from its ent to this amendment, with an
amendment providing that the consent of all other allottees, through whose
lands said lateral pipe lines might pass from the location of the well to the
main pipe line, should also be obained.

Amendment No. 2 limited the period for which a right of way mjz}ht ba
granted to twenty years, The Senate receded from its disageement to this
amendment with an amendment which authorizes the Secre of the In-
terior at the expiration of said twenty years to extend the right fo maintain
any pipe line constructed under this act for another period not to exceed
twenty years from the expiration of the first right npon such terms and con-
ditions as he may deem proper.

Thwmgem on the part of the House recommend that the report be

op

CHARLES CURTIS,

W. E. BROWN,

JNO. H. STEPHERS,
Afanagers on the part of the House.

DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA 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. LAWRENCE in the chair) and resumed the consideration of the
bill (H. R. 12833) making a}:.gm riations 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 p ;

The Clerk, resuming the reading of the bill, read the following:

For special services in connection with the detection of the adulteration of
drugs and of foods, including candy and milk, §100.

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Chairman, I ask the chairman
of the District Committee to state what special services are to be

ed under this clause of the bill and by whom.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, these services
are rendered by what might be called *‘ detectives.”” In order to
get specimens of the f candies, ete., that are actually being
gold it is necessary to have persons e purchases without it
being nnderstood that they are doi::ég soin the public interest. If
the ordinary detectives were to undertake that work, they being
known as detectives might not be able to ascertain the real facts,
and the ends of justicemight 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
oeedin%s to pay fees to the clerk of the supreme court of the District of
Colnmbia, and the said District of Columbia and its Commissioners shall be
entitled to institute and prosecute judicial proceedings in said court without
the payment of fees.

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I make a pointof order
against this paragraph, as being new legislation and a change of
existing law,
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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 explanation 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-
sists upon it, but I trust he wxﬁa not insist npon 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 onght not to have been done. The gentleman whom
this provision affects is allowed fees not to exceed $3,500, but the
fees actmally 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 $3.500. It is felt by the Committee on
Appropriations that the District of Columbia ought not to be re-
quired 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. Deoes the gentleman from Indiana insist on
the point of order?

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I do.

The CHATRMAN. 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 Rule XXI. The
Chair sustains the point of order.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, I ask unanimous consent to
return 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 page 52, strike out the words *‘ the act approved Janu-
ary 31, 1899," and insert in lieu thereof the words * existing law.”

The amendment was agreed to,

The Clerk read as follows:

Justices of the a: For ten justices of tha peace, at §2,000 each, and the
fét}ﬁi)!r sum of §50 each for rent, stationery, and other expenses; in all,

Mr. CLAREK. 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?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. They do not, Mr. Chairman,

Mr. CLARE. What becomes of the fees that are charged?

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. They are covered into the

Treasury.

Mr.ulg{}J 0. Ishould like to ask a question of the chairman of
the committee.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Lounisiana.

Mr. PUJO. Are justices of the in the Distriet of Colum-
bia required to be lawyers? Are they qualified lawyers or not?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The law requires that they
ghall have been admitted to the bar.

The Clerk read as follows:

INTEREST AND BINKING FUND.
For interest and sinking fund on the funded debt, $975,408.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. I rise for the purpose of answering the remarksmade here
gsome days ago in the debate on another section of this bill.

Last Monday morning the gentleman from Kansas . Scorr]
made the following statement, which I will from the
RECORD: y

Alr. BooTT. The reply of the gentleman from Kentne
tion which I asked him was a good illustration of what I
call “ confession by avoidance."

Mr. GiLBERT. That isa good ples in any court.

Mr. Scorr. It happens to be fresh in my memory, however, and I have
asked this time in er to give some information to gentlemen on the other
gide of the House who will no doubt be interested in it.

And we were, Mr. Chairman, interested in what he was abount
to say.

During the first Administration—

Continned Mr. ScorT—

of Mr. Cleveland a negro from Kansas was brought to Wa.!h.l:l:fton. taken to
the White House, 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.

AMr. CocHrAN. Will thntgenﬂamsn state who it was that introduced the
nag;o. and npon whose authority the gentleman is making this statement?

r. 8corT. I make the statement on my own authority.

Mr. CocHRAN. Were you present?

Mr. S8corr. I was not present, but one of my colleagues will corroborate
me as to the fact.

Mr. CocHRAN. Who was this negro?

Mr. Scorrt. It was C. H. J. Taylor, afterwards appointed register of deeds
for this District by President Cleveland. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

to the last ques-
the lawyers

I wish to call the attention of the House 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 thatif he had a white skin it would be considered an honor by any gen-
tleman to know him; that he is a gentleman and a scholar. So m of a
scholar that he has been Elvem an honorary degree of master of arts by Har-
vard University; o much of a gentlemanthat he was invited by the presi-
dent of Harvard University to sit at his tahle 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 anbemiuedy by
Queen Victoria at Windsor le: 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 ntterance he was promptly called to tab
by his associates; but, I am iia.d to say, that it was dec by the authori-
taes of the college that they held free o

Mr. GiLBERT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. Scort. I haveonly five minutes,and I deeline to yield. I have allnded
to the character of Booker Washington not because he needs any praise from
me, but because I want to eall attention——

Mr. Mappox. I want to say to the gentleman from Kansas that the decla-
ration was that he was second to Robert E. Lee,

Mr. ScorT I can not quote the language exactly,for I do not remember
it. Probably the gentleman is correct. But from his standpoint I shonld
suppose it would be considered guite a compliment to be named as seeond to

Robert E. Lee.
The CHAIRMAX, The time of the gentleman from Kansas has expired.
ask unanimous consent that gentle-

Mr. BREAZEALE. Mr, Chairman,
man be given five minutes more. .

The CHAIRMAN. The tleman from Louisiana asks that the time of the
gentleman from Kansas be extended fiyve minutes. Isthereobjection® [After
a museﬁi The Chair hears none.

i My, McCLEARY of Mimmesota. I will yield the gentleman five minutes
lme. :

Mr. CLAUDE KiToHTN. Mr. Chairman, I wonld like to say to the gentle-
man, in justice to that college, that the faculty did rebuke this professor for
ﬁ:&lgtpyg tfhg.t utterant?a, but did say that he had a right to 1t as enjoying the

of free .

Mr. Scorr. They rebuked him for making the ntterance, but they did not
attempt to say that the utterance was not true. They rebuked him because
they were forced to do 8o by the public sentiment of

Mr. CLAuDE KiTCHIN. The gentleman who ut
plained and said he did not mean it. [Laughter on the Republican side.]

Mr. ScorT. That is & question for gentleman and his friends on that
glde to decide between ived, ..

Mgmuntzhlihnmﬂriu. He said md ng;t r{l‘g%?btnt gxi\]y thatt;% was the
greatest man the South ever ; exc ut the greatest negro.

Mr, Scorr. All thataside, it will be admitted by every Member on the floor
of this House that if Booker Washington had a white skin, any one of us
wonld receive him on ferms of equality.
blw'mﬁ' (%];UDB KrrcHIN. Why does not the gentleman receive him, havinga

& skin?

Mr. Scorr. We do receive him in every proper way.

Mr. CLAUDE K1TcHIN. Does the gentleman mean to say that he receives
him as his equal?

Mr. ScorT. Not as my social %

Mr. CLAUDE KiTcHIN. The black skin is the cause of it, is it not?

Mr. . The black skin, and the prejudice, and ail that. Irecognize
m%un as the gentleman does. I am not standing here, if the gentl
man

me—
Mr. CLAUDE KiTcHIN. We are alike, then. The gentleman has the same
judice that we have—on accoupt of the skin. ere is no difference be-

ween us on that.

Mr. 8corr. Iam not here to make a plea for social equality. We
all know that is impossible. I do not stand for that any more than Theodore
Roosevelt did when he invited Booker T. Washington to his luncheon, and
mgj:;:ore than President Eliot did when he invited T. Washi m
to luncheon, any more than Grover Cleveland did when he invited C. H. J.
Taylor to his luncheon. I have alluded to the character of Mr. Washington,
W, everybody in the eurtml:g recognizes, becanse 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 Btates received at his table. Who was C. H. J. Taylor! He wuas 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 speak of; he nothing to com-
mend him to any man's consideration, particularly nothirg to commend him
to the consideration of any Democrat, excedpt the ption that he car-
ried 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 conld
turn the negro vote in Kansas from the Republican party to the Democratic
gty—he was bronght here to Washington by some Democratic leaders of
tabnlgjm‘ tgk?tl}a to thg V;:}aotg;:m. mé:rodu to ﬂt’ﬁe President, seated at his

and afterwards ] rice by receiving appointment of regis-
L s
r. CLAUDE KITCHIN, gentleman s il rover Cleveland
asking that negro to dine with him and dining with him? Does the gentle-
man approve of that?

Ar. Scort, Idonot 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. CLAuDE KrrcHIN, Becauso ie is a Democratic negro—is not that it?

Mr. ScorT, That is not the reason, It is because the man is utterly with-
ouf character, without education, without culture, or anything to commend
him to the consideration of a gentleman.

Mr. CLAUDE Krr¢HIN. Who introduced that negroto the President? The

gentleman seid his eol e was present when it was done.
’ ﬁr S'scotkn. I did not say that. I simply said my colleague was cognizant
of the fac

Mr, CLAUDE KrrcHiN, Did not a Republican from Kansas introduce him
to the President?

Mr. Scorr. Oh, no; by no means. I have already said he was introduced
by a Democrat.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I bave allnded to this matter, not to apologize for
President Roosevelt, who needs no apologist, but merely to call attention to
the glaring inconsistency which goes into hysterics over a courtesy paid to
& man of admitted high character and who has done and is doing a splendid
and noble work, while utterly ignoring a similar attention mngi to a man
without standing, or , or accomplishment. and whose only claim to
consideration was the tgresnmptmn that he could swing a certain number of
votes. [Applause on the Republican side.]

At three separate and distinct places in this REcorp, Mr. Chair-
man, the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] says that Mr.
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Cleveland during his first term invited this negro, whom he calls
a very black negro, to dine with him, and states emphatically that
the negro did so. .

It often happens, Mr. Chairman, that a man in trouble hopes
to get out by trying to pull others in, and that seems fo have
been the predicament of the gentleman from Kansas when he de-
liberately stated to this House ““on his own authority,”” on his
own responsibility, that Mr. Cleveland had invited a negro by the
name of C, H, J. Taylor to dine with him, and that the negro ac-
cepted the invitation and did dine with him,

As soon as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD reached me on the next
morning after this debate, containing the gentleman’s assertions,
I wrote to Mr. Cleveland and asked him if it were true that he had
thus dined Taylor, and told him if it were not true I wanted to
deny it on the floor of this House. I cut outthe part of the Rec-

, ORD in which Mr. ScoTT’s statement appeared and sent it to the
distinguished ex-President. This morning I received from him
the following letter, written and signed in his own hand:

PRINCETON, March 2, 190%,
Hon. E. Y. WEBB, House of Representatives.

DEAR B1R: It is a matter of small concern to me that a Mr. S8coTT has seen
fit to use my name in a display of his evil propensities on the floor of the
House of Representatives.

[Laughter and applause on the Democratic side.]

In answer to your !nc&uiﬁ, however, I have to say of his statement that
the colored man, C. H. J. Taylor, took lunch with me at the White House
that it is a deliberate fabrication out of the whole cloth.

[Applause on the Democratic side. ]

As far as Mr. Taylor is concerned, I understand, prior to his appointment
as register of deeds at Washington, that he had served as an assistant in the
office of the city attorney at Eansas City.

Mr. COWHERD. Kansas City, Kans.

Mr. WEBB. Yes, not Missouri, [Reading:]

His nomination as register was confirmed by the Senate, and he served in
that place with intelligence and efficiency. He has since died. Bome people
restrain themselves from a‘bu.ainl% the dead.

My inquiries concerning Mr. Taylor before his aﬂgointment, my observa-
tion of h?m during his incumbency, and the little I have known of gince
E&tisfy me that his character is very unjustly attacked in the diatribe of Mr.

COTT.

One
clinches with truth when he declares, * He was a black negro.” I am
however, to doubt his familiarity with his subject when he adds, **as black
as you ever saw."”

Yours, very truly, GROVER CLEVELAND.

This is Mr. Cleveland’s statement, and I presume it will be ac-
cepted as conclusive by the gentleman from Kansas and by every
American citizen. [Applause on the Democratic side.]

Mr. Chairman, it does seem that the statement of the gentle-
man from Kansas [Mr. Scort] is a fabrication, not only so far as
the dining is concerned, but even as to the color of the negro him-
self. Iunderstand from the gentleman from Missouri that he
was a ginger-cake negro, and that the  black as you ever saw
statement is a fabrication out of the whole cloth also, as the dis-
tingnished ex-President writes.

It is said, Mr. Chairman, that a falsehood travels around the
earth while trath is pulling on its boots. If that is true, I wish
the truth stated in the letter of Mr. Cleveland be put in the same
channels, as far as possible, that the falsehood has traveled, in
order that it may possibly overtake that falsehood in the minds
of some men and eradicate and destroy it.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. WEBB. I ask for two minutes more, Mr. Chairman.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks nnanimous consent to
continue his remarks for two minutes. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Cleveland was a friend of the
negro, but not a ** fool friend,” and that term has a well-defined
meaning among people who understand the negro race. [Ap-

lause on the Democratic side.] Never by a word or act, so far
as I know, did he encourage the dream of social equality in the
breast of the black man. [Applause on the Democratic side.]
He was a friend of the colored race in America, but he was a
friend of the Sonthern white man as well. He always sympa-
thized with the Southern white man in his race troubles, his race
problems, and his race burdens; and that, sir, I regret to say, is
more than Mr. Roosevelt seems ever to have done. I am obliged
to the committee for this opportunity of correcting the falsehood.

[Applause on the Democratic side.

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, there never sat in the White

House a man whose word, speaking about anything of which he
fessed to have personal knowledge, I would not at once accept.
},?ilerefore accept the statement made by ex-President Cleveland
that I was in error when I stated here on the floor the other day
that he had entertained at luncheon in the White House a negro
from Kansas; and I tender my apology to the ex-President of the

United States.
I feel as if it were due myself, however, to say to this House

is made against Mr. Taglor by Mr. Scort which he doubly.

that until this letter was read I have never heard the fact or the
allegation to which I alluded denied.
r. THAYER. Did you ever hear it made publicly before?

Mr, SCOTT. I am justgoing to state what [ have heard.

Mr. THAYER. There was no occasion to deny it, when it had
never been made.

Mr. SCOTT. I remember distinctly that when Mr. Taylorcame
back from Washington, preceded by the announcement that he
had been appointed to the office of recorder of deeds in the Dis-
trict of Columbia by President Cleveland, his friends met him af
the Union Depot, Kansas City, with a carriage to which were
attached four white horses. A committee was with the carriage,
and he was escorted to a public hall, where a reception was ten-
dered him, and according to the newspaper reports of the event,
he there boasted that—

Mr. COCHRAN. Iwould like to ask the gentleman a question.

Mr, SCOTT. Let me finish this sentence.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. SCOTT. At the reception he boasted, as reported in the
papers, that, notwithstanding the professions of good will to the
negro always heretofore made by the Republicans, it remained
for a Democratic President to entertain at his table in the White
House for the first time a negro. That matter was published
very broadly and so generally throughout the State of Kansas that
it was impressed upon my memory, and I never, as I have said,
heard it denied before.

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. What evidence have you that he ever
made that boast?

Mr, SCOTT. No evidence but newspaper reports.

Mr. THAYER. Have you got any clippings of newspapers?

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman permit me?

The CHAIRMAN, Gentlemen desiring to interrupt must ad-
dress the Chair. 7

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. Doesthe gentleman yield to the gentleman
from Virginia?

Mr, SCOTT. I yield to the gentleman from Virginia.

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman be kind enough to get
a single paper containing thatand produceit here? Tsuppose they
keep files of the papers in Kansas, where that statement was pub-
lished, and the gentleman can get a copy of such paper and pre-
sent it to the House.

Mr. SCOTT. Well, that is a matter of twenty years ago. Ido
not know whether I could obtain one or not, but I am going there
shortly and I shall certainly investigate the matter.

Mr. MADDOX. Eighteen hundred and eighty-two.

Mr, SWANSON. If a newspaper statement exists, and if the
gentleman wants to be fair and just and accurate, he has every
opportunity to examine the records, and if it is true, as asserted,
I would like him to bring to this House one paper from Kansas
that made that statement.

Mr, SCOTT. I have not had any opportunity thus far. The
gentleman from Virginia will admit that I have had no oppor-
tunity in the last two minutes to search the records. Iamsimply
giving my recollection about this matter. I have made what I
consider an am%l: apology to Mr. Cleveland for any misrepre-
sentation I may have inadvertently made. And I have done this
because I want this House to understand that it is never my
ﬁﬁﬁon to make a statement here that I do not believe to be the
mg;' HARDWICE, Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt

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

Mr, SCOTT. Ido.

Mr. HARDWICK. I want tosay that I donot believe the gen-
tleman from Kansas wonld willfully misrepresent anything.

Mz, SCOTT. That is kind of you.

Mr. HARDWICK. But does not the gentleman agree that it
wonld be improper and a lack of dignity for the President of the
United States or an ex-President torush into print and deny eve
newspaper statement that might be put out, and does he not uz
mit "m reference to this he had not even made up a prima facie
case?

Mr. SCOTT. Why, I was not criticising the former President
of the United States for having heretofore made no denial. I was
giving him full credit for the denial he now makes. But I wish
to say at the same time that the friends of Mr. Cleveland shounld
be very much gratified over this incident, because it has been the
occasion of bringing to that gentleman for the first time in four
years some a;:_Flanse from the Democratic side of this Chawber,
[Langhter and applause on the Republican side.]

Mr, W]‘LLIAIE of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, this whole in-
cident is a telling blow at the abstract theory of the general equnal-
ity of the featherless biped. It discovers or uncovers the under-
lying hypocrisy of the contention that all men ought to be polit-
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ically or socially eqgnal, regardless of their color, race, traits, and
tendencies.

Mr, SCOTT. Will the gentleman Ermit an interruption?

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 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 Stateshad 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 done ex-
actly the 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 gquestion 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
Bouth, at any rate, the doctrine that men, regardless of color, race,
traits, tendencies, characteristics, capabilities, or what not, onght
to be strictly equal politically; and everybody with common sense
knoyws that, political equality having once perfect recognition and
practice, social equality must in a measure follow. But that is
not all; the head 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 Mississippi. One moment until I finish that
for fear somebody may misunderstand me. Mr. Roosevelt as an
individual has 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 you 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 believe 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 South, that never, in their
opinion, mounted to the highest rank of civilization and seized
hold. in its full measure. of the everlasting truth of the *‘ equality
between featherless bipeds.”

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman—

The CHATRMAN. Does the gentleman from Mississippi yield
to the gentleman from Kansas?

Mr. 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 ﬁid
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
yotes. Now, it is true, and perfectly true, that while I might in-
vite the gentleman from Kansas tomy table because he issocially
my equal in every respect, there might be another man politically
the statutory equal of both of us whom Iwould notinvite. 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 guestion that we are discussing, becanse this is not a question
where because of goli!ical equality I have assumed that the Pres-
ident of the United States had recognized social equality. Itisa
case where all the world knows he recognized and emphasized
social equality in and of itself. Noram I quarreling with him as
Mr. Roosevelt, as an individual, nor have I quarreled 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 conld bear an official stamp be-
fore he ever did it.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mississippi
has expired.

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.

Mr. 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 Ea 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 farasI
could. Now, I want to ask the gentleman a question. Why was
ft, 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. w]g was it that he charged ex-President Cleveland, as
a fault, with the fact that he was supposed to bave 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 toit 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
lt;:nuég I made no imputation of fault against ex-President Cleve-

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. All right; I am glad to hear
that, because I thought the gentleman lmg a sharp stick and was
after my very dear and much-adored old friend Grover Cleve-
land. [Launghter.] It looked to me so at that time.

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is rather amusing than se-
rious, in some respects. It 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: You 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 Cﬁm aman as postmaster npon the
Pacific slope if that gg.m&ma n were as able and well capable of
attending to the duties of the office as Li Hung Chang himself;
and there are hundreds of them—matural-born citizens of the
United States. And why? Simply because he was a Chinaman.
Simply becanse the white people of the Pacific slope do not 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
hél‘ni;xelf: and yet he would not appoint him; he never wonld 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. 3

Now, this is not a question of instinct or prejudice. Itisnota
question of instinect, because little children do not realize it. It
is not a question of prejudice, because, until yon have thrown two
races, the white race and another race, into juxtaposition 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 investigate the
race question at all, then this feeling arises. How, then. does it
come about if it is neither a prejudice—that is,a prejudgment—
nor an instinet born in you? It comes about as reason. or a con-
clusion after experience. It comes about because race traits and
contingencies, moral aptitude. 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:

EMERGENCY FUND.

To be expended only in case of emergency, such as riot, pestilence, public
insanitary wnd!ﬁmymhm1m or fire, and of like character, and in
all cases of emergency not oth sufficiently provided for, $8,000: Provided,
That in the pur&ofalluﬁclespmﬂded 'or in this act no more than the
market price shall be paid for any such articles, and all bids for any of spch
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. Scort] 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.

Mr. McCLEARY 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, Mzy. Chairman, Irise toa 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 paragragh begins all debate
must bcegertinenl: to the preceding paragraph.

Mr, COCHRAN, Buthow can the gentleman arrive at the con-
clusion that my remarks would not be pertinent. I have not
stated what I was going to speak abouf.

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.
mehe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will resume the reading of the

The Clerk read as follows:

CHARITIES AND CORRECTIONS.
e ot el B ey S0 ek, 00 or i RO
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
g0 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. g

1. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will state that in the para-
graph referred to there is one additional inspector provided for
at 8720 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 if, and I am glad to answer if.

These inspectors are for this purpose: This capital city becomes
the rendezvous of many people from the several States who are in
trouble. Sometimes they come here hoping that their Congess—
man will be able to help them. Some of them fall sick, me,
brooding over theirtroubles, becomeinsane. And =o they get into
the hospitals or into the almshouses or into the insane asylums.
Their support is, of course, not a proper charge on this District.
We have for several years been endeavoring to limit these im-
proper charges upon this Disirict. 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 of this city, apply
for help from the public funds who onght not to have it. 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

uired. Hence the increase inquired about,

m%{r. COCHRAN. Germane to this discnssionis the question as
to the manner in which these places are confinnally 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 emp%%yed,and
not one will fail totell yon, if he makes answer at all, ** We would
like to get rid of mang 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 doit.
If weshould 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
henchmentaI}d d ndent: fof t ;tates;nen, who regard the
securement of employment for these dependents as getting some-
thing for their districts. g

There is not a Department in this Government where the offi-
cials in charge would not gladly weed ount 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. e 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 npon padding the
pay rolls, for by so doing they do not spend 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, 3
1 i Tour i (]
&@gﬁgg 3?)5])} afch; = sﬁfﬁo xf.tn each; traveling expenses, $400; g’g

Mg. 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. 1did not think then that anything would come
of it. Ihave a little more hope now, becanse 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. Iam 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 it, and
not responsible to the public opinion of the community where
these institutions are located; but, Mr. Chairman, there is pro-
vided for in this bill charity after charity for which we appropri-
ate from one thousand to fifty thousand dollars. Now, these
aﬁvpropriations 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

one.!?

They raise a few thousand dollars 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 ceases, 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, ma 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, an(f with a total fund of $10,000, $4,000
of it is spent for salaries. 'We call that a charitable appropri-
ation. e have here institution after institution for which we
make appropriations of $3,000 or $4,000, and the good people be-
hind it, the trustees who are managing it, raise $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 say, the great difficulty in charitable work is the con-
tinued desire on the part of the individual to start a new 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, soas to give the Commissioners the
control of this public money, we would arouse the greatest opposition.

Iwonld like, Mr. Chairman, if this sentence only could be heard.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has just expired.

Mr, COWHERD. I askunanimous consent tohave five minutes
more.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Ihope that will be granted.

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, 1
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 Commnissioner
says:

If we did it, we would arouse the tion, for the reason that

reatest
such action would legislate out of ogloe several secretaries and di: bu.min%
clerks in these varions institutions, all of whom are deriving salaries out o

the public money.

Mr. Chairman, it is bad enough to provide for clerks nnneeded
in any of the Departments of the Government and take the peo-
ple’s money to pay for it; but itis doubly and damnably bad that
we do it under the guise of a charitableappropriation. [General
applause.] I had no idea of proposing any suggestion to this
EPouse 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.

My friend from Missouri 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

ractically over $20,000 and approaching nearly $25,000 in this

ill. 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 usunally require a doubleamount
of clerical work with 111:13' 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. p J

Now, Mr. Chairnman, I want to call especial attention to a few
of these items of appropriation— :

Mr. 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 criticising 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 District 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 yon
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

e charge of this, as you could have done in your bill.

Mr., COWHERD. But, Mr. Chairman, that board has not the
right to create a single solitary office. The gentleman was right
when he said it was the business of the District Committee to
create officers, and that committee limited the expense to $2,400,
hut the committee of which the distinguished gentleman from
Inldia.na. is the chairman has brought in a bill carrying $10,000 in
Balaries.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am sure the gentleman de-
gires to be right.

Mr. COWHERD. Certainly.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. This 32,400 is for agents only,
and that is precisely the sum carried in the bill now for that pur-
pose,

Mr. COWHERD. Here is for administration—

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. You can not administer with
agents alone. The gentleman knows that.

Mr. COWHERD. My understanding when that board was
creatgd was that the only salaried officials were to be the two
agents,

Mr. HEMENWAY, Alr. Chairman, will the gentleman per-
mit me? Does the gentleman suggest that the business of this
board ‘can be carried on withont any officers except merely the
two agents?

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will answer that I do not
know, but I believe it can be carried 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 panperism in the State,
and the business has been effectively and diligently conducted by
one general agent and two clerks and two traveling assistants for
the entire State, and the entire expense of that is 86,500,

Mr. HEMENWAY. We have asimilar board in Indiana. 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.

; T]ie CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield
arther?

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
the 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 eriticising is
the entire system of the Government of the United States goin
into partnership with all these private charities in the District o
Columbia, not only to ths great detriment of the Treasury 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, that moment you take away all the incentive on tEe parf
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 almshouse as other cities do,
and onght 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 individnal
charity 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 cases.

The CHATRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Missouri
has expired.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr, Chairman, the most of my time was
taken up by other gentlemen, and I am going to ask the House to
indulge me once more with five minutes.

The CHATRMAN, The gentleman from Missonri 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 Bgears $750,000 to aid private charities in building hospitals
and additions to them. I say *‘ private'® becanse the gronundsare
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 Commissioners, 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 Ivcmr attention to the extravagances of this
system of having half a dozen or a dozen men, excellent people of
the District, but people interested in other matters, acting as trus-
tees 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 230 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 yon suppose for a moment if that was
either under private control, where they had to raise the fands
out of their pockets, or under Government control, where thera
would 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 $17.900. They have got in that school, as I remember it,
an average of seventy girls. Two hundred and fifty dollars per
year for every one of them.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Whatschoolisthe gentleman referring to?

Mr. COWHERD. The Reform School for Girls. I think there
are abont seventy girls, two or three of them white and the rest
colored girls, who have been committed, I suppose, for some
minor criminal offense. Yon have got fourteen employees to
take care of them. I admit that schools have got to have teach-
ers, of course. 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 tanght that sort of a thing,
go that when they come out they can go to work for yon or for me?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I would like to ask the gentleman if he
re.ers to the reform school where they are committed for crime?

Mr. COWHERD. Yes.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman from Missouri does not
undertake to say that a school of that kind can be controlled with
the same number of employees as a school of good boys?

~ Mr. COWHERD. Certainly not.

Mr. HEMENWAY. You have got to have guards and all the
surroundings of a prison.

Jir. COWHERD. Oh, no; the modern reform school is not sur-
rounded with guards like a prison; exactly the contrary system is
the modern system.

Mr. HEMENWAY. One moment; they do not put them in
ceuls, and that requires more employees to take care of them for
that reason.

Mr. COWHERD. I admit that, but I ask the gentleman if he
does not believe that forty employees there is excessive?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I believe thatin all the departments of the
Government, almost, we have more employees than are necessary.
But what are yon going to do when they come down here and say
they can not conduct the institution in a suitable manner unless
they have them? You 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. e gentleman's committee suggested
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 Mis-
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-

ired.

> Mr. COWHERD. Permit me, Mr. Chairman, to say in conclu-
gion again that I am not criticising the committee so much as I
am criticising the system. ¢

Mr. HEMENWAY. Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimouns consent
that the gentleman may be permitted to continue.

Mr, CO RD. Oh,no: Ithankthe 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 confession 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,

Mr. CO RD. 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]
gays 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, &EMENWAY. The reform school for girls has not.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota., The reform school for boys
is an old institution, but the reform school for girls is one recently
created by the gentleman's committee.

Mr. COWHERD. Did that committee provide for any salary
list in that school? Does not the growth of that list 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 teachers 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 t{at
was necessary was a board of management until the school itself
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. MCCLEARI;’ of Minnesota. Hasthe gentleman any knowl-
edge of anyone employed there who should not be employed?

Mr. COWHERD. , 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 general infor-
xtl];ation to draw an inference that there are too many employees

ere.

Mr. 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 fo visit all of these institutions and spend
his vacations in the city of Washington personally examining
these things. or where would he look for information?

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I will say very frankly—I
said before that I did not want to criticise the gentleman's com-
mittee—but if that committee relies in toto npon recommenda-
tions of these boards of management of these charitable institn-
tions, or the Commissioners of the District either, and makes
appropriations entirely upon their recommendation withount fur-

er investigation, fhen that committee is subject to criticism
and I would criticise it.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 'Well, Mr. Chairman, the gen-
tleman has stated a Surely hypothetical case, because he knows
that the committee does not do any such thing. Bat it must get
its first information from them. 1t then uses its judgment as to
whether the recommendations are well founded.

But that is not what I started out to say. The gentleman has
touched a great question when he brings up the question of em-

loying public money for the support of institutions that are

rgely private in character, and the gentleman is 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 gentlemanwill readily understand;
difficulties which arise out of the fact that these institutions are,
many of them, of long st;mdjng.

They are reputable and useful, and they have their friends in
Congress in both Houses. We must be surg we are right before
we cango ahead. At present we are simply marking time. We
have that sub ect unger consideration, and b fore much more
time has passed we will reach a conclusion. My judgment 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. Chairman, 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 m¥
colleague from Missouri [Mr. COwHERD) on this budget, but |
want to correct just here a wrong impression of his. He takes this
Committee of the Whole into his oongdance and givesit 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, o they may take
charge of all of them and have the control of them themselves
in other institutions now in theircharge. That isthecold-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. Mi colleague is mistaken
when he thinks we do everything that the board of charities or
even the Board of Commissioners snggests. 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
§3.000,000 less except for the necessities of the situation.

As has been stated by my colleagune on the committee, the gen-
tleman from Minnegota, 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 m.
If somebody on this committee does not make some statement in
defense of the committee we are chargeable with the animadver-
gions that may come from any gentleman on the floor.

Take for instance the board of charities created by act of Con-
gress. 1 do not knowﬂaps my colleagnes 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 wascreated. Theycome be-
fore the District Appropriation Committee with their recom-
mendations. They make statements presumably correct as they
understand the facts, and as far as we are convinced we follow
their suggestions. We examine and cross-examine them, some-
times to 519 int of being disagreeable. After they are gone we
exercise our best judgment and keep the appropriations down as
low as we think we ﬁe do without being criticised for parsi-
mony.

I az;'n sure in my own mind, though I have notf 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. ButI
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—

Mr. COWHERD. If the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN]
will permit, I wonld like a moment just now to answer the re-
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 m‘ﬁcu]nrl 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. PENTON. Isounderstood; I thought I stated that tomy
colieague.

Hr.ggOWHERD. 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 npon those estimates. I do not believe they should take
the estimates of these boards of trustees, none of whom are public
ofiicials, and rely 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 ht to strike out
the snrplus 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 enticism?

Let us see what are the facts: Here is the National Association
for the Relief of Destitute Colored Women and Children. The
come here to the Committee on the District of Columbia and as
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; &ey simply 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 youn 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.

Hereis the Newsboys and Children’s Aid 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 salaries rather than for chari-
ties? And so on all down the list. The Committeson the Dis-
trict of Columbia simply provides the machinery. It does not
grovida the appropriations, and as to these private institutions it

oes 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 public funds.

Now, as to the Board of Children’'s Guardiansand the Board of
Charities, I have explained, and they are very well understood.
They were provided, and the machinery by which they operate
was provided, and we limit as far as we can in our commitiee 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 as 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 District of Columbia,” following the subheads of this first
general head *‘ Charities and corrections,” there are appropria-
tions aggregating $869,000 for charities and corrections in the Dis-
trict 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. lpthink 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, $369,000 for charities
and correctionsin a city of a littlemore than 250,000 people. That
is more than eqnal 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 as
compared with expenses of similar character in some of the .
States—in one, at least—this sum seems to be enormons. In the
State of Iowa, for example, for purposes of this character the
appropriations are about 50 cents per head. The appropriation
to carry on allof the great institutions—three penitentiaries, four
hospitals for the insane, and all of the eleemosynary institutions
ogaiie State of JTowa—amount to little more than $1,000,000 for a

ulation 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 very 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 condnct of these establishments have an
interest in securing the largest appropriation. Why, you see it
in the Book of Estimates. t 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 instance the gentleman who has charge of a bill suggests to
the House with some measure of proper pride, ‘*“ We have cut
gown the estimate so many thousand dollars or so many million

ollars.”

Mr, HEMENWAY. Mr. Chairman——

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

Mr. HEPBURN. Yes.

Mr. HEMENWAY, That is true in this instance.

. Mr. HEPBURN. I have no doubt about it. I am not eriticis-
ing the committee. I have not a particle of doubt that they have
done the very best they counld 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 tosay 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 crificising
them, but I am trying to sa{lsomethiniothntwﬂl find a lodgment
in the mind of some man who knows how to suggest the proper
remedy. There ought to be a remedy. Three 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
thres 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-
gosed by this bill for the government of the District of Columbia.

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
beantifying the American capital. I believe it is the consensus
of public opinion throughont the couniry that we ought to have
the finest capital city in the world; and whenever an approE'ia-
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 carried 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

e it; or, worse, that the utter recklessness of place hunters

s fastened on the public in the administration of the Govern-
ment in all its departments an army of sinecures. _

1 live in a State of near 4,000,000 people. It isa rich State, with
a penitentiary, a reform school for girfa, 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-
gane, asylume 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 carried in this bill for one year’'s expense in the District of
Columbia is two and one-half times as much as the grossexpense
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

ublic buildings. It is also true that at every session of the legis-
Pature of Missouri we make :Eprogx‘;iatiom for public 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 figares by me. I
will venture the assertion that you can not find on the face of the
earth a city where the of municipal administration are
in any way to be com 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 mafter. We are sitting here to-day as a board of aldermen
pure and simple. As individuals we have no private interests at
stake; therefore no selfish motive actuates us. We are in a posi-
tion to enact laws for the government of the city of Washington
untrammeled by considerations which probably embarrass city
governments generally. ‘We certainlyshould beable to safeguard
the public against a waste of public money and establish a system
which will give the taxpayers something for the dollars they
expend,

x’li)‘ehe gentleman from Minnesota tellsus the committee has done
its best; that it has endeavored to go to the bottom of all ques-
tions involved; and yet the result is a bill where out of 89,000 ap-
propriated for a private eleemosynary institution $3.500 of the
appropriation is devoted to payment of the salaries of those in
charge of the expenditure of the money. Think of it! Out of
receipts of only $9,000 or $10,000 for charity all told, nearly

,000—40 per cent of it—is devoted to paying the men who expend
it! Now, I believe that here we find the key to the whole situa-
tion.

I recollect that during the Spanish-American war & report was
put in circulation to the effect that an attempt had been made
to dynamite some of the public buildings. e 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. Everyons con-
nected with the government of the city of Washington tells us
that the city can not goaaibly get on without them—that they are
absolutely indispensable. Everybody knows that an unexpected
emergency caused the increase in the police force. The emer-

ey soon disappeared, but the policemen called into service by
f::m still on the pay roll. :

Mr. Chairman, when, how, and where are we going to com-
mence pruning these rank growths? Are we to go on obeying
the superin ts, secretaries, assistants, and typewriters, who,
we are told, wonld bitterly resent any effort to di ss them
of the places? Is it not true that these typewriters, clerks, and
employees have powerful friends at court, who stand in the wa
of reform, and who, were we to undertake a house cleaning, wo
surround the heads of the department, each demanding to know
why his rea:?]]ivointee was let out, why was my constitnent discharged?
_ The t 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 officials
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 o correct it. The Ap-
propriation Committee alone can do it. 'We should make appro-

riation ample for carrying on the business of these various pub-

ic 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. [Applanse.]

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
Eank;tm the gentlemen who have given us the benefit of this

ought.

Several references have been made, however, to the expenses of
State governments as compared with those of the District of Ca
lumbia. Of counrse gentlemen, when they stop to think of this,
will recollect that this entity we are appropriating for is unigne
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 proggae to go over the whole subject. I will
simply say that the Committee on Appropriations, the subcom-
mittee having charge of this bill, cut fown the estimates which
were submitted to them something like §3.000,000. We tried to
do that cutting down prudently and 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 opportunity for sav-
ing_:.-he public money without doing harm we used that oppor-
tunity.

In the case of the board of charities 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 figures: The estimates of the board amonnted to §1,265,788.
The appropriations recommended in this bill amount to §785,063.
It seems to me that is cutting pretty close in proportion to the
whole amount estimated. In order to determine what ought to
be reached 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 chari-
ties of the District were costing a great deal of money—costing
an unusual and apparently unnecessaril ﬁln.rge sum of money.
If 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 Hounse, under the leader-
ship of the committee of which my friend from Missouri (DMI.-;
COWHERD] is a distingnished member, the Committee on the Dis-
trict of Columbia provided for what is known as the “ Board of
Charities.”” This d was to take into consideration this whole
question of the charities of the District.

Let ns see who constitute the personnel of that board. I find
the list here in the report: George W. Cook, a professor in How-
ard University, a colored gentleman. but a very distinguished
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

n, president of the Washington Loan and Trust Company,
and 8. W. Woodward, the head of the firm of Woodward & Lo-
throp. It wounld be very hard. if not impossible to secure a board
of higher character or greate;egrofessional and business ability.

These gentlemen have devoted a great deal of time and a great
deal of intelligent thought to the dnties that lay before them, fot
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 Misx
souri [Mr. Cownerp] and my other friend from Missouri [Mr.
CocuraN], whom I regard as a friend, notwithstanding the littls
spat we had a little earlier this morning. Mr. Chairman, those

-
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gentlemen whose names I have given to you are amon%he most
able and public-spirited citizens of this community. ey have
spent, as I say, weeks of time, every hour of which had a mone
value to them, in this public service. They impressed us witg
theirsincerity and their desire to put these charities upon a proper
basis. It is due to these gentlemen that we say we did not deem
the time ripe to follow out in full the recommendations which
they made. Their recommendations look toward the gradual
elimination of all appropriations for these institutions that are
private in character and which are now supported in large part at
public expense. :

To this general proposition the committee feelsstrongly disposed;
but this House is not committed to it. We have several times
made experiments. Last year we recommended some reductions,
but the House promptly restored the usual amounts. We do not
want to cut off any of them with harsh precipitancy, because that
would be like rooting up the tree. But we want to give the vari-
ousinstitutions fair warning and fair opportunity to getout gradu-
ally from Government aid and acquire the help of individuals.
If we should cut out their appropriations wantonly we might de-
stroy good work, and no one wants that done.

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

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly.

Mr. LIND. To what extent do your public institutions do the
same kind of work that is done by the private eleemosynary insti-
tutions now? Pretty generally?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The charities of the District
are largely of the kind I have described, private institutions that
have grown up and gradually got more and more of public help.

Mr. LIND. To what extent have youn inaugurated public in-
stitutions to do the same kind of work?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. To a very small extent.

Mr. LIND. I notice that the bill carries an appropriation of
$100,000 for an almshouse.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is wholly public.

Mr. LIND. Is that new?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. It is to enlarge the present
almshouse.

Mr. LIND. Could not that almshouse do a great deal of the
work here that is committed to private care?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The almshouse is now in very
limited quarters in close conjunction to the jail. With this ap-
propriation which the gentleman refers to we propose to con-
struct a new almshouse in a healthful gla.ce in the country, down

lexandria, within the District, bought for the purpose a

near A
ghort time ago. X

We are simply marking time on this problem until we ourselves
can get full information on the matter, to the end that we ma
not do wrong in our effort todoright. 'We hope tomove forwarg
within the next few years along the general lines suggested by
the gentleman from Missouri.

And, Mr. Chairman, we hope that when we do move forward
we shall have the support of this House, even if we touch upon
something that some Member believesought not to be touched at
the time.

Mr. LIND. Mr. Chairman, I want to submit one observation
in answer to what the gentleman has gaid. He suggested that
the management of State institutions afforded no guide in the
matter of appropriations for the District of Columbia. I can not
conceive that to be possible. I can not understand why the ad-
ministration of bureaus of like character, like the insurance com-
missioner’s, should cost any more here than in the State of Minne-
sota. The gentlemhan from Minnesota [Mr. McCLEARY] said a
few moments ago that this is in part a State administration and
in part a municipal administration. Granting that, let me call
the gentleman’s attention to this fact: The entire cost of the State
administration of the State of Minnesota,\with its nearly 2,000,000
people, the State university with a student body of 4,000, and a

t number of normal schools, is, in round numbers, only

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman allow me

a question?
r. LIND. Certainly.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does that $7,000,000 include
the local institutions—the schools in the various communities?

Mr. LIND. It includes all the State schools, normal schools,
and schools for defectives, and in addition we are building a
magrificent State capitol. I may give another illustration of
city government—the city of Minneapolis,in which I reside,
which is very nearly as large as the city of Washington——

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Oh, Mr. Chairman, not even
the pride of a Minneapolitan can make that true. [Laughter.]

Mr. LIND. Well,if the gentleman takes exception, I will sug-
gest facts that will put my comparison beyond criticism. I say
very nearly as large, and we have not been accused of economy
of late, In fact,it has been the common complaint of our citi-

zens that our administration has been extravagant, and we have
spent in round numbers only $3,800,000.

Now, take the city of St. Paul, and my colleague will conceda
that Minneapolis and St. Paul together are vastly greater and do
an immensely larger business than the city of Washington, that
they have greater interests every way, and the municipal expense

£ t{ze city of St. Paul is less than $2,700,000.
Mr. BURKETT. Will the gentleman allow me?

Mr. LIND. If the gentleman will wait until I conclude. So
that the expense of the administration of the city of Washington
is greater than that of the entire State of Minnesota with its capi-
tal city added. The gentleman asked me whether the statement
I made a moment ago included the expense of the schools through-
ont the State. The entire amount collected in the State of Min-
nesota for all p ses—schools and municipal government and
expenditures of all kinds—is only $18,000,000.

This is in excess of the average in the States. For the adminis-
tration of all of the affairs of the great State of Minnesota—State,
municipal, educational, and township—we expend less than $18,-
000,000, and here we are appropriating almost $11,000,000 for the
city of Washington. Now, I say that under those circumstances
it does not—

Mr. HEMENWAY, Mr, Chairman, right here will the gentle-
man yield a moment?

Mr. LIND. Yes.

Mr. HEMENWAY. He does not want to be unfair, Im his
figures he does not inclnde the amount of money expended by the
local townships for charities, does he?

Mr. LIND. Ido.

Mr. HEMENWAY. In the counties for charities?

Mr. LIND. Ido.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Does the gentleman say that $18,000,000
is the total amount of taxes collected for township, county, State,
and city purposes in the State of Minnesota?

Mr, lgl'D In the State of Minnesota; ves.

Mr. BURKETT. Inthe municipal estimate the gentleman does
not; include the cost of paving?

Mr. LIND. Ido.

Mr. BURKETT. That is done by a separate estimate charged
against the property, is it not?

Mr, LIND. Yes; itisin ameasure. But let me say in that con-
nection—

Mr. BURKETT. They do not build their sidewalks there out
of city funds?

Mr. LIND. They do not here; they do not pretend to; but let
me call the attention of the gentleman to what your committee
has done. Yon appropriate some $12,000 for the administration
of a sidewalk fund of $160,000.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, LIND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimouns consent for five
minutes more. It does not take an expert to know that it is
ridiculous on its face to appropriate $12,000 for the administration
of a fund of $160,000.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the time of the gentleman may be extended for five minutes.

The CH.A]RM?AB. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani-
mous consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended
five minutes., Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr, LIND. Now, when you appropriate $2,500 for a superin-
tendent of street sweepers and give him, say, eighteen or twenty
assistants—that may be more than thebill shows, but it is a large
number—and salaries running from twelve to fifteen hundred dol-
lars, I think I am justified in saying that the committee is some-
what extravagant, and that would appear so to a man who has
only had experience in Minneapolis, or St. Paul, or Chicago, or
anﬁ other city, I venture to say,

ow can you justify paying the principal of a school, a college
graduate, only $1,500—and that is in harmony with the salaries
of teachers all over the country—and then appropriate in the
same bill and pay the superintendent of street sweepers §2.500?
How can you justify paying the teacher who teaches your children
and my children only $720 and pay an assistant superintendent
of street sweepers $1,600? I would like to have these anomalies
reconciled. I say under these circumstances that the members
of the committee onght to be willing to hear a little comment
and possibly a little criticism on this bill.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, the gentlemen
of the committee are not only willing but anxious to hear all the
criticism that is directed toward the public good, and so far as
this criticism ministers to the public good the committee will lis-
ten toit and heed it and try to act upon it the next timeit handles
a bill. That is the disposition of the committee, and gentlemen
generally ought not to misunderstand it.

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 82,000, one clerk at 1,200, one clerk at §1,000, and
a messenger at $600—in all, $4,800, Just think of that, for look-
ing affer the liquor licenses in thiscity! Itisabsurd. Then take
your office for collecting the personal-property taxhere. We have
appropriated for a collector $4,000, a deputy collector $1,800, and
80 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 np 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. New York Cityisin a 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 youn 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 cigy is spending.

The CHAIR. . The time of the gentleman from Minnesota
[Mr. Lixp] has expired.

Mr, McCLEARY of Minnesota. I should like to ask my col-
league just one more question, and then I will yield to him 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
an co::nﬁ%ri.son to the expense of such collection in this city?

1. LIND. I do mean tosay 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-
Ier's office of any city in our State—an office which I judge is
substantially the same as your 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.
Lixp] 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. Iplmderstand 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
}f;}r these disﬁ;irent ;temssa OO%f eﬁendilt;"u:e. Th?lgentleman comes

ere upon a salary of §5,000. o not suppose he speculates u
it. Yet if he conld have $5,000 in thei::ity of Minneapolis 3:1;
member of the State legislature of Minnesota, it wonld be a mag-
nificent salary, and he counld 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 here 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.

l%-. LIND. We have 40 miles of parks in the city of Minne-
apolis.

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 anthorized 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 as 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 Colnmbia-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 these distinguished gen-
tlemen, George W. Cook, Charles C. Neill. Simon Wolf, John Joy
Edson, 8. 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 Uniteg& States paying
the other half by way of a tax upon our great public buildings
?;re. F{gure thisout and see if you can not save some money for

e 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
gentleman from Missouri [ Mr, COWHERD], who helped inaugurate
this legislation, comes in 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 CHATRMAN. 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 gomiatg do about it?** The Committee
on the District of Columbia 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 a ve the report of the board of charities on the

uestion of the Government ceasing to go into partnership with
these charities.

Mr. HEMENWAY. But the gentleman says we are spendin
large sums of money to carry into effect their work. The
of charities 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 shounld 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 fact 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 app;opriated 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-

V
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priations had stricken from this bill this item some Member
would not have got up on this floor to move to put it back so
quickly that you could not have had timeto think about it? And
nearly every Member would have been scrambling to his feet to
vote to put it back. Take any one of these items, and let the
Committee on Appropriations strike it out, as they have tried to
do in the past, and see how guickly the Members of this House
would get to their feet to vote to put each item back in again.
‘Why, 1 see sitting all around me Members who, if yon touch any
one of these little items here, will rally their friends around them
and put them back into this bill so quickly you would hardly
kmow what had happened, if the Committee on Appropriations
undertook to strike them out.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman——

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to
his colleague?

Mr. HEMENWAY. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I think instead of
retarding reform it is the duty of the gentleman to promote it.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman will please put his ques-
}:ion,- if he lﬁas.one. I have only five minutes, and I can not yield

or a ecn.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The House has courteously ex-
tended the gentleman’s time and I will get my own time. How
does the gentleman explain the fact that it costs for the support
of an immate of an eleemosynary institution in the city of Wash-
ington one-half more than it costs in the State of Indiana? And
that is the system that the gentleman is defending.

Mr. HEMENWAY. How can the gentleman explain that it
costs iwice as much for him to board in a hotél in Washington as
it would to board in a hotel in Fort Wayne?
thlg{r. ROBINSON of Indiana. There is a difference entively in

t.
Mr. HEMENWAY. There is absolutely no difference in the
rinciple. I did not yield fo the gentleman to make a speech.
Eow does he explain that he pays at his hotel more than twice as
much for his living as he would at Fort Wayne, Ind?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. That would have no application.

My. HEMENWAY. It necessarily costs more here, and the
Committee on Appropriations can not regulate the cost; and
it is therefore for this board to regulate the cost. And the dis-
tinguished gentlemen I have mentioned as being in charge of this
board of charifies do that.

The Committee on Appropriations cut down their recommen-
dations until they insist that it would nof be possible to properly
take care of the charities of the District of Columbia. Theycome
back and say, ** You are putting the knife in here so deep that peo-
ple are going to sufferin this District; that people are going to go
without coal or without food when they wantit, because the Com-
mittee on Appropriations is cutting down our estimates.”” Yet
we have the criticism, and what does it amount to? The gentle-
men who eriticise do not get up and move to reduce these appro-
priations. They do not want totake the responsibility that some
one who deserves charity ghall not get it.

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

Mr. HEMENWAY. Iam glad to do so.

Mr. LIND. For one whoisnot on the committee it is not prac-
ticable to move amendments. But, for instance, take this pro-
vision on page 7,lines 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7, where you appropriate
§6.008 for the sealer of weights and measures,

Mr. HEMENWAY, Yes.

Mr. LIND. 1t is ridiculous on its face.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Doesthe gentleman know what his duties
are?

Mr. LIND. Yes.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has not investigated to
lear?h what the sealer of weights and measures does, or he can not
say that.

i[r. LIND. Iknow what they do elsewhere.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Butthe gentleman does not know what
they do here. Now, let me ask the gentleman a question,

Mr. LIND. Yes.

-'I‘lée CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex-
ed.
lm‘Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask for five minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks that his
time may be extended for five minutes. Is there objection.
[Aftera pause. The Chair hears none.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Thegentleman from Indianaand the gen-
tleman from Minnesota and other persons have criticised the
appropriations for charities?

Mr, LIND. 1 have not.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The gentleman has compared the appro-
priation here with the statement of what is done in his own State.

Mr Now, Mr. Chairman, I criticised no portion of this

apprépriatio;l for the schools nor charities, under the circum-

stances. I agree with the gentleman from Missouri and the
chairman of the subcommittee that it is a proper subject for

reform.

Mr. HEMENWAY. And the gentleman comparesthe expendi-
tures here with those of his own State, and by that very compari-
son indicates that extravagant appropriations are made. Now,I
want to ask him this question.

Mr. LIND. Well.

Mr. HEMENWAY. The board of charities, composed of these
distinguished gentlemen whose names I have given, recommend
to the Committee on Appropriations that we appropriate $1,265,000,
in round figures, for charities. The Committee on Appropriations
only appropriates $785,000 for charities, or nearly 500,000 less
than their recommendation. Now, these gentlemen say, * Your
cutwill result in somebody suffering.”’ Now, will the gentleman
suggest that we cut the appropriation?

Mr. LIND. Notatall. Thegentleman entirely misapprehended
my remarks. These things T 'would not cut; but it was on the ad-
ministrative features, where you have too many officers drawing
extravagant dalaries; it is that portion that I wounld get at.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Which one of the salaries?

Mr. LIND. I have not studied them in detail.

Mr. HEMENWAY. That isit, Mr, Chairman,

Ar. LIND. I will mention some.

Mr. HEMENWAY. When we get back to the details of the
question they never answer.

Mr. LIND. I will answer.

Mr. HEMENWAY, Theymake comparisonswith the expendi-
tures for the charities of their States and expenditures for chari-
ties of the District of Columbia, and when we get back to the
merits of the question, and say, * Will you take the responsibility
of ma]d!;itheappmprmhan and cutting the appropriation as you
think it should be?”’ they say *‘ No.”” Yet the criticism comes by
way of comparisen.

Mr. LIND. Now, I want to ask the gentlemana question, if
he will yield to me.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Certainly.

Mr. LIND. Here you appropriate $1,600 for superintendent of
electric work. He is probably a college man, a man of scientific
attainment. Do you think that is too much?

Mr. HEMENWAY, 1 think not.

Mr. LIND. Do you think it is enongh?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I do mot know whether it is or not. I
shonld think it is.

Mr. LIND. I shonld think it is.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Isitnota good service?

Mr. LIND. Yes. Now, how can you justify an appropriation
of a like amount of salary to the assistant superintendent of street
sweepers?

Mr. HEMENWAY. Well,the gentleman hangsonto the street-
sweeping business as if it were honey.

Mr. LIND. No.

Mr. HEMENWAY, The city of Washington boasts that it has
the cleanest streets—

Mr. LIND. A gentleman here suggests that it is * pie,” not
e hon& .M

Mr. &EMENWAY. ‘Well, he hangs onto it as if it were honey
on buckwheat cakes. )

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Will the gentleman permit
me? The to which the gentleman from Minnesota refers
was fixed in a Democratic Administration, and we have simply
repeated it.

Mr., LIND. Does that justify it?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donot say it is justified on that ground.
In reply to the criticism the gentleman has made, which I think
is made purely to go to the publie, I will state that this salary has
not only run for years, but the duties of the superintendent of
street sweeping is not such an insignificant duty.

Mr. LIND. No; this is the assistant.

Mr. HEMENWAY. He isthe manin charge of a wholelot of
men. He is a man who must have the ability to see that these
men perform their work and perform it properly and keep the
streets in good order. Now, you can not find that kind of a man
for less than $1.500 a year.

Mr. LIND. You give him $2,500.

Mr. HEMENWAY. No; that is the salary of the chief.

Mr. LIND. Yes. :

Mr. HEMENWAY, Does thegentleman think that a laboring
nian who is competent to superintend a gang of street sweepers,
covering a large section of territory, is too well paid when he gets
$1,500 a year?

Mr. LIND. No; but very few of them get it.

. Mr. HEMENWAY. Isthe gentleman complaining that labor

is bemﬁttoo well paid?
Mr. LIND. Labor is not getting too much; that is the misfor-
tune; it is the superintendents here who are getting too much.
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Mr. HEMENWAY. What is the gentleman’s criticism, then,
if labor is not too well paid? Does the gentleman say that the
superintendent does not have to labor; a man who has to move
around from one crowd of street sweepers toanother. does he not
have to labor?

Mr. LIND. Yes; but any lahorer would be glad to exchange
jobs with him every day in the year, and the laborer is paid $1.50

per day.

-~ Mr. ﬁEMENWAY. Yes; but, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion,
I want to say that I am tired of these gentlemen dealing in gen-
eralities, saying that as compared with the States our charities
here are paid too much, yet when you get down to break sticks
with them and ask them whether or not they are willing to take
the responsibility of making a deeper cut than the Committee
on A?‘propriat.'ions made they say ‘*No.”” Then meet the ques-
tion fairly. If the Committee on Appropriations does not cut this
item enough when they cut off $500,000, be kind enough to say so,
and do not by comparison undertake to state that this committee
has been extravagant in its appropriations.

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a question?

r. HEMENWAY. Yes, if I may have a minuteor two later,
I will yield.

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman believe that his defense
here—dpes the gentleman wish to put the defense for his commit-
tee upon the ground that some Member not familiar with the
items of the bill onght to offer here on the hasty reading of it a
substitute, and that if he does not do that therefore he does not
do his dunty?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I am not offering a defense: I am asking
gentlemen when they attack to say why they attack.

Mr. COWHERD. Does the gentleman not know that no man
except the members on the committee who sat at the hearings and
heard the evidence is prepared to offer a substitute to these items
anfd say just what clerks should be taken off and what should be
left on?

Mr. HEMENWAY. I suggest that any man who does not un-
derstand the question he is discussing ought not to attempt to
criticise,

Mr. COWHERD. But the gentleman admits the justice of the
criticism.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I donotadmitthe justiceof the criticism.

Mr. COWHERD. The gentleman in charge of the bill ad-
mitted it.

Mr. HEMENWAY. I simp}j; say here that gentlemen who
have been trying to criticise these appropriations for charities
have not the courage to stand up and say that the Committee on
Appropriations did not eut deep enough—and possibly too deep—
wgen they cut these estimates.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, I had hoped that
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in his capacity
as watchdog of the Treasury would not be found in this Congress
obstructing reform in the interest of the T , which, he
stated in a former speech, was threatened with a deficit of forty-
two millions; but he complains of crificism not specifying, and
seeks to charge on the Members of this House not on the Appro-

riations Committee the duty incumbent upon the Appropriations
Iéommittee of saving us the very fear that he has already referred
to in the matter of a deficiency. Now, if the gentleman wants a
specific illustration, I will give it to him, and it is with referencs
to the cost of maintaining the insane at the insane asylum of the
District and of the United States, where it cost $§220 per capita—
which will be a surprise to Members on this floor to know—when
in their own States and in my State it costs less than 3150 per
capita, and in the estimate in my State is included improvements
of a minor nature.

Mr. HEMENWAY. Let me ask the gentleman if the cost
which he mentions of $220 per capita has not been materially re-
duced by Republican administration?

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. The gentleman will inject poli-
tics into this nonpartisan question of reform and economy, show-
ing the animus that inspires him in eriticising us for insisting, in
line with his original suggestion that we shonld have the probe
put into the District of Columbia, where he knows the greatest
evils prevail. Has he not read the public press? Will he stand
up in defense of institutions by private parties coming to the pub-
lic Treasury for their support, as they have done this morning,
and say he is oblivious to the recommendation that these should
be cut down? And yet he essays that role as chairman of appro-

riations, charged with economy in the administration of the
vernment. This bill to-day provides for the support of the
department in the District of Columbia that has in one of its
offices a $500 imported rug upon which they wipe their feet when

they enter. J
The gentleman stands up for this system which charges $220

per capita for care of the insane when he knows that the State
charges less that §150 for the same support, and he justifies it on
the ground that the exorbitant hotel rs regard Members of
Con as legitimate prey, and he fails to state that we are in
the city of Washington but six months in the year and must pay
double the price for hotel accommodations. The gentleman from
Indiana says that the Republicans of the State of Indiana have
done something, and that the criticism of the Appropriations Com-
mittee is unjust because some Member not connected with that
committee should do this or that to correct these evils and se-
cure reforms. In face of this declaration of the chairman of the
Ap]i\]ropriations Committee, who stands, like Dame Partington,
with a mop to keep back the ocean, do you expect the Democratic
party to be here, with the chairman of the Appropriations Com-
mittee representing the extra ce and evils, to present meas-
ures to the Republican side of the House? Are we not justified
in relying upon the statement that you are threatened with a
deficit of $42,000,00C? Are we justified in asking the Appro-
priations Committee of the House to perform this duty? No
more fertile field has ever been presented in any portion of our
country than is here offered—this splendid field for reform which
is presented by the District of Columbia—and the gentleman him-
self knows it Therefore our presentation of these matters, as we
go along, in opposition to the gentleman and his colleagues, who
wince under presentation of extravagance, will not be criticised
by the country when we come to find the amount of the appropri-
ations at the end of the session. [Applause.]

Mr. COCHRAN. Mr, Chairman, when the chairman of the
Appropriations Committee attempted to reply to the criticisms
leveled af this bill, he carefully shunned details. The gentle-
man from Minnesota [Mr. Lixp] called his attention to the ap-
%ropriation of $6,000 for the sealer of weights and measures.

id the chairman of the committee discuss it candidly? No. He
turned upon the gentleman from Minnesota and inquired: ** Can

ou tell me what this officer does in the District of Columbia?”’

e did not take us info his confidence and tell us what showing
was made before the Appropriations Committee to warrant this
ontrageous appropriation. ashington is not a great commercial
city. It is a capital city. In point of commerce it is not nearly
as important as cities of a hundred or a hundred and fifty thou-
sand inhabitants elsewhere? What doesthe sealer of weights and
measures do in other cities? He verifies the accuracy of the
weights and measures used in commerce. Does he do anything
else here? If the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations
knows that some extraordinary duty devolves npon him, the sealer
of weights and measures in the capital city, it would afford us
much pleasure for him to rise and state whatthat dutyis. When
my colleague from Missouri directed attention to the employment
of 40 officials at comfortable salaries for taking care of 250 boys
in the Reform School, the gentleman from Minnesota disregarded
the question raised.and scolded critics who complain of such ap-
propriations.

It is not true that in all respects the expenses of the municipal
government in Washington differs in its responsibilities and neces-
gities from municipal governments elsewhere. For instance, the
gentleman from hE'?mesota [Mr. McCLEARY] says that there are
a hundred men in public institutions here who came from the
States of the Union. Why, if he is informed on this subject—
and I doubt not that he is—he knows that this complaint is uni-
versal. All other cities suffer the same misfortune. The subject
has been discussed by economists in the magazines. Inevitably
the unfit drift to the cities. In proportion to the importance of
the commercial city this drift is large or small. e result is
that in cities like St. Louis and Chicago, and even Kansas City,
St. Joseph, St. Paunl, and Minneapolis, in the West, this drift of
the eriminals and degenerates is very large and is constantly in-
creasing. Recently I saw in a newspaper a statement to the ef-
fect that in the c;&y of St. Louis over 70 per cent of the persons
confined in the different eleemosynary and charitable institutions
of that city came from neighboring connt’es and States.

I know that in my own city they drift in npon us from Iowa, a
neighboring State, from Kansas, and from Nebraska, and from
the adjacent counties of my own State. Why, if this great city
escapes with only 100 nonresident inmates of its charitable and
eleemosynary institutions, it is very fortunate, for I will venture
theassertion that a similar showing can not be made by any other
city on the continent. Furthermore, in proportion to the conges-
tion of the population, in proportion to the hard conditions of
human life, in proportion to the insanitary conditions of the peo-
ple's houses, you will find disease, deterioration, and a failure of
self-support prevalent among the weaker classes.

Other cities suffer far more than Washington from these con-
ditions.

Mr. Chairman, it may be said that this is mere cleese paring;
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, isnot a fair appr&?riaﬁon. If solarge asum
were needed for charitable p ses, thereis not a Member on this
floor who would withhold one dollar or one cent essential to the
discharge of all the duties of humanity im 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 Appropriations to justify its
passage.

The CHATRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I think few of the Members of
this House are familiar with these organizations in the city of
‘Washi 1, O izations for the care of the unfortunate people
of this city. e have here a cosmopolitan population. Men
come here from all over the United States. Ihave examined this
g:rt of the bill pretty carefully, and the only fault that I have to

d with the committee is that their appropriations are below
what they ought to be. Now, the gentleman from Indiana [Mr,
RoBmsoN] 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 nnfortunate 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 are 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. Thatis true.
If the Congress of the United States wounld aptpropriate 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 cared for by these institutions. Now,
the proposition is here that the Secretary of War shall be the
custodian of this fund. He makes the contracts with these dif-
ferent institutions to care for these nunfortunates,

Mr. LIND. Did I understand the gentleman to say that there
are 50,000 le in this city receiving charity?

Mr. M O%T. Yes; that is below the amount. They come
from your State; 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 private denominational institutions.

Mr. i ,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 ital. In that institution there is what is
called an alcoholic Over 8,000 men from this city are sent
to that institution to be cared for, and their lives saved from de-
struction by excesses in drink. You 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 fo care for
these people outside of sectarian institutions, thenlet the Congress
of the United States make appropriations for an institution for the
blind, an institution for gamlytics. an institution for infants
thrown out upon the world without any faunlt 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 confributions 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
E:ter. RoBINsoN], who is opposed to these appropriations, and I say

y are not large enoug 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 insti-
tutions could be put, as I have heretofore said, in a pamphlet of
two es, 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 t
State of Illinois, and other States, and he will find that the per-
centage there for taking care of these unfortunates is 84 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, sir.

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. Itis 40per 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. Theasylum for the insane here isan 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 donot belong to this District, but who come here and through
unfortunate circumstances are thrown uﬂm 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 unfomr
tunate people in this District, throngh 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 regorted e it for granted that no hgem-
ber of Congress would want these poor unfortunate people, who
thus become objects of charity, to die absolutely from disease or
destitution. They shonld be cared for with the same benevolent
zgmti} that is shown for the unfortunate in any of the States of

e Union,

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Chairman, the committee having this
matter in charge has very kindly seemed to court gestions,
even though they border on criticism of number asl?famounta
of the appropriations which are proposed in the bill in mrt;ﬂfn‘;s
out a policy of administration in this city which is main
upon an extravagant basis. Now, I wish to call the attention of
the House and the administration of this city to one point. The
gentleman having this bill in charge [Mr. McCLEARY of Minne-
sota] and the chairman of the great Appropriations Committee
[Mr. HEMENWAY] have seen fit to-day and upon a former occa-
sion to speak 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, but
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 inerement is left and exposed right on the very top,
where it can be taken off as readily as it could be taken off from
any smooth, solid surface. All that is required to be done is 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 | M

smooth surface. Youn would expect to find a clean street under
these conditions; but what condition do we find? A half-swept,
bedanbed. and besmeared streetor avenue. This winter we have
had an evidemic here of what is commonly known as “ grip,”
affecting a far greater pro&mcn of the people of Washington
than are affected in any other

ing to the population,so I am told. It has beenattributed, in large
measure, to the imparities of the atmosphere, filled with poison-
ous germs and bacteria cansed by the filth accumulating apon
the streets in a dried, ‘Pulverimd condition, and then beiag scat-
tered abroad in the

and ears and mouths, inoculating the system with millions of
poisonons germs and cansing sickness. we had advanced in
the science, skill, and facilities in cleaning streets here in Wash-
ington as they have in many other places, we wonld 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 itis in use whenever the streets are dry and dusty, sum-
mer or winter, I was rised 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 | 8.

little sprinkling of the streets anyway here, either in summer or
winter. Whatever filth falls, after a little of the thickest of iton
mﬁa scraped off, the rest, which is nsually about one-half, is left
to be ground and
as fine as flour, and then in that condition the wind takes it
and scatters I;. tlll'trough b(llaeaill']m a : of 50 or !Ol]dfaat from
the surface of the ground, polluting and poisoning and breeding
bacteria in its course. In my city of Worcester this car sprinkler
does a great deal toward keeping the surface of the pavement
moistened, but not sloppy. Pennsylvania avenue is one of the
finest avenues in the world, and one of the easiest to be kept re-
tably clean. and if a car sprinkler was run over it at different
times of the day, the dustand filth would be kept down, and then
when night came the streets should be t, not by one of these
little white-winged fellows, but witha steam sweeper, oT a
sweeper to which ho wer is attached, that conld cleanse the
streets between 12 o'clock at night and 8 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 theafternoon the hand
ing conld take place, if this sweeping was thoroughly done in-
stead of half done. We see these men who go about with their
lirtle hobbyhorses in the form of hand sweepers. They take off
only the top surface of some of the filth upon the streets, not get-
ting it all, and spread the remainder over a large surface, where
it is left to dry.

The man passes on with his little cart and scraper, some
of the scrapings, and the rest is left wbeK:.le'eri.zed by the teams
that go over it. [n a little while it is as as flour and is scat-
tered abount in the air, I have no doubt every Member of the
Hounse noticed when he first came here how much more fre-
guently he had to brush his clothes and wash out his ears and
nose than he did at home, because of this pulverized dust in the
atmosphere, Eﬂhich contains bacmru[; a haw%icﬁ im .
ev ing with its poisonous germs. [say thatif the superintend-
en!:rgrftt.he sweeping of the streets in this eity would get out and
see 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 are.and, what is of more vital im ce. contribute largely
to improved health conditions here. you pass from here to the

Department this afternoon and look along on either side
of the street yon will find ample evidence of the truth of state-
ments [ make: yon 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 SENATE.

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hexry of Connecticut
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from
the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk. announced that
the Senate had passed without amendment bills of the following
titles:

H. R. 2204. An act granting an increase of pension to Addison
B. Stone;

H. R:l 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; y

H. R. 1317. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
E. Mclntire;

H. R. 2995. An act granting a pension to Mary Korth;

orm of fine dnst, getting into our nostrils | W

pulverized when it gets dry, so that it is almost | Lak

H. R. 8769. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton

. Casey;
H. R. 4391. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas
Schwemler;

GH(.}OR. 6951. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
. Corr;

H. R. 7486. An act granting an increase of pension to James

city in the whole country, accord- | 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

Thézln.eg:&nmgmnﬁnganinmv‘amofpmdmtohhn
Fgéief:m.hnctgrmﬁngminmofpendmwlmao
F.HM' An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin

'H.B:.lms. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellis T,

H. R. 8284, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel
G. Woods; g

H. R. 2470. An act an increase of to Harriet
- ; granting pension

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

e;
wH. R. 4892, An act granting an increase of pension to Abbie E,
ebster;
&%ER. 9125. An act granting an increase of pension to William
g
H. R. 1287. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus B.

P;
D(E.. R. 4702, An act granting an increase of pension to John T,
H..R: 9710. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

H. R. 10682, An act granting an increase of pension to Marion
Arnold;

FH. R. 1485, An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin

'erguson;

H. R. 877. An act granting a pension to Ann M. :

H 880, An act granting a peunsion to Caroline 8. Winn;
4630. An act granting an increase of pension to Thaddeus

. An act granting an increase of pension to John F,

. An act granting a pension to William J. Jackson;
. An act granting a pension to Amanda Skinner;
. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert S,

. An act granting an increase of pension to John W,
v . An act gran an increase of pension to Lafayette
M. Greens; win] -

W% R. 719. An act granting an increase of pension to John H.
ey;

H. R. 10968, Anactgrantinga pension to Marceline P. Hamilton;

H. R.4192. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick
A. Slocum;
GH. R. 720. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank L.

Tay;
YHEB' 910. An act granting an increase of pension to Freeman

ork;

H. R. 1314, An act granting a pension to Denison L. Brown;

H. R. 4642, An act granting an increase of pension to William
L B ting an in

i . An act gran an increase of pensiun to Albert

W. Bradbury;

Htlll 5750. An act granting an increase of nension 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 I,
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. 2789. An act granting an increase of pension to William
E.H. R g:A.n ting f pensi William

. 35783, act gran an increase o on to Willi

G. Cronkite;

H. R. 4624. An act granting a pension to Isabella Phelps;
BIE' R. 4449. An act granting an increase of pension to William

wn;
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H. R. 7368. An act granting a pension to Annie G. Norwood;
Ad]imR 8370. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
0%[%114179 An act granting an increase of pension to Martha
u

H. R. 4180. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
G. Thomas;

H. R. 783. An act granfing an increase of pension to Nicholas
Reinhart;

GlEhIlR 2001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nora J.

H. R. 6879, An act granting a pension to Reuben A. Finnell;
. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F.

. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ulshafer;
. An act granting an increase of pension to William

. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilfred
C. McCardalI
H. R. 859, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew

Barr;
H. R. 8909. An act granting an increase of pension to George
Haﬁ'dan
R. 789. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Lach-

WHHRE?::?IO An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
0!
NHIR 3402, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel

agle, jr.;
< H. % 1005. An act granting an increase of pension to Marab E.

owell;

HMI:k 4964. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
E. Mink;

H. R. 5342, Anact granting a pension to Jane E. Sutfin;
CoH. R. 9060. An act granting an increase of pension to John

NNOors;

H. R. 7063. An act granting a pension to Ellen F. Lynch;

H. R. 906. An act granting a pension to Nettie A. Buell;

H. R. 4910. An act granting an increase of pension to Pruden-
tia L. D. Nugent;

H. R. 10;00 An act granting a pension to Ella D. Madden;

H. R. 2116. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard
C. Ivo

H. Rry941 An act granting an increase of pension to William
D. Taylor;

H. I{ 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. 8024. An act granting a pension fo 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.
H%

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

Lon
HgR 7248. An act granting a pension to Robert H. Cooke;
H. R. 11076, An act granting an increase of pension to Elvira

9035 An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph

Miller;
EXI?VR 10640. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace
ood
R. 9064. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin

Irlldif.l;]?t:. 7719. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram
Hcolyim 78382 An act granting a pension to Ellen A. Harmon;
H. R. 7659, An act granting an increase of pension to Emma
Eﬁ%ﬁ:&?ﬁ. An act granting an increase of pension to James G.
H. R. 7083. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert P,
Jaﬁlfsﬁn 9739, An act granting a pension to Lizzie M. Worster;

F:El R, 2602, An act granting an increase of pension to Elwood
ey;
HH-I;%.H{;EO& An act granting an increase of pension to James M,
om :
H. R. 9791. An act granting a pension to Abram Claypool;
E(Ii&’. R. 9999, An act granting an increase of pension to William
gar;
5 H. R 9695. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank M,
pear
H. R 5603. An act granting an increase of pension to William
C. McCormick;
PuBi;nR 5879, An act granting an increase of pension to Bennett
am;
GeHo R. 6038. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin
Tge;
' 1 R 6703. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi

mick;

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.
Wambaugh;
: ]% Rd 8718, An act granting an increase of pension to Caswell

oT

LH R]fgﬁa. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

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. Huie;

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;
BH R. 7096, An act granting an increase of pension to Eva A.

urgess;
H. R 8966. An act granting an increase of penmon to James M.

Fink

H. R 7559, An act granting a pension to Caroline Hurley;
HHtﬁI%dBI% An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth

atfie

H. R. 7444, An act granting an increase of sion to Wash-
ington J. Dutcher; e
Rthﬁ 9376. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin

n

H. R. 10"68 An act granting an increase of pension to Marga.
ret E. Keller;
g }%HR ti 1343. Anact granting an increase of pension to Matthew

a8

H. R. 9587. An act granting an increase of pension to Bartlett
8. Haggard;

H.R. 9753. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J,

Loomis
H. R. 7787,
McGauire;
Salgk- It}t 9273. An act granting an increase of pension to James H,
etL;
H. R. 9087. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Clarke;
7 }% R. 10850. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline
ower;
J%Rtimos An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred
es
T 1%{ R.10694. Anact granting an increase of pension to Alderson
118
R](Ei[ R. 10748 An act granting an increase of pension to Kate
i
FliiMR 11413 An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper
Aan 1161. 11319 An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C.
0
; H. R. 7311. An act granting an increase of pension to Rachel
arge;
H. R. 10068. An act granting an increase of pension to James G.

An act granting an increase of pension to Howard

1ms;

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;
HH R. 8771. Anact granting an increase of pension to Walter F.

orner;

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 granting an increase of pension to Frank
S. Nickerson;
WHDI: 1316. An act granting an increase of peasion to George
¥i
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DHE.}E;' 0369. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo
; er;

H. B, 11052, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary
Eaton Livingston;

H. R. 11113, An act granting an increase of pension to Silas

mles;
H. B, 5568, An act granting an ‘increase of pension to Emily

pman;
H. R. 5749, An act granting a pension to James B. Combs;
GH. R, 6977, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A.
TAVES;
Hl.lR. 10378, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah J.

ell;
Wﬁhﬁhnm An act granting an increase of pension to George
" H. R. 11310. Anact granting an increase of pension to John W.
msher:
H. R. 8024, An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob

S fé.& ?%18' An act granting an increase of pension to William
. H

H. B..p'ziloﬁ. Anact granting an increase of pension to Isidore F.
Chamberlain;

Gangwisch;
H. R. 9835. An act granting a pension to Maggie Fitzpatrick;
H. R. 7999, An act granting an increase of pension to David
WH%W & ting a pension to Celia C. Ow

% ;4 . An act granting a ia C. Owen;
WHjR.Gm.Anactgrmﬁngmmdpensimmeert
. 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; wet
E]H.R.WBS. An act granting an increase of pension to William

lis;

H. R. 8349, 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. Anact granting a pension to Rosa Glass;
H. R. 6335. An act granting an increase of pension to James

A. Barnes; y

H. R. 6814, An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
W. Miller;

H. R. 9127, An act granting a pension fo Moses Schuman;

H. R. 11556. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward | M

M. Tappen; y -

H. R. 10648, An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes
Shearer; Y

H. R. 7712, An act granting a pension to Emma Crosier;

H. R. 7805. An act granting an increase of pension to William

., Hall; :
NH. R. 7418, An act granting an increase of pension to Peter
Minkler; .
H. R. 8185, Anact granting a pension to Herman Lemmerman;
H. B. 8343, An act granting a pension fo Annie P. Erving:
H. R. 8991. An act granting an increase of pension to William
. Mattison; 7.5
EH.R.SWS. An act granting an increase of pension to William

C. Davis; :
H. R. 8079. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles
Forest;
mﬂ.{i?.. 8563. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward
O'Malley; ; !
H. R. 9610. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick

Halling; LT
H.Igml. Ansctgrantingapenaionbo?xrgmiamg;
H. R. 9083, An act granting a pension to Henry A :
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. Jackson.

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 a priations for the diplomatic and consular serve
ice for thaﬁsca]ppm ending June 80, 1905.

The message announced that the Senate had to thi
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the House of Representa-
tives to the bill SS. 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 comcurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested:

8. 569. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse B. Nurse;

B. 656. Anact granting an increase of on to William Stall;
GS_.ﬁ-ilaAnsctgmnﬁngan increase of pension to Rinaldo M.

riswold; ;

8. 450. An act granting an increase of pension to George H.
Sutherland; i

8. 447, An act granting an increase of pension to David H.
George;

Fs.rd?ss. An act granting and increase of pension to Phebe A.

e

8. 336. An act granting an increase of pension to William
Lechleidner; e i

8. 805. An act granting an increase of pension to John R.

H.R._SEEI.Anact granting an increase of pension to John | Evans

S. 236, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew Jack:
gon Power;

8. 140, An act granting an increase of pemsion to Daniel B.

Bailey;
8. 106. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrie Wages;
8. 2857. An act granting an increase of pension to Onne H,

Bogka: :
@W.hmtmnhnganimmasoofpemionto.lames

K%i:mllgrl.hm granting an increase of pemsion to John H,
gler;
8. 2655. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Zellers;
Ggi 2848. An act granting an
espie;
Les' 2320. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H.
STOW,
B&rm An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob A.
DOS2029 An act granting an increase of pension to Peter P.
S, 1950. An act granting a pension to Mary Remington;
WS. 1899. An act granting an increase of pension to Thompson
arren;
8. 1764, An act granting an increase of pension to John Shehan;
8. 1667. An act granting a pension to Stalnaker Marteney:;
Ri?' 1661. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E.
ey
5. 1436. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas P,
Wentworth;
8. 1423. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F,

urry;

Ws'béfe% An act granting an increass of pension to Lewis M,
ebster;

Sa.s'tuﬁ& An act granting an increase of pension to Orson H.
wielle;

S. 835. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Gillham;

S. 883. An act granting a pension to Ephraim L. Herriott;

5. 827. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 8. Gib-

son;

MSGTSS. An act granting an increase of pension to William
cGee;

BS.];HSS. An act granting an increase of pension to Ansel J.
usby;
8. 4454. An act granting an increase of pension to John Seiler;
8. 4371. An act granting a pension to Alison Clifton:

SeS. 4349, An act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ann
aton;

NS' 432}?. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary B

Nesmith;

AS. 4317, An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah L.
ugur;
S.E‘;&S.Anmtgrsnﬁngm inorease of pension to John H,

Shands;
Hsﬁ]ﬁw" An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca
ankins; |
8. 4254, An act granting an increase of pension to William H.
Collingwood; .
8. 4246, An actgranting an increase of pension to Louis Grover-

man;
S. 4237, An act granting a pension to Hannah Small Wiggin;
s&ﬁm An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas B.
i

of pension to Hamilton S,

\
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S. 3979.
Parker;
S. 3978,
Howard;
8. 8977,
Baker;
8. 3046,
S. 3936,
Cheney;
S. 8019,
5. 8896.
Nugent;
8. 8879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus Q.
Lemmond;
; S. 8878, An act granting an increase of pension to George Cof-
ee;
8. 8860. An act granting a pension to James Henry Martineaun;
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;
LS 3‘23 An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H.
yman
8. 8810 An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia B.

Mullan
tos 3774. An act granting an increase of pension to John C, Fel-

n;
An act granting an increase of pension to Virginia C,

S. 8171,
Spencer;
An act granting an increase of pension to Eli Headley;
An act granting an increase of pension to George W.

S. 8727,
S. 3690.
An act granting a pension to Hannah Hall;
An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred S.

An act granting an increase of pension to Sterling L.
An act granting an increase of pension to George W.
An act granting an increase of pension to Luther S.

An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse Bright;
An act granting an increase of pension to Sylvania S.

An act granting a pension to Florence E. Foster;
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard F.

Gregory;
8. 3654,
8. 3651,

Ogden;
. An act granting an increase of pension fo Calvin E.

. 857
H}'ers,
8. 8544, An act granting an increase of pension to George W.
Plulhps
S. 8535.
8. 3523,
Butz;
S. 8519,
8. 3500,

An act granting an increase of pension to John Walton;
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph W.

An act granting a pension to Ruby A. Stirdivant;
Anactgra.ntmganmcreaseofpensiontoOan
Mann;

S. 3499, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel E.
Lookingbill;

8. 3491 An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J.
Howe;

8. 3417, An act granting a ion to Garrett V. Chamberlin;

8. 3457, An act granting an increase of pension to Marcellus M.
Parker;

S, 8394, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph B.
Crawford;

8. 3377 "An act granting an increase of pension to John M.

S. 3°01 An act granting an increase of pension to James L

Shafer;
S. 3149, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles

Browning;
8. 2071,
S. 2060.

Horning;
8. 2052,

P. Buck;
8. 2046. Anactgmntmganinmmof
S. 2038. An act granting an in

ckl ey;
2937 An act granting an increase of pension to Julius
Bodenstab
S. 2894, Anactgrantmgapenmonto(}iarsl Garretson;
8. 2872, A.nactgrantmgsnmcmaseotpensiontoﬂbﬁrt
Bchermarhom, and
S. 2871, An act granting an increase of pension to Justin M.

er.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the
following resolution; in which the concurrence of the House of
Representatives was requested

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50.

Resolved, efc., That the Secretary of War hshn.;g heis herehy. directed to
canse an examination and survey to be mad e 8t. Jones River, at
Dover, Del., toa point on Little River, and thence to Delaware Bay, for the

rpose of determining the a.dvisn.bi.llty and cost of eonsh-uctl:ng a canal be-
Elwaen the said rivers and and widening of Little River, so as
De ovide Iga channel suitable for & needs of commerce from Dover, Del., to

ware Bay.

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with

AnactgmnﬁngaponsiontoAmehaWalsh;
An act granfing an increase of pension to Jacob

An act granting an increase of pension to William J,

n to Joshua Day;
pension to James

amendments bills of the following titles inwhich the concurrence
of the House of Representatives was requested:

H. R. 8925. An act granting an increase of pension to John
‘Weaver;-
TH.}R. 1851. An act granting an increase of pension to David T,

owles;

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
Duttenhaver.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL,

The committee resumed its session.

The Clerk read as follows:

CHILD-CARING INETITUTIONS.

Board of Children's Guardians: For the Board of Ch[l&ren‘s Guardians,
mmdimé]?eii :;]ha act ag:;c!wad ag &}I'yn 1&92 namel ‘m?r administrative ex-
anﬁ\nsin ;chﬂ%l.ran,nndﬂlagﬁceandmdry expenses, $10,000.

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, ete., $10,000; in
line 23, for maintenance, ete., $12,000; for the board "and care of
children committed, etc., and the total appropriated for this board
is $62,000. Can the gent]ema.n state how many children are cared
for in these institntions? I have no information upon that sub-
ject, and I should like to know. No doubt they are t institu-
tions and probably the meney is well dad but I should like
just a little more information on the subject.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. According to the report of the
board having charge of these matters—

On the 1st of December, 1903, the board had 1,042
these, 369 were white and '673 were colored; 697 were g!rls;ﬂll
were in institutions, for whom board was d, 116 in 'privlto homes, for

whom board was paid; ﬁ‘uintmhomas. nothi t the ex;
orsuErvision, hf“ ch, according to ehtast.reportoftha tl}mm
2] per annum per capita.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read,

The Clerk read as follows:

SEc. 3. That until and including June 80, 1905, the Secretary of the Treas-
ury is authorized and directed to adva: on the requisition of the Commis-
sioners of the District of Columbia, made in the manner now bed by
law, out of any moneys in the 'I‘z-easury of the United Statea not 0thm-wise
appropriated, such sums as necessary from time ﬁme t.o

enernl ses of said Dumict. as aunthorized by Con
for the portion of said advances pa Ele by the Dmn-iu:
ot Golumbia out of the taxes and revenues collected for the of the
god th '133 tFrbrury t‘u 'f."s?ﬁ'.“ dM:rng%,eEm IE:;;(I
under the of Fe an c no
bursed to the Tr nited States on or before Juna ﬁ
lﬁe fro btlm t?time.within mﬂ;em‘xa.mt g mmmfulyl MW%OO%
ia from time gva er
interest thereon at the rate of 2 : r annum until so reimbursed:
Provided , That thoAuﬁItm'forthaS fanndoth
the auditor of the Districtof Columbia shall each annually report the amount

of such advan mﬁnsthnmnnttoremhﬂsml ear tal andsho
the remburseﬂ:r?énta made under this y 3 Mr a
i) Tl:lat

maining, if due to t!ze United States: And prmded
ing contained “Kmm 80 construed as o raqmre Unitad St?tas to
heretofore cr

bear an; rto!thaoostofmtammons.
emt‘tgrp:ﬁade for this the Becre the Treasury shall

the revenues of the District of Columbia.
Mr. PERKENS I moeavt;le h)%h;gm oui;lt.ha Iastwl?arg for the
purpose of nqn on of the gentleman in ¢ of the
bill. I should , Mr. , what is the atgneount of
the advances that hava been made by the United States to the
District of Columbia?
dahtg. McCLEARY of Minnesota, Itis about $1,600,000 at this

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 bs
completed in the very near future. For instance, wespend $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. Ifnot next year, the
year following we will have that general system completed, and
the large agﬁaropnat:lon for it will be out of the bill. ith 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 gome payment on the rmc1pal.

Mr, PERKINS. Now, does ntleman think that the ex-
ﬁnsesofthammctmllbeleas? ill they not increase in the

ture as they have in the past?

and
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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 salariesand 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 regnlar payment of the expenses of the Dis-
triet there will be left, we believe, a reasonable sum to apply on
thgjgrincipal of the debt.

. PERKINS. Why is it impossible to increase the revenues
of the District?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. We have just got throughlast
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 taxationupon
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. Wae should
lealvg.thia new plan of taxation in undisturbed operation for a while
at least.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Chairman, Ioffer an amend-
ment, which I send to the desk.

The Clerk read as follows:

On page T2, after line 8§, insert:

“ No partof any money appropriated by thisact shall be available for pay-

ing expenses of horses and carriages or drivers thereof for the perso use
ngl;ny 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

laced on the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation

ill 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 2450,
that the Senator having the bill in charge said:

There has grown up & 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 good deal of

about it, and almost a scandal, and the committee thought it was desir-
able bo!imitt}t. to certain officials, so that there should be nggn.rther question
as to who is entitled to a carriage at Government . Wehave none

ourselves at Government expense, and a good many other ple ought not to
bave them, I think > s

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 other acts by Congress no carriages
shall be permitted to the various officers.

Now, if the g:ntleman has in mind the superintendent of
schools 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 passed 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, M Y of Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, as I under-
stand the gentleman, he says that in a bill which has already
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. Butitalsoincludes this—and the

ntleman 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 pu 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 i
a bill which has already passed the Honse and is now pen be-
tween the two Houses, being perfected, and which will become a

law sooner than this bill? What good purpose will be served by
utting on this bill the identical paragraph which will become a
Exw 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 an% 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 doubt
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. MCCLEEXBY 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 particnlar
conference, and I wounld have the Hounse 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. Andl hxg that he will accept the proposition, because it is
in the line of 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
myown right. I invitethe 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:

Provided, 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 shall be used only for
official purposes.

Mr. Chairman, there is nothing new in the amendment intro-
duced by the gentleman, as we had already put intothis 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.
th}g. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Does the gentleman object to

a

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I say theyshall not use carriages
at all, except if the tleman 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. McCLEARY of Minnesota. The gentleman would not al-
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. If thatis true now, the Senate has
already deprived you of if,if the language of its amendment pre-
vails, I would permit necessary use, and so @rogoae to the gen-
tlemen the amendment to the amendment. the ﬁrovision in
this act wounld 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 carriaﬁles except for
official purposes. That has been accomplished in the paragraph
which 1 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 ** anl:letpt for official use,’’ thusaccomplishing every
good p sought.

Mr. R BINSO%I of Indiana. Does the gentleman deny that
carriages have been used for official purposes unwisely, unjustly,
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 wvehicles appropriated for in this act shall be used
only for official purposes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Which is the same purpose that
th? have been prefending to use them for—oﬁnixfl purposes—
under this system of abuse.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, How can the gentleman make
it any stronger than that makes it? It is a waste of time to con-
gider 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.
fogha Clerk proceeded and read the last section of the bill, as

0WS:

Sec. 4. That all Inws and parts of laws-to the extent that theyare incon-
eistent with this act arve 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 jod t 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 cltg %ovemmant. The expenses
of other cities have been mentioned here, and it has been said
that they afford no criterion by which to judge of the sufficienc
or the insufficiency of the provisions for the expenses of this capi-
tal. Onestatement concerning them may be safely made. Ex-
travagance, wastefulness, and dishonesty is the rule and economy
and honesty the exception in the government of onr cities. One
gentleman said he thought the agpropriations carried in this bill
ought to be 30 per cent larger. I can conceive of a bill car-
rying 80 per cent larger appropriations which would meet my
cordial indorsement. Were a bill offered here to-day providing
appropriations 30 per cent larger than this bill provides and the
object of the appropriation was to beauntify and adorn this great
capital it wounld receive my support and the indorsement of the
people of Missouri. :

Butif it provided for a sealer of weights and measnres at a
salary of $6,000 a year, and came from a committes whose only
answer toacriticism of that provision was to inguire whether the
gentleman making it knew the precise duties of that official, I
think there is no sane voter in the United States who would nof
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 because
the people of our districts thought that, to the extent of our ahil-
ity, we would faithfully perform the duties of lawmakers. The
duty that devolves upon us to-day is to contribute to the solution
of t{;is insoluble problem of municipal control our best offering.
Would you invite the city councils of the great cities to inspect
this bill as a gnide? 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. 1t is a fact that with a and frequently transient pop-
ulation it is very difficult to obtain in cities the very best results

at the ballot box. It isdifficult to place in charge of municipal P

governments those best able to administer the affairs of a great

city.

tgut here no such difficulty exists. To safegnard Washington

ainst evils unescapable in other cities, you abolished the right
of self-government in the District of Columbia, and Congress
undertakes to {:}erform duties elsewhere performed by aldermen
chosen at popular elections. This bill goes to the country as the
highest exemplification of ourcapacity, sitting asa board of alder-
men, for to-day we are charged with the duties of a city council.
This bill goes to the country—explained by the subcommittee
charged with its preparation, and defended by the chairman of
the Committee on Appropriations—as the best offering of the
mostinefficient city conncil that cursesan American municipality,
[Applause on the Democratic side.] ;

The CHAIRMAN, The Chairwill 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 when we were on. that ﬁf‘ to
offer the following amendment, which I will send to the desk and
ask to have read. .

The CHAIRMAN. The
amendment, which the Cler.

The Clerk read as follows:

pnpagfzs. after line 15, insert:

2 i

o repair of;the Anacostia
ers of the District of Columbia, $100,

ientleman from Minnesota offers an
will report.

under direction of the Commission-
, and said Commissioners are an-

thorized to enter into a contract or contracts for thmnir of said bridge, to
be completed within two from July 1, lmm not to exceed §250,
o be paid from time to time asapp! tions 'or may be made by law:

for, sti

however, That bafore any of this gum ghall be used, the Ana-
costia and Potomae River Railroad mpnn};ahnllpsytio thecollector of taxes
of the Districtof Columbia the entire cost o thegsvemnnt. lying between the
exterior rails of the tracks and for a distance of 2 feet from the said exterior
rails of said tracks on each side thereof and the entire floor system support-
ing eaid Svavememt, and said collector shall dsposit one-half of same in the
United States Treasury to the credit of the District of Columbia and one-half
to the credit of the United States, nor shall said ap riation be available
until said company shall agree to assums one:] of main-
tenance and repair of said new bridge to be collected in the same manner as
the cost of laying pavements between the rails and tracks of street railways
as provided for in section b of ‘An act providing a t form of gov-
ernment for the District of Columbia,’ approved June 11, 1878 Frovided
,g: rther, That Wﬁm shall not be available until the Anacostia and
'otomac River Rai Company shall agree that any other railroad com-
pany now or hereafter anthurmax' by Congress to use said bridge shall have
the right to use the tracks of the and Potomac River Railroad
Company thereon upon such reciprocal trackage and such compensation as
myﬁnmutnslly agreed upon, and in case of failure to reach such an agree-
ment that the suprems court of the District of Columbis, shall upon petition
filed by either party, fix and determine the same."

Mr, DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to makethe
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 Minnesota. Mr, Chairman, I wonld like to ask
the chairman of the subcommitteein charge of the bill a question,
if he will permit me.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly, Mr. Chairman.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. The bill 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 thatis still the intention, to construoet a new bridge
and at the same place?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Thela: ‘of the provision
vesterday 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 constrncting

anew brédﬁ? .

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 thel now to *‘ repair*’ the bridge.

Mr, McCL Y 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 shounld be
done, and we know that we can ‘‘ repair’ a bridge.

Mr. DAVIS of Minnescta. Then the gentleman will say that
this is not to construct a new bridge?

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. ‘‘The gentleman' will say
that it is justwhat 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, T still insist on the
int of order. I shounld hate to call this a subterfuge; but even
if the present amendment truthfully states what it is intended
there are other provisions of the bill that I think are
subject to the point of order., I desire to read a portion of Rule
XXT, section 2:

Koa riatio int
B 1 GRS 58: K SIBBOAEIRLE, TR, EO Sy AL D ErS Sf S eri

suthorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations for such publi
works and objects as are already in progress. (g g

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 sqnarely within
the operation of Rule XXI, to say nothing about the balance of
the new legislation incorporated in the substitute.

The CHATRMAN (Mr. Lawrexce). The Chair is ready to
rule. The Chair will cite a ruling made in the first session of the
Fifty-seventh ss to the effect that ** the admissibility of an
amendment should be judged from the provisions of its face,
rather than from the purposes which circumstances may nf:g-
gest.” This amendment states that the appropriation 8
thereby is for the repairing of a bridge. The Cﬁmr‘ will therefore
rule that it is an appropriation for a work now in progress; that
it is an expenditure previously authorized by law. amend-
ment provides that the appropriation shall be withheld unless
certain conditions are complied with. All the provisos are dis-
tinet limitations upon this appropriation. The Chair will over-
rule the pointof or The questionis 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.

The question being taken, there were—ayes 76, noes 8.

So the amendment was agreed to.

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move that
the committez now rise and report the bill as amended to the
House with a favorable recommendation.

The motion was agreed fo.

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. LAwRENCE, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole, reported that the Committee of the Whole House on
the state of the Union had had under consideration House bill
12833, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, and had di-
rected him to report the same back with sundry amendments and
with the recommendation that the bill with the amendments be

passed.

The SPEAKER. Is there a separate vote demanded upon any
of the amendments? [A pausa.] In the absence of any demand
for a separate vote the question will be taken upon the amend-
ments in gross.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill as amended was ordered tobe engrossed and read a third
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota, a moticn to recon-
sider the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table.

CONFERENCE REPORTS ON PENSION BILLS,

Mr. GIBSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the several con-
ference reports, which will be found in print on pages 2850 and 2851
of the REcOrD. They are conference reports on private pension

bills.

The SPEAKER. That is a matter of the highest privilege.

The House proceeded to consider, respectively, the reports of
committees of conference on bills of the following titles, the re-
ports having been already published on pages 2850 and 2851 of
the RECORD:

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

. R. 8776. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred I.
Judy;
H?R. 6022. An act granting an increase of pension to George
W. Travis;
H. R. 468. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry

Christy;
H. R. 8903. An act granting an increase of pension to George
C. Sherman;

H. R. 802. An act granting an increase of pension to AbramH.,

Hunt; and

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

The conference reports as read were respectively adopted, on
motion of Mr. GiBsox.

Mr. GIBSON. Imove to reconsider the several votes by which
these conference reports have been agreed to, and also move that
the motion to reconsider be laid on the table,

The latter motion was agreed to.

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL,

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr, Speaker, I move that the House re-
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the Indian appropriation bill, and

ending that motion I ask unanimous consent that the order of
Eusinesa for to-morrow be postponed until Tuesday next, so that
when we have begun the consideration of this apprognation bill
we may continue it from day to day until it is concluded.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SHER-
wAXN] asks unsnimous consent that the order of business under
the rules for to-morrow be transferred until Tuesday next. Is
there objection? [

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 Commiftee does not object,
and at any rate business from the Committee on Claims has
preference to-morrow. I consulted the chairman of the Claims
Committee before making this request, and he has assented to it.

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.
derstand that it has been displaced by claims. ;

Mr. SHERMAN. To-morrow is private-bill day, with a pref-
erence for claims, not war claims.

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. And I further understand
that claims will be taken up on Tuesday.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas. You will lose no time.

I now un-

Mr, THOMAS of North Carolina. And that no time will be

Oﬁt. 4

Mr. SHERMAN. That is right.

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, if this request is
Private Calendar be in the same situation on
otherwise would occupy to-morrow?

The SPEAKER. Precisely.

]!5111-. GRAFF. With reference to all bills on the Private Cal-
endar?

The SPEAKER. Precisely. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I should like to make
some agreement with reference to general debate, if possible.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would inquire of the gentleman
if points of order have been reserved on the bill?

Mr, SHERMAN. Oh, yes; they were reserved long ago. Iask
nnanimous consent that general debate on the bill be limited to
four hours. Is that agreeable?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I think five hours will. be as little
as we could consent to.

Mr. SHERMAN. I askunanimousconsent that general debate
be limited to five hours.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani-
mous consent that general debate be limited to five hours, Is
there objection?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Two hours and a half on a side?

The SPEAKER. Two hours and a half on a side.

Mr. SHERMAN. Ishould bave included in the request that
the minority time be controlled by the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. StepHESS] and the majority time by the chairman of the
committee.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL.

Mr. HITT. Iaskthe gentleman from New York to yield to me
for a moment.

Mr. SHERMAN. I do, with pleasure. :

Mr, HITT. I desireto call up a conference report that has just
come over from the Senate, on the diplomatic and consular ap-
propriation bill, and I ask that the conference report itself be
omitted and that, instead of reading it, the statement be read.

Mr. SHERMAN. Has it been printed in the RECORD?

Mr, UNDERWOOD. I should like to ask if the conference re-
port has been printed in the RECORD?

The SPEAKER. Has the conference report been printed?

Mr. HITT. Ithasmnot. It justcame in.

Mr. WILLTAMS of Mississippi. Then it must take its usual

ted, will the
uesday that it

course and be printed, under the rule.
'll‘he SP R. It will be printed in the RECORD, under the
rule.

The conference report and statement are as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreei ugﬁ:'otes of the two Honseson
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7) making appropriations
for the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 0,
1805, having met, after full and free conference have agreed to recommen
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, 186, 17, 18, 20, 21, 43, and 44,

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the
Eenate numbered 1, 2, 8, 4, 5, 6, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 50, 81, 82, 83, 31, 86,
8T, 34, 89, 40, 41, and 42, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered & That the Honse recede from its disagresment 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 asa paragraph the

following:

* Lourenco Marquesz, Africa.”

And the Senate to the same.

Amendment numbered 85: That the House recede from its disagreement
to the amendment of the Senate numbered 85, and agree to the same with an
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum pro insert “four hundred
and ninety-six thousand five hundred dollars; " and the Senats agres to the

sAINe.
RoperT R. Hrrr,
RoBT. ADAMS, Jr.,
HUuGH A. DINSMORE,

Managers on the part of the House,

EUGENE HALE,
B. M. CuLnLoM,
HMT

. TELLER,
Managers on the part of the Senate.

Statement of the on the part of the House to accom the con-
ﬁg})ce report upon the diplonatic and consular appropriation bill (H. R.
i})s

The managers on the part of the House of Representatives make the fol-
lowing statement of the result of the conference with the managers on the
part of the Senate on the disagrecing votes of the two Homses upon the
amendmenta of the Benate to the bill (H. R.11287) making appropriations for
the diplomatic and consular gervice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905:

The amount :sgergwhtod by the bill as it the House wu&ﬁl’f:ﬂwm.
The increases by the Senata amounted to §77,300, so that the bill as it
passed the Semm riated $2,073,100.60.

The Senate its amendments providing $30,000 for legation
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buildings at S8eoul, Korea; $2,000 for the cost of cablegrams, ete., for consular
mﬁmd £38,000 to ggnﬂe for thirty clerks at the pringipal consulates. '
he House receded from its disagreement to the provision for §1,000 addi-
tional salary for the minister to Roumania, Servia, and Greece; $5,000 addi-
tional for the charigés d'affaires 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 Marquez, ca: to the creation of consulates at Chungking
and Hangchow, China, at $3,000 each; toincresses of §500 each in the consul's
salary at Odessa, Russia; Budapest, Lus‘l_:r_i&ﬂu:ugary; Ciudad Porfirio Diaz
Mexico, and Rouen, France; to the provision fixing a salary of $1.500i
of fees (about the same amount) at the consulates at Moncton, New Bruns-
wick; Port an Prince, Haiti, and Turks Island, West India,

The clerk-hire allowance at Monterey, Mexico, was increased $600. The
titles of the consular at Lourengo Marquez, Tientsin, Chefoo, Fucha
and Hankow were ** consuls,” instead of ** consuls-general,” as provid
by the Senate amendments.

The net decrease in conference from the bill as it the Senate is
$53,000, making the amount of the bill as now reported §,(20.100.69.

R. R. HiTT,
R. Apaws, Jr.,
Managers on the part of the House.

DIPLOMATIC, 1906,

Amomntof Honse Bill L. o oo i sl i
Increase by Senate ... oo..-.

Amount as passed Senate ..o - ooem e e

Decrease in conference, namely:
Uostﬁ? > %?ﬂdinga “tgw :‘Jg:lg:sa ports
of cablegrams, etc., co rre
Gonsul&-g)enml (transferred to consuls schedule)
Clerks (30) at principal consulates

Inecreass in conference, namely:

Consuls restored (made consuls-general by Senate).......... 186, 000,00
e B ORI A L e s ana e s Sob e 15, 000, 00
Liijas Th G uig . T R T R L L 81,000.00

Not decroase in ' Conteronon . .- oo em s mconr o mmaeimomma et oo e 53,000,00
Amount as agreed to in conference ......c.ccocceeees 2.020,100. 69

INDIAN AFFPROPRIATION 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 a‘?g‘o riations for
the current and contingent expenses of the Indi g)eparl:ment
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes
for the fiscal year ending June 80, 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 hill.

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. Mr. 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 la.stByear‘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 bronght 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
extracts 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 REcorp. To my mind itis
entertaining, and it is exceedingly gratifying to those who are
interested in the uplifting and civilization of the Indian tribes.

The appropriation for schools is somewhat larger than it was
last yeéar, and somewhat larger than originally estimated for in
the Book of Estimates. e

I think it is known that the entire Indian population now is,in

round numbers, 270,000, of which the New York Indians and the
Indians of the Territory number some 70,000 or 80,000; so that
there are, in round fi , 200,000 Indians in the United States
exclusive of Alaska. During the past year there was enrolled in
the various Indian schools, reservation and nonreservation—I am
using entirely round figures—=25,000 Indian children of both sexes,
and an average attendance of some two or three thousand less
than the enrollment in Government schools. The progress made
in the schools, as appears by the report of the superintendent of
schools, and of the %ead of ie 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 thereby. 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 tothe report,
which is No. 1022, in which this year, for the first time, we have
set out in full the various treaty stipulations ander 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 in the bill, Mr. Chairman,
which you will readily see are entirely out of order, obnoxious to
the rule, ard I shall not contend if any gentleman sees fit to make
the point of order against them after hearing the explanations as
we reach those provisions of the need and the requirement for
them. If any gentleman raises a point of order 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 exhanstive 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 nnani-
mous in the conclusion reached in reference to all these items,
whether they carry appropriations or are purely legislative pro-
visions.

I think, Mr. Chairman, that is all T 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.

Prior 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. Inthat 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 subjectit wasdecided not toissue rations
to any of the able-bodied at all, but to give them a chance to earn their own
living; and an order fo that effect was also given.

The steps that led up to that are described in the following pages.

PRECEPT ANXD PRACTICE.

rations.—In previous ris some space was given to the dis-
e 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 firstand perbaps the principal one was the then prevailing ration
system, which was justly condemned as encouraging idleness with itsattend-
ant vices and as foreign in its results to_the very purpose for which it was
designed. At the same time, while an evil, it was admitted to be a nec

evil, to be endured only while the Indian was leamm;f' the art of self-support,
or at least put in a wa;hwbere._ by the exercise of ordinary iudnst.g, he
could support, . The continuance, however, of the practice 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 zorrect rule of
action that only the old and helpless should be supported, while the able-
bodied, if not already self-supporting, should be given the opporiunity to
work and should then be required to take care of themselves.

Faith without works is dead, g this, the Office set to work toshow
by its acts the sincerity of its belief,

And here it is proper to say that this change in the mannerof dealing with
the Indians wasnot a hasty conception on the partof the Office. Indeed,itwas
not new at all. It has been the hope and desire of enlightened men for man:
years. But inasmuch as it has been the subject of some harsh criticism an
severe condemnation, and as the Indian Office has been freely charged with
ignorance and blunders, it is simply fair that the motives which govcmed it
and the principles which actuated it should be known and understood in
order that the public may form an intelligent judgment on the matters in-
volved. For this purpose it is necessary to go over some familiar ground and
give it a somewhat extended notice.

The present movement n 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, 1000, they addressed a letter to the President rep-
resentimg that the&:rer_e theheadmen of the Sioux Indians of Rosebud Agency
and represented tribe; that under the “ Black Hills treaty™ of 1876 they
were t0 be given certain rations; that these rations had cut down from
time to time until they were getting much less than the amount stated in
that agreement; that they were hu most of the time, especially the old
and cntgpn]ed, and that befdre the winter was over they would suifer very
much; t in former {e&m they could make some mona{ by freighting, buk
as t.heh- annnity goods been taken away, a lsrgre par ofy their freig “I;S
had fallen off; that in yearsgnatthey got the hides from the beef cattle kill
for issue, which were a great help in procuring things to eat; that they would

Ct_dﬁn? o
cussion o
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obtain more benefit from the hides if issued to them direet than if th ﬂ’ even such decrease should temporary hardship, ded
sold and the money to them once a year; that they needed the samunsﬂmulus to bor and selfhel'p. course
make moccasins covering for their beds, ete.; that as they 0o one wo th&tthaﬁ:dlm be starved. ct, all that can
n-mghhngandnubeerhides,andwm unable to raise much on land be dernanded, tulunmentnru-mmnﬂ'ohu?uonoruum
they had todepend on the rations issued by the Great Father; thatwhile thay or humanity, is this, that the Indians in

wanted to o lmorm wn]gnnt sit dmandmuthairpaoplo- t.hamynt Hrali.hood adrow-n hhor,s.so'bhsrmenmforced
starve; that they bad talked wi&ht.h.airngun who was - and such effort on their food supplies
1mmdonnythmgmthoutﬂ:leau ty of hissuperiors, t.hstthe would a}mll Maodbotheminsunh mtitiea (not exneeding u.m.ounts named
like to have something would be done relief, mc% len,

w
Th thm!mmkadt!:ePresLdmmmthmthmghthmmmd
tengghumithe could help their

Recognizing that the tone that. letta! was protnb t.omtic of the
feeling then the Bumx lg conditions
at Rosebud were similar to at and,
forther, that the action hﬂwn have an im-
porunt. bearing upon other trihes rly sittmbad, t!m office, with a view
of contribu the und matters ref to, sub-
mitted to the pnrﬁnent,alongwithm " letter to go to the Presi-

dent, a communica! ting of Nation as a whole. That com-
munication, after the m‘.lhsr.mm of the Indians' letter, took up the
consideration of the Hills treaty, the true intent and of which

has been the subject of so much contention, and quoted the
agreement relating to the matters under discussi follows:

“ART, tThoGovmmenm umummdsmmt::'}:?nmmdmmh beingth
tnally that latter shall be loca country where

you become sel thearts of clvilized lifa,

itisthm-etorengreedthntthamd select a ﬁonofﬁwor

more chiefsand dndp&lmanfrommchhnnd,whoshﬂ], d.ahy, it

thaIn 'I\arri under the guidance and protectiono s'n‘l ble persons, to

bu tadturthnipnmo the ent of the Interior, with a view
theredn & permanent home for the said Indians,

e i el uhs st p ol Sty
wiaom the an 6 Un

thamidl s ng:&athattheyw%llremtothammsoselwwd mt.iun

on from this date
Indthealdlndhnsﬂo further agree that in all things to snbmit them-
gelves to such beneficent plans 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 mnthwﬁput:gcg each apd egary og?&!g:ﬁlm assumed Hotha
dIndinm;. 8 Uni' tates does agree @ all necessary ai as-
gt Indians in the work of civﬂimﬁogl: to furnish them schools and
tnlnm and agricultural arts, as provided for by the

e to de the said Indians with subsistence consisting of a ration
for each vidualof & andahair of beef (or in lien thereof, one-half

und of flour, and one-half pound of corn; and
m?onnd.'l of coffee, B ds of sugar, and 3
dso‘t-beaus.orin lien of said articles the equivalent thereof, in the
meﬁon of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

“Such rations, or so much thereof as may be necessary, shall be continued
\mtd the Indians are able to su themselves,

“Rations shall, in all cases, be issued to the head of each separate family:
and whenever schools s.han have been provided by the Government for said
In no rations shall be issued for children between the of and 14

( e sick and infirm excepted) unless such children regularly

s. the midlnmmshanhelocandu lands which are suitable
rm- cultivation, lx‘-atilgggr shi-.ahu be issued onl m he persons n)nd fg.mﬂiasioz

persons ea.ged.nhk,nn rm exc ; And asan in-
gnt.lwtoindu:tr? ( ts the Commissioner of Inﬁiane.zﬂnirs may provide

t such tnrnished in payment £or their labor such other neces-
WW&McnlEi

G S B e e e
ons em; ent, an ur-
3&?&& 89 foras. ‘z‘?.% pplying food to tHoss In.
memselm. and
the performance of Govern-

me‘ntwork

upon their reserva
It was then shown that the ntiuns provided for the Bioux at the tims were
sufficient, unless the Indians were improvident, toprevent want. Theletter
then went on to say that t.he Bioux 3 as well u the rations for all other
h.s.tl n gradually red that bhi.s was in accordance with the
Eﬂ thbaﬁcgwdthe%gith taxra;me'%gdlsﬂand that
mea ent was
true intent an agreem orel ¥0ro. et wﬁb&g

ner of In Affairs nearly ten years be:
to tha Socreta of the Interior at that timein relation to the subsistence

as to H?ﬂm
ﬁ“Istorthyofspedx aimed at in the agreement was
the civilization of the Indians. They wers tosettle down permanently; their
children wero to be educated; they were to live like white men, and the ra-
tions issued to them, or o much as wm were to bs continued
until * the Indians are able tosu ves. Itis claar‘.ly evident that
t.heﬂmarnmnn never inten t the Indians should look to it for contin-

promises of this kind were ever and the In-
nmsgm.abmdiﬁ ot expect i and 8 tl dld not desira it. The
object of the rations was not that

mant,hntnimplythstthey might basasi.stad:nd ttrommtduﬁng
period of their probation while they of self-support.

“Hoonowﬂ:l?masdm awmdnmof 'lic'r. N’ointelligeu:manwm
duubtthstthawaltnmofth Indmndemam!g t just as soon as possible he
St pueammfhsdlm D o st I wets
other s ornmm 1 exXcess o u
madsb?:ntgnzj'mnvemm espurmﬂ.sﬂmu:mtohborhnotnkind—
ness, an

“The only serious question which can be raised in this connection is, how
longll;ht!maire these%a ons bn be continued and under whutcu‘cumstnnm
the ernment shall tinue them.

“1t shonld be noted thst the agreement expressly stipulates that—
ds which are suit-

“+ Whenever the said Indians uh.all be loc:ntledtopou

able for cultivation, rations shall be v he persons and families
persons the aged, sick, and infirm excepted); and as an
ey indnst]:'ianm B Sitn th Orumsiisiones of Indikn

vide that such persons be furnished in payment fm: their labor such om
articlesas are raqxﬁsita for dvﬁi-zed
“Tt certainly will be accepted as a: truism t.hat the Government had a
ﬁht to demmd of t.thIn dians ths'.;t %ey; p';t forth for aelf-sutgport th:etev:E
m i whatil mnn o am, WDBI eirna o
m!ghtm a{w be admitted ﬂw. nsiﬂering e end in view, it

n?‘mneacton the part of the ermment the ra-

%g‘ﬁmeuaﬁnoeraregnrd the

h.lgrhﬂst wn].tam 02
thelatherwu devoted to showtn.g that the Sioux Indians,
aside from muom. had raealved ann’ &Em'mg e thirty years pmvions a
suit of clothing or material to make if; that theyhad also recei a large
number of beneficial articles, a‘lmh as 8 tural implements, fa'nca wira,
building mafarhl. aﬁc.. for which £, bhad been & ted during
the years the treaty wea alive; that they rocdved of tha
gale of derived from beef cattle; that the¥ & more benefit from t.hem
thmw&%thnn theother;thatth bperoentannua.ll on
000,000 in the one-half in education and one-half in cash;
ey had received since 20,000 cows and 900 bulls; t,hatatt.he time of t.hst
over 83,000 head of cattle;

ear 'progbly 5850 head to the Government to
teresting

msi miwnapm&ﬂtor%h?ﬁtd@&oun&%@,&]m

the nrposea
forwarded to the Preaidant by the Bocrem of the Interior
ina letterdated November 26, 1000, w is referred partially quof
in his last annual report, the com:lus!onof which was that the time coma
for Indians either to support themselves or at least to furnish a of their
own support; and this conclusion was heal'ﬁly sm by the
It then being winter, it was not considered to make any imme-
diate change in the pre DO muisathaim:e rations was contin-
u.odaausunl the remninder of that ﬂ.wa.l year. Before the next fiscal year
Jpanad , however, steps were taken to carry out the views On
une 20, 1901, a letter was addressed to the Bioux h,whinh,aaitisthe
first enunciation of the future policy to be pursued, is given in fuil:

“DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
“OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
“Washington, June 20, 1001,

“8IRr: As the next fiscal year is approaching, when new ents will
into oﬂ’ec[: for the sug})ort and civilization of your tisa ﬁmpar
s to address youon subject of the issuance of rations to the Indians

on the Sionx reservations.

“Ag you are doubtless aware, this subject has had the earnest attention of
those who are activel Lgngad' in the Indian Service as well as those who,
th%u h not it in an official capaclty. sympathize in the work,

ealmost universal on is that the indiscriminate issue of rations is
o hindrance rather than a p to the Indians.
“The fact is ized thata majority of your

majority, are unable to support themselves, sven it r.hey wau’i“ a:mpt‘:ga
rtially, and therefore must be subsisted wholly or in part as
Eﬂ the agreement of 1877. On the other hand, it isa wall-known fact hnt a
large number of persons as Indians have profited the assistance
they have received from the Governmentand are now not
but, in many instances, are prosperous and often affiuent, How many o
these there areis not krownto thi.sotﬁoe, butitiscertain that, having rea
the stage of self-support, they are no longer entitled to the ration prescribed
by the agreement referred to
“In order that thers nm;' no misunderstanding as to the meaning of
this, the earnest attention of your Indmn.s isinvited toa 'ﬁm
took place last fall. In October, 1900, the office rece'lved a let ﬂ
Sioux Indians of the Rosebud Agen % addressed to the President, rel ﬁve to
fﬁhﬁg condition, their and their needs. They referred to the Black

ment of uction that had been madain the ration pre-
scribed thereby, the loss o! income by reduced ghﬁns their inability to
raise mnchnpunthmr land, and asked the Presiden toanswerthamthrough
t.hen' t and tell them if he could help the!r &cr

letter was forwarded to the honorable etary of the Interior,

witha brief rgort as to the number of the Sioux, the benefits and nreaning
of the so-call Hills treaty, the rations for the current
year, the dispositicn o! Lides, the income from their trust fund, the number
of cattle they were able to sell the Government to be issued back again, and

othar pa Ts rela to their welfare.
“The Secretary of the Interior transmitted the Indians’ letbefr to the Presi-

dent on the 26th of November last, together with th.e repon
and after referring bﬂ&ﬂy to the several items
the Rosebud Indians in particular, becams mora m‘.l

“*Article 5 of the treaty of 1578, known as the Black B.ﬂla tmnt‘y wlth the
G’éﬁ%ﬂ““fn"m‘& wgmmch s adt!!'ug ey 25, 1977 (D0 & %. 354)
ra eactof Con & rov s , Pro-
¥ides for assistance for the said Tndians $n the Work of m\-ﬂfu %o furnish
them schools and instruction in mechanical and agri ts. alsoa
certain bed ration, whlch ration, " orso mu\.h tharaot asmay be neces-

shgll be continued until the Indians are able to su OFport themselves."

Agency are any nearer the goal of rt than ﬁwymmtwm
TS g whgx the treaty was made. gegardlem of the provisions
E"-& ﬁzﬁng to the reduction in the ration as they bscome able part‘ly.
ot w mmmlv&wmmwtobaablewdo
withstandmgﬂ: factsstated by th nerthatindividual Indians
ofth!s band own nearly 20,000 h of cattle, and that more than 1,500 head
wem urchasad from em last year, at & cost to the Government of more
000, which cattl sttarwardﬁissmdtaandentanup by the band,
tlm claim fall beneﬂts under the treaty named.’
8 wne.luded his letter by saying—and this is commended to the serious

“‘From tha facts stated it does seem that the time has come when in-

foar

dividual Indians who are so w: dﬂmhﬂadtontlmt furnish a part of their
ms?gmnasma of th.mIn nsgeem to be should ‘hemquindtota.ke
mselves The Govern:

o portion den of t
mant has faithfully and wull mﬂlled ﬂ;s obl.igntions tlmm. and as the
of 1876 is mutual in its bp;r x::, respectfully recommend that such
indi duals 25 are known to be ableto do so be required to furnish their own
gﬁgcrrt. or at least to contribute toward it, so that the Government may be
ed of their care, and meﬁpmtofthatrmtyor 1878, in that respect,
ried into effect by them as we Government,
this effect be communieatad to tham through their agent, as requested.’
* Tt is understood that this matter received the earnest attention of the
President and that he gave the Secretary's letter just quoted his unquali-

ﬁod approval.
of this the indiscriminate issue of rations to all aliks must

Car-
that answer to

*In the face
stop.
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*It therefore becomes your first duty to go over the ration rolls o{;omr
agency and erase therefrom all those who are wholly self: . Your
next duty will be to r te the ration issued to
cipients. As now it is understood that rations are
alike—that ia, they are distributed e:ﬁua.ﬂy among the Indians of your reser-
vation without regard to their worldly possessions. This should not be con-
tinued ltm(fer. Hug families are, perhaps, ly self-supporting, but in
different degrees. such cases the rations should be issued according to the

“In determining who shall receive rations one important consideration
must not be overlooked. Rations must not be issued to those who have no

tion to attempt to support themselves. The law and regulations to
this effect are old, but in many cases seem to haye been honored more in the
breach than in the observance. Nevertheless, they are good, and should be
enforced so far as conditions will allow.

“The Office is unable to lay down an rule for the guidance of
agents in arriving at correct conclusions in these matters. Indeed, an arbi-
trary rule would not work satisfactorily. . In some cases it will not be a diffi-
cult task to determine who is sel:—snl(agorﬁng, in others it undoubtedly will.
Neither will it be at all times to determine just to what extent a y
or an individual should be assisted. In all cases it will be & matter of judg-
ment in which that of the aﬁnt 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, you will

tge riety of ing to its discharge the most im con-
the assistance of this Office is needed, it will be given for

scient'ﬁg.smm

o asking.

“Itis pgosaibla thatsome 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
ng this, and doubthtleu if the object to be obtained were properly presented

e e adition that perha will be slow, but the time to
o per’ gress oW,
ithher&‘mdtheobjwtoftﬁgmmhtohﬁnzthaInd.imtoa 1
sense of the attitude of the Government.

“At the time_itisPro sed to send you, as was done last a
statement of the quantities of subsistence purchased for your Indians for the
next flscal year. The;y are believed to be ample for needs of all who
ghould verations if the spirit of this letter is observed.

“There is another class of Indians to whom the issue of rations wonld seem
to be uncalled for. Irefer to those drawing a salary from the Government.
The number of these is large, many of them holding des!ralﬁ:tpmiﬁo with
very liberal salaries, A examination of the of thgaéitmx
agencies shows that oyer 150 of the agenc{o oyees alone are Indians re-
ceiving salaries from $340 tgﬁr annum down 20, very few, however, of the
latter. The majority of earn as much as, if not more, year in and year
out, than the :werg: laborer of the country, There is no question in the
mind of this Office that the issue of rations to these should swtﬁ

“There are also a large number employed in the schools with salaries from
£300 down, besides quarters and other conveniences. The impression pre-
vails here that many of these, if not all, draw rations. If so, Office can
see no reason for the continuance of the ce.

“Thesa two classes, therefore, should be eliminated from the ration roll,

“The Indian police are excepted from this ruling, as their salariesare very
gmall and their duties are peculiar A other exceptions to the
rule. If so, the Office will consider them on their merits.

"Igfigethghdedm of thlsofO&ce to have thiangzdambimﬂfngotutoeﬁectm
soon r the beginnin e new fiscal year as possi

“This letter has beengaddressad tothe agents incharge of the Sioux of dif-
ferent tribe?nexcept Santee.”

Later on, in September, 1901, a similar letter was sent to all other ration

encies on the ground that what was good for the Sioux was good for all, so
ltgatbythamﬁoflmallofthershnnaxenmesworannthem basis with

t to the anpportt?g

n%e this was a step in the right direction, it did not remove the great
evil to be overcome, which was the supportof Indiansinidleness. The extent
and demoralizing effects of this evil were gunmll{ and univer-
sally condemned, except, perhaps, by a mistaken philanthropy, which, ignor-
ing the natural law that man must earn his living by the sweat of his brow,
would exempt the Indian from labor and carry himupwnrd on ﬂowm beds
Much had been said about thisevil, and sporadic attempta been

made to check it, but with little avail. For years the Indians had been fed
and clothed and allowed to spend their time in the devil's workshop.
It was felt that it was time forachange. Heretoforethe d been
-with the tribe; it would now be with the individual. He would no lo: be
looked upon sim; lgauoueo!sd nt community to be dealt with asa
whole, but wo considered in e hg\tlx and treated as one capable of

deve those qualities which w above the level of a pan
%h bec%me a useful His manhood wuuhfgre

3 -relian
respect. He would be induced to uire habits of industry and to forsake
the ways of idleness. Neoaeslt{. Q:éld necessity alone, would do this. He
must want before he would work; he must come to the bitter that

551' go hand in hand. his
hand to the plow if e would live. His rations would therefore
work instead, work that he could do; not
work, but work with an o'h;]actéoqot- 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 v
essence of its work—a definitep . Hewonld be put at mm%w
would give him not onlya present living, but which he could see bring
him benefit in the future. would be paid fairly and promptly for his work,
aniutggl?dlgfglwigr&ﬂda florm £J f the t year agents were
© ear of January o: presen
advised that r!;tions woulx no longer herénedbo 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 sto of water, or andy other work that
would riiva them profitable occupation for the nt and lead to their self-
8u inthe future. Men were to be paid §1.25 a day of eight hours and men
with teams b Notonlzweretheagantsmamployme dians 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 sutggwhed to
them Egt they should devote the greater part of their time to the civiliza-
tion of their In leaving the r details of a tion to subor-

agency shonld be a burean foremployment of In-
dians rather than a center for the gratuitous distribution of supplies.

As this has been the subject of considerable animadversion and beenstig-
matized as & plan for the encouragement of contract labor, it is that
some particular notice should be taken of these strictures, and the false
charges refuted. As to the assertion that the plan is to hire out adult male
Indians as contract laborers, nothing can be further from the truth. Inall
the correspondence there is not evena hintof such a thing. It wassimply sug
gested to agents that they should circulate the informa%lfm in the surround-
ing oountlﬁ that laborers could be obtained at their agencies, if such were
the fact. they could not give the Indians work themselves, they were to

find it for them if they conld. And that was their plain duty. If reference
is made to the Black Hills treatg'. already (}nmted,it will be seen that the
Government obligates itself to aid the Sioux Indians in finding emg:rment.

The agents, efore, in publishing the fact that there were Indians will-
ing towork, were simp out both the letter and spirit of that agree-
ment. Inallof thisthere was not the slightest suggestion of hiring the Indian
out under contract. Thatimplies coercion. There was not a thoughtof such
a thing. He was to be given an opportunity to work; that wasall. 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 agent with respect to this asanyone else,
only if he were given the opg)rtumty to work and refused he was not to
expect to be supported by the Government.

e new policy was received with much discontent in some quarters and
passive, if no:.a[igen, opposition inothers. There wereafew mutterings and a
E:od deal of about vested rights, some sympathetic expressions over the

rd luck of poor Lo, and here and there a prophecy of an * uprising." -
SRitutod conantvators OF the Indan e1ther east Asparans soo o S o

conservators of er ns ts aut or
damned it with faint praise. i

In spite of these other adverse influences the office Pﬂmecred with its
policyand is now in a position to form an intelligentidea of itseffect. Every-
where the results have been favorable even beyond expectation. Misgiving
in some quarters has given place to confidence, and while, perha; 0 ex-
Enmen stage has not been passed, there is every reason to eve that

e 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-sup . Asa second result a large number of Indians have
lsb%en ut to work, or work has been found for them. As to the effect of this

others

One

t writes:
Indians areeager for work, even some of the older ones, classed bz
the phgc;muphyﬂmlly unable to work, m”‘“ﬁﬁn havingwork, * *
These Indians are working as faithfully and intelligently as could beex-
pected of %o‘ple who have never had occasion to work for support, and
there can be no question as to the wisdom of the new policy au.dig good ef-
fect on these peaple.”

Another aag:

“The results so far are very gra . * * * Ag soon as the fact that
work could be secured was known by the tribe, applications came faster than
they could be employed. Ome man, over 50 years of age, when drawing his
mtarutaw days' work, acknowled it wasthefirst mune&he aver earned,

seemed pleased that it was la to secure money without waiting for
annuity or lease payments. * * There is no guestion but that the time
%ﬂl’ the adoption of the present policy.”

s
*I think this new policy has had a very desirable and stimulating effect
Ron these Indians to look for employment, while a great many of them are
'ways ready to work when they can see that they are to be com ted for
it; Eet they seem now to be more anxious for work than ever before.”

ther:
“*We have succeeded beyond our most sa: o expectations. Over 800
have been secured employment outside of tbenggi\?mment work. They are
emplo; on the railroad, by ranchmen, in cutting wood, shearing :{
and o pations. They are paid by the railroad $1.50 per day;
ranchmen $30 per month and board; for chopping wood, §1 per, m‘rg;
rl.n% sheep, 7 cents 8:: head, and other Jabor in proportion., * * The
result of all thisis that the Indians have lived bettarganavarbemre. oA
No one has suffered by the reduction of rations, but,on the other hand, there
hasbeen less discontentand complaintthan Thave everbeforeknown. * # &
In conclusion, I beg to recommend that the present policy of handling the
Indians at this tgg@ be continued.”
© 1 ool e v et amilormah e prachiniy Al A5 bl bl
“Ico Ve Bec emp ent for a @ able-bodied In-
dians in this agency if they would have s.cléept.ed it.y * * # Some of these
pretended friends of the Indians, instead of encouraging them to accapt this
work, even at small wages, have been assiduounsly g to discourage them
from foing. * ¢ ¢ (Concerning those who did go to work off the reserva-
tion, I would say that they gave perfect satisfaction to their emplo%:‘l‘s. who

have informed me that they would rather have them than white laborers,
;m: * The general effect on the Indiansof the work doneon the reservation
stand-

ma‘agn a very good one. It has been very satisfactory from all
pol

An inspector na*s:

“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 I;n.im with labor on
roads, irriﬁaﬁng 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 ence has proven should not be
repeated. But if the Indian says he is hungry, let him be shown the *Goy-
ernment wood pile’ and be compelled to work his way through it.”

A superintendent of thirty years' experience writes:

“Yourletters * * * point toward the fact that the Indian Office
in the near future to discontinue the gratuitous issue of rations. Any time
during the last twenty years I wounld have hailed this step as a boon to these
, % %% Tha Hc&&frthe Government in issuing so much to them

ed energies, cultivated their dependence, and

“After over thirty years of issuing gratuitous rations, after distributin
many carloads of farming implements, wire for fencing, and wagons an
harness, after receiving two cash annuity payments, * # # theseIndians
to-day farm less than fiey have at any time for the last fifteen years, and are
less willing to doaday's work for the money thanat any time for many years.
at ey Hms sice Thnew ot The poriul e Ay D e (an
at an e em. @ gral us ir
mq:yties and the leass monag derived from leasing ‘L}:uajg'8 allotments and
renting their houses built for by the Government, made their resources
80 large that they were not oomPe to work for a living, and as they were

to-work they did not do so for recreation, and as they were idle
they naturally fell into the habit of gnmhling and dri as a gutunn
¢ ® # ] heartily indorse the policy pro d by the Indian Office of gi
them an opportunity to earn their own living and in furnishing them plent
0 "

of work to do.

These extracts could be multiplied, but those given are sufficient to show
ﬂ_lmd of sentiment of those having an experimental knowledge of the
8i .

But it may besaid that these arein theserviceand their are colored
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:

“BIOUX HAVE LEARNED TO WORK.
“ROSEBUD INDIAN AGENCY, 8. DAK., June 23,

“On July 1 the order of the Interior Department requiring the Sionx to
to work bo‘éomes effective on this reservation. B‘utretga Bioux, he who torg
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ra a terror in the Northwest with tomahawk and rifle, has In Dctober, 1908, the Crow t,Honbl wrote:
n’]‘;'aeadygo at.ownrk. Inthhtmmfunndthammim ortant step toward "Jnl gﬂ wecuttmmtg 000 Indians, and at the begin-
tg;n hjstoryoftheﬁmnx Not only has Depn.rtmmtsuo- yurwnmtendtohheom-haltumnymmfromthe
ceeded inmkingths mestlndmnhibeselr-dependant.lmumnd Our Indians are well informed as tothe intention of taking em
tion of the Sioux has been gi t.ha ut fast as le, ani t.heytaketoit kindly and

“With it will go the hlnnl:at. the teutheﬂ.f.!mlun hair. Thespectacleof | are forth best efforts ali -

the Indian in blouse and overalls plowing and mubing gide by sid.awit.h agent, Montana, wrote, in SBeptember, 1003

the white in blouse and overalls—which 'ht have seemed a dream a “Rations.—Su’ ce has been cut off to the very lowest point. While
ybymviultaratthaﬂmbud stﬂzeontmtitenmledazood deal of grumbling and made many a * sore-

ter of a century ago—may be
Reservation.

“When Commissioner Jones announced that the Indian must give np
locks, and, more, must go out into the flelds and toil. pred.ictwns of tronble

came out of the agencies, for the
o as. ! said g mmlea%um ‘He make

“*Pglaface, he make trea!
tmntysndghrausmaat and clothe us, and now pa.lehoewtm‘t doit. The
Great White Father said it, and now paleface make us work.!

% The wrinkled tribes men were right and they resented this apparent bad
faith. The Bioux nation was the most in the Northwest. It cost
thousands of iwes to subdue it and the was glad to make & lib-
eral treaty, The 1868 trcat{ provided that the Indians uhonld confine them-
selves to certain ts'rritorisl and in return should besupplied with food
and raiment and stock for thirty

the demand, and the In-

F 5 e commissioners la at
B i e e kot madthe Iahians
to g‘h’e and

the hills if the Government would agree to keep them in £
an indefinite after the thirty years stipulated in the 1868
ti :mtﬂ they should become selr-unpgorting.
“T e ol trwtynaparﬂtlx?l(}? e?dlspuaaydm prolnnsvt‘;ham i1.?&\1'::411 =
terior ent was no
tem dﬂ‘harm.‘.uadtop the redskins at work. an i
“The Bioux remembered thet:raatyan grom and nsanta sent word
ﬁoWashmgtonthxtth order could never be enf: en the Sioux ran
out of money Provisions were runnl'ng low under tha curmﬂed orders.
Agricultural tools had been sent from the Department that the Indians ht.
go to work on J' nI 1. It became noised about the reservation thatall w
whguldmkwoﬁ be paid at the rate of §1.25 a day. The Indians tho ng.ht
over their
®, hbor, gmm'blad ‘White Crow, *is demeaning.
“"I‘owork. added Bed Feather, * myalsomm to eat and stuff to

44T et's go and ask the white bossto give us workthen, and give us money,’

concluded Moon.
. £ 0 the agent, with their raquest. The agont had
rakesand p. awsandptchandabnv wcrnlﬂ
“ Recov he offered to show them how. The
20 Biin.

“Thothree Indians wen
told the ment that he didn‘t. think it of nsa. and the hoes and
mtaway To be
asked voluntarily for work by the aru&re. the official
speechless with astonishment.
behini v
g plowand showed theredskins how it was used. 'The dirt began
fiy, and the new road that had beensurveyed solong that it had become a

Joke wubehalmad

“(Other In came to look on. Theyssidnuthinx.but when at night
Big M Red Feather, and White Crow t.oldthem ey had each made sf
that day, . too, went to the :fsnuy and wanted woﬂr.

“The squa wnreinnsute derment. Whanthafyaawt.heymmﬁ
- dianspp:mhinwtth and ghovels they imagined that their
lot as tillers of theﬂeld,hawursot a.nddnwmo! water was to be made

en the Indians went on out into the

rder by these cumbersome tools.
ﬂ.l;ld:r Sbesan working the ﬂmws came out and looked on in astonish-

ment. They glaticed atone erand ta their heads mﬁumﬂy. It
goon became evident that the Sioux had H entered a
Ba il Heoom aﬁ&,‘mmmu Br4 i i Sl e
e

“Butmtallt.hayo ‘fk m@v& 'I'hammmlnywho
+want to escape work. aytmmﬂt.lmt ill health would be
end they flocked to the agency inventing and vividly

most astonishing ailments. But h.l.anatboanfmlad, tew
have obtained eern.ﬂmbu of ill

“The Indians are chiefly engaged in I rmdsﬁdi fonces, bridgesand

reservoirs, while some ars improving their Whils, in
] ted with the nemis'ls of the squaw, the redskin has
“ﬁm nma lmmce that a; ed

furwork. They
mtawygrm . The
can not work may yet make

the linrs and swooped down on t.ha

wer?tf:ld it was only for the Bioux, and
dox of an Indian di

mbh for the Pine Ridge

he may be.”

Bomautthismsybe ; there are inaccuracies, and doubt-
less the chmmbsrsamﬂctiunas,bntasswhohitPWam icture of
the sitmu&:mnd is the change tha a r:wﬁ:n
aﬂmm reservation system are m go. Take y

e incentive to idleness and nhﬂmmtathabouuﬁnry between ancient u-
dice and modern progress. Break down the barriers, open the way for civ-
mnti%uﬂﬂthnrmdsthatitmymmhinmd around the Indian

homes that is done the dream of the celebrated peace commission
of 1568 will come true and artisans will enter, trade will spring
up, and the nuclens of a civilized: ty will
While the is hopeful, it will not do to sanguine
effort. A has been made. Much is to be dome. It will
be by pa laborious work that the end in view can be accom-

The foregoing lIate in 1802. Bince then other reports have

come in lhowinﬁ how the new is worl
'I‘hn agent at acnlomdo.ﬂ‘?dlcy ng‘;ﬂ.wmhinlnns, 1908:

-—Hy chi during th ﬁt twenty
mtmths withre.temeetoissuin rsuons.has been to eliminate from the ra-
hnnml.iall,ornearlyl]] tha ‘bodied men, and to assist them in

obtaining work, and I am
. k, e p

ong! ¥ O fellows. Two
ears f, Indhmwmdrnwlﬁ rations. Onngrm 200 were draw-
ﬂgmtigabnsut-t.hjs , Wwhile at this time and for several months past the
averags has been but and these, b%oldgmlinﬁrm, and from other
caunses being unable to work, draw
Therm.l‘bmﬂpmg:mmadeln

head,” and, for a short time, many an gstamach,thapaaplﬂ.wtthcom
men gpirit, took up thenawurderu? )gnui Dbegan to cast around
for means of su istanoe. Some found it working on the irrigation system,
others on the outside of the reservation, and others in the cultivation of the
sofl. However, during the winter nldwﬁl have to heqwaanu.itea number
whnaz-% . theirmlivingat t.he_pruent t,in:ie

The For tana, said, in

“Nsw Indian pm‘.m'y —Tha na‘w Indmn

‘been very successful on

1544

ucz;n- as inau

ted overa r

¥y 1, 1901, over

gnlndiam stﬂomfromthemt!mro]lmdnnmberhvebeen
sinne th.ntt.hna. No able-bodied Indian receives any sug port from
thaagang umkmnbeobhtnadtorhm either on or oif the reser-
an able-bodied Indian comes to usa.sl:h:g for bread, we give him

a shovel; if he won't use the shovel, we give him the ouse, and we
ha.ve ha.d ! mwlwe work m nm.dad an the Indian would

r? ber of the Indians d

m)t bother the cyat a.ll for work th it from onts da mumes.or
work for ves. thes numhe:r of hwe contracting
in the surroundin, such work as wmg bgut_.he acre, or

making ditches by ato_ com‘se in the little work
can be obtained, ei reservation, and a.t times it becomes
necessary to i'eéd some of the a‘ble-bodlad Atleast 9a per cent of the money
earned by the Indians is spent for food and clothing.

In Angust, 1908, t.hechnriuange‘nt {(New Mexico wrotetbls:

“When I assumed charge of c{eivexx member of the tribs was
allowed to participate in themtions gency gllnym (Indian)
who were receiving salaries of $00 per month wereallowed the same share as
those unable to work. This pra.ctwa was discontinued, and the number
&I%mdmhmsmﬁmﬂy decreased, until at present the 'ration roll carries

TSONS.
“That the of rations to the whole tribe is neither necessary nor
mbytha factthat aconservative estimate of money earned
show $15,000 during year. This money was derived
ditch&snn‘ang 000; ‘enrnoﬂ {:ﬁfahg; on n:g‘lfl?crww}‘r::chaa.m
pmcl?ilg m&ﬁkﬂﬁ,beudwor ete,, mn SR 8
11 epms -
'I:Innedtorsfewysars. feel assured that thsJiuﬂlluApachea ‘bep]sc;“;i
in such a position that they will no baﬂapandantanthabuuntynrﬂ:a
Government. The money as now, in the building of
wtrs.wﬂlmhlethetﬂhe havean assured means

of the soil.™ . Dk A
ngust, 1903
y ﬂd) been ux‘panded during the past

in lien of rations, in the constrnction of
g‘enaral improvements to the raserrn.tion. The bene-

are very evident even to the casual observer. The
tendency toward a of greater self-relinnce and independence am
the Indians is very mar! Itis mytntenﬁmmmrumcﬁwb}e foaﬂcrrﬁ
means of self-su thlssnum ahlhodi Indians of tho

agency. A hrgennmbardtthnulﬂer h.wet.o'ba more
or less supported but this nmnherm lewE
mdthanm.barut cspahla byadmtimand urmrhmlty uf aalf-au por!

vo]u.ntar&h:npphmu for r.his vmrgn

nd Arapaho Agency, » Beptem
“ Condition. —It affords me no little plmest?mh thnt there is abso-

ficial effects of this

mdmﬂmﬂﬁthedadrodmuluuhtamsd' . Asa ce of thesa
passi e dothﬂ(}hey!:;m m‘ijm om.n.djn is g o
2Way, an s o Indian an
mﬁamtghnhh nl:;dﬁxenu to hold his own oven the
ous white ne:

The c.hm]'fu Beger colony of Cheyenns dAn--
p:hn, k]ah.oms,whnhn vadnmmgthamforthh‘tyyura.:nﬂmjn

umfudhtbotndnstrlmmniadanhythelnﬂmmws
h]ghl‘ya!tha of emy Indians

}mo\-ida for ﬁ:milias. Under the ration system they an:ly
ration day to come around. It will be seen by this rag:rt
djansofthhmunwhnhhnnaddeﬂhthelrmppm Bmuﬂa:tant
Bonth , Angust, 1003:
: a)nd ; ufcé!;:lhbor
aina WA
ina i:mt,eﬁ mon’é
orthmn:e—
o s o e
undg indeed., to see the avidity with which they
look for tl.knhold ut the wurk. mﬂacta remark made by &

rmentmtoratthjs ncy, whila watching of Indians doin mmo
grads work on & road, Idon’tseabntwhx.t. d.ojustuw

same number of whits men w doat

“While the present po éiveathanideaafthavﬂmo!thelrh‘btit
also them the yalue of th earned with their own labor, and

; 2 money
can not halp but imbue them with a feeling of ind and seilrelin.n

can go, after receiving their money thus and apand it
where nnogu they please. ‘The contrast between this wa; gi
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thelndtunandthnnfmvmm a means of earning his own subsistence as
compared with the o wuyofﬁomermintnklgs his ration sack to the
warehouse on ration days, month after month and year after year,and there

taking the rations allowed him, marks a new era in the history of th i-
znﬁnng of the Indian.” Y; ",  gtylll

From Crow Creek Agency, 8. Dak., Angust, 1903:

““‘Rations.—Rations are being Bmedoniy to those who are over 50 of
age and ttl.lhoae who anm :}:ut %Wmtquﬁf 1,!]51 Indians enroll e& this
agency there are 540 self-su re istosa ey are rting them-
e bl fl i ybepgrmm

the labor ina; ted by the year, and
whichisa in the rﬁ?&mﬂw tht;yfu&:téa welfare of these peopls.”

king system and during the flscal 1973 about
r able-bodied Indians {n o0
in making and i

building dams for reservoir sites, irrigation di fences, corrals, etc. The
work was done under the immediate supervision of Mr. Willsie, a competent,
engineer, and in a substantial manner. Thirty-eight dams for reser-

voir sites were e reservation. In

Twenty-five Lil)od1 substantial bridges were
throughout the reservation. Corrals at agency and substations were re-
and 20 miles of wire fence was constructed booom'gletoonr north line

ence and connect same with Rosebud north line fence. The grea
onr work laid out for this summer will be inmmtructlng irrigation
Water will be diverted f;

our mechanics & pile driver, and
it is now being used in dri iles for all the dams.

**About 400 Indians are working, and as ample funds are available, work
will be furnished them the balance of the summer. From amount of fun
authorized for of beef, flour, hay, and other lmhes for this
agency for the year nﬁ? saving of about $30,000 was .

» euewmumn@wt&h:fﬂrd&eoofmmmthhm
tion. The &““&? element of Indians are n:i kindly to work, and it is
notiueahladm t yTag taking betbe;- t?al; of their money eamd thi‘s;myaar
than they did last. larger o earnings are spen' rovisions
for themselves and their fxmﬂgj Their earni however, mb}:a them to
eat three times a day, Under the ration system ‘1!? they were economic, and
aaving“wiﬂx rations given them, it would afford t.izam not more than one meal

a day.

From the Resebud , 8. Dak., August, 1903

& Wi:.h thei i 'onthaf Ee winter months, thedsbh-boﬁiat} Indians have
been at wor e fiscal year building and repairing fences, making
and road:ﬁmﬂding dams and reservoirs, and mﬁogr work of a per-
manent nature in the improvement of the reservation, all of which work the
Government has provided, and for which it pays the Indian in cash $1.25

day, or £.50a day with team, in lien of all issues of rations. Some of the In-
dians find t

employmen but by far the greater number sccopt
the work and pay here

off the reserve, by
Emﬁd&d for them, and have donequite well, noton 5
in the amount of work performed, but also in subsisting themselves an

“ It can not beexpected that these Indianscan yetsuccessfully compete with
white labor, but in course of time they will be phiato,andmné’ot them
must doso, for it may be that the Government will not continue
employment for them any great number of years to come, although
itw be well to continue the work along present lines for an
time."

From Yankton Agency, 8. Dak., August, 1903: 2

“There isno lon any doubt as to the wisdom of cu off rations.
Ahout 20 per cent of the tribe is now borne on the ration roll. ose 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
embodied in this bill with reference to the abolition of or the con-
tinnation 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 ist of July,
1905,

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the ﬁnﬂeman or the com-
mittee any information that that work can be accomplished by the
Commission in that time?

Mr. SHERMAN. It has, if Congress does notimposeupon that
Commission added duties. In my judgment the work of that
Commission would have been completed before now, and it was
prognosticated here two or three years 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 ission must cease to exist on July 1, 1905, that all the
work that is now imposed npon the Commission can be completed
prior to that date.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I donot want to impose npon the

ntleman’s jndgment, but there is a bill that has been recently
Eftroducad here which seems to have the sanction of the Secre-
tary of the Interior, and is it not his judgment that that would
impose grelf.ft duties upon the Dawes Commission and lead to its
indefinite life?

Mr. SHERMAN, The bill thatthe gentjlem?ln r;atam tois a bill
introduced by my colleague . CUrTIS], who for some years
has been chbgrmin of the su ittee having in charge the
matters especially relating to the Indian Territory, and that gen-
tleman [Mr. Cortis] advises me that this does not impose duties
upon the Dawes Commission which wonld necessitate the con-
tinuance of their existence 1 than the date I have mentioned.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Has the gentleman in the appro-

the | I consider that the Dawes Commission is in

priation here gone to the end that the policy of the Government
shall be & discontinuation of that Commission?

Mr. SHERMAN. That certainly is our declaration just as dis-
tinet as it is possible to make it.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And you think Co will be
able t.obn‘ﬁ?ccmplish that result with the language og the gentle-
man’'s bi

Mr. SHERMAN. There is no question in my mind abont ac-
complishing it with the language. The language is, *“ And said
Commission shall conclude its work and terminate on or before
the 1st day of July, 1903, and said Commission shall cease to exist
on July 1, 1905.” ;

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. If the gentleman will permitme,

! its operation a self-
rpetuating body, and that in delay they have accompli more
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 have constantly
taken 70,000 practically uncontested cases and minutely and elab-
orately heard evidence and gotten up their written decisions where

they should have considered the 10,000 contested cases, in
that way they added to their life tenure almost, and I hope the

ds | 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 system of the
Dawes Commission,

Ar. SHERVMAN. The gentleman has declared what his belief
is. He has not asked me what mine is.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Iwould like very much tohave it.

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 years
ago no one would have believed was possible. Possibly they have
taken more time than another commission wonld have taken. In
my judgment, as I stated a moment or two ago, they would have
completed their work long ere this had not Congressin its wisdom
constantly added other duties; and I believe now that the termi-
nation of this work is in fﬁlt. and I shall be surprised if we find
it necessary next year to that this Commission be continued
beyond July 1.

r. ROBINSON of Indiana. Will the gentleman tell us about
how much of the annual appropriation is for the machinery of this
Commission?

Mr. SHERMAN. The ?pmpriationa. all told, are something
under a million and a half dollars. My colleague tellsme §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
onlsiione commissioner instead of the entire body of the Com-
mission?

AMr. SHERMAN. Thatsuggestion 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 an;leémning onur boat to the shore, and therefore it seemed
unwarranted at this time to change our policy. If the Commis-
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. If wonld only be a partial
saving at most. I think it would be bad policy, in my judgment,
at present to change the Commission,

. PERKINS. Whatare the duties of this Commission? Will
the gentleman state them briefly?

Mr. SHERMAN. The duties are defined in the various acts
which havwm 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,

Mr, 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 as I am concerned. I do rot 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 moldin%etha heterogene-
ous and complex conditions into a more simple form in that
Territory.

‘We found onrselves in the preparation of the Curtis lIaw, for
instance, confronted with Indian customs, Indian laws enacted
by Indian leiigislatdres, 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
that they looked uqon all their lives as their tried and true friend,
Sénator 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 assanlt that
has been made on these gentlemen, e 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. RoBissoN] 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 yon 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 rem for statehood.

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to speak f er, but I did not
want these criticisms fo %gbyuncontmdict.ed, without some pro-
test on the part of the Committee on Indian Affairs, who cer-
tainly know that the distinguished men have done a wise and
usefnl work in the%am that have passed.

Mr, FINLEY. Will the gentleman from Iowa yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. FINLEY. T have heard it stated—I do ot 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 rations 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 Frohably 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 lan c&rggnies, but in trust com-
panies, investment companies, and 5

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Iowa has

ired.
Bx}b)Ir. SHERMAN. 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. -

Mr. 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 House 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 le 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 o? statehood as we recognize them herein 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. Ifthey are not qualified, the necessity of continu-
ing the existence of the Commission fo 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 townsand vil-
lages, EolAasibly 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 le 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 are 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 as soon as it could be
og;aned 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
aem t f‘ml"n taxation a good share of their property for a num-

1 of years?

Mr. ]}.-;ACEY. That is undoubtedly one of the problems that
will confront the new State when it comes in, 1t 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 timeof the gentleman from Iowa has

it

Mr. MAN. Mr. Chairman, Iwonld be glad if the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. StepaENS] would proceed now. I willask
the Chair how much of my time has been consumed,

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-two minutes,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under
consideration carriesan sppmgriation ofover$6,000,000. Thisap-
l:ﬂrogriation has been greatly decreased by the policy of allotting

nds 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 anin-
i'usﬁce to the white race to be taxed to support the red man in
dleness. Aside from this injustice to the white man, it would
be better in every way that the red man should be tanght that he
n}nﬁg cFmply with the biblical injunction and live by the sweat
e} ace.

The average Indian will remain a vagabond and d?lauper 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 cocr.:FIy honestléowith the platform pledges of the two
great political parties. ngress should also at once allot to the
Indians their lands, break up their tribal relations, and make the
Indians self-snpporting 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 ita 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 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield tothe
gentleman from Massachusetts?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Yes.

Mr. THAYER. I would like to ask the gentlema.n 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 Terrifory?

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, 1t 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 monntains 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
com bined.

Thereis a natural barrier between them, as I have stated—the
Rocky Mountain Range, which tes those two Territories.
They have two systems of civilization there. The one on the Pa-
cific coast, 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 nueleus 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 platforms to mean what t‘hey 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 these lands for mining purposes
under the United States mining laws and pay the money to the
Indians arising from its sale to miners. Tﬁ: Indians will never
work their mines; and if the mines were ;Tmed and worked by
white men, employment wonld be furnished the Indians at their
homes, and they would become civilized and industrious by bein
brought into contact with the white miners and furnished wi
work by them, They could then be induced to cut off their long
hair, give np their and wickedness, bmild comfortable
homes, throw aside their blanket covering and eagle feathers, and
ad$t the white man's clothing, manners, and customs,

e often hear the complaint made persons living in the
East, who know noth.inf of Indians, their habits, or character,
except what they have learned by reading Cooper’s novels, that
the le of the United States have always robbed and mis-
treated its Indian wards. Thislibel on the white American people
has been go often repeated that it is generally snpposed to be true.

The truth is that from the year 1789 to 1908, inclusive, we have
paid the Indians for their support and education the enormous
sum of $402.217,528. Our expenditure on account of Indians in
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1903, was $12,985,168. There are
about 270,000 Indians in the United States. These figures show
that in that year we have paid them about $47 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-
ness. 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 §47
per capita out of that fund, hence I fail to see m:;gﬂust. ground
of complaint for our 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 Terri by
the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes Commission,
Commission has been in existence about ten years, and. including
the present appropriation, has spent in round numbers the enor-
mons sum of about §1,500,000, amounting to $20 per capita to each
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 ap to
i.l:lhsmdnw at least the sum of $40 to enroll and allot land to one

n,

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 De ent for its action, leaving 903 [ndian families
asking for enrollment whose names have not been forwarded to
the Interior Department for the Secretary’s approval. Some of
these have been held up for three years. [ inquired into the rea-
son for this delay on the of the Dawes Commission and find
that the Secretary of the Interior is largely to blame.

The same 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 Secre has ordered the
Commissioner to hold them without action. 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 printed 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 {:‘ﬁr, which amount the

committee allowed, and it is part of the now under considera-
tion by this House.

I u.ged Mr. Bixby this question:

Mr. STEPHENS. In 1900 [the Pifty-sixth Congress, [ believe] you stated that
with $360,000 conld thro with th k of

e oudthg;tmmugh [meaning @ WOr the Dawes

Mr. Bixey. Yes; I believe so.

Mr. SrerHENS. [ advocated giving you this amount?

gr. gm"' Ye&Slnoa that tims f have ela; nd still

r. BSTEPHENS.

making these [meaning annual] “mt;ou;r}’mea;sw = e sl

Mr. Bixsy. Yes.
Mr, STEPHENS. Is it nota fact that the Secretary of the Interior, bya good
many rulings, has Ju'evented your work from being affective? !"t:'rt'y
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, are they [meaning the Interior De-
up hundreds of claims that yo:oémmnin
have a.p&mved and passed ufmn:r Are those
nterior

the Dawes
ims [mean-

think it ¥ fair to ask Mr. Bixby, who {aa subordi-

m;? of Et'-rhe of the Inlt!erkéxi. t}:: cﬂtici;ehh!!s actions.
r. STEPHENS (addressing Mr. Bixby). An t not a fact that you had a
m recently nesting you not to send maanlngtheﬂemy of the

those applications up citi-

Mr. Brxpy. It seems to me perhaps you might excuse me from answering
questions of this kind. The I‘amm.m alluded to is as follows:

WASHINGTON, D. C., December 10,
To DAwes CoMMISSTON, Muskogee, Ind. T.:

8 action on letter November 18, L. T. D. 181, etc., relative to
mmttl?: wdﬁmahipohmwm-éhickmwmﬁombymﬁam‘ﬁ

tter follows.
THOS. RYAR, Acting Secretary.

It clearly appears from these facts that Mr. Bixby desires to
ghield Secretary Hitchcock, who, in my judgment. is responsible
for these great delays and enormous expenditure of money, and
these delays and waste of public funds are brought about by his
utter disregard of the acts of Congress, his vacillating course,
mntrl:dli;;ory rulings, and incapacity to fill the public office he
now ho

I have recently received a letter from a very intelligent and re-
spected citizen of Muskogee, Ind. T., which fully and accurately
?t?ltee the effect of the Secretary’s rulings and actions. It is as

0ollows:

Interior] any more t were favorable to
zens?

MUBKOGEE, IND. T., February 12, 1905

STEPHENS,
Washington, D. C. :
DEAR SIR: From the questions ngwpnundud to Hon. Tams Bixby, chair-
man of the Dawes Commission, when he appeared before the House Commit-
tee on Indian Affairs, and from the resolution introduced by you in the Housse
of tatives. it seems that you are the first Congressman to understand
ns in the Indian Territory.
delays in the Dawes Commission work are almost entirely due to the
of the Interior or the Interior Department, and the Department,
by dela; the work «f the Commission, r{]i’-:ually throws the Commission
approp! AWAy. Th%a[':_‘xnment is without a rule of decision aud with-
tory

Hon. Jorx H.

condi
The

out any settled policy in affairs. [ts decisions and policy with ref-
erence to country are as o ble as the wind The Department’s
work in the T is a botch. ment, or the present depart-

mental system for the Territory, is oot able to han
e iy e i ke wing
to our attention to the follo cases:

The Curtis bill contains this -

*No person shall be enrolled who has not heretofore removed to and in
good faith settled in the nation in which he claims citizenship.*
e e I N L e

provision was n_ April or May, 1801 ) on 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 ent. In the latter part of
1902 the Department, in punl.l;stm the Yeargain Cherokee clﬁxnmuhil;‘cnse.
reversaed {ts former decision made it necessary for the Commission to do
'ulit'l;}? ﬂﬁ mn? - Onr:fmimt heril i agree-

n the Dawes on, construing provisions in the Creek
ment, held that no land contest could be maintained in the Creck Nation
after ninety days from the ratification of said agreement. This devision of
the was submitted to the Department in the case of McNac v,
Wadsworth. No. 897, and the Dment overruled the Commission. (Let-
ter of December 12, 1901, Ind. T. ns, p. & 1901.) Following the deci-
sion of the Department the Commission aﬁo contests to be filed. heard
and decided the same, and many of the cases were taken to the ent
on appeal and decided by the Department. The recordsof the Commission
weTe to conform to the Department's decisions Then, after two
m.ra. the Department discovered the gmnmon in the agreement and held

t no land contest could be filed in the Creek Nation after ninety days
from the ratification of the Creek ment—the Commission's original
holding. (Major v. Thom No. Td). Letter of October 13, 1908, IBS‘. 5
le!uonn{ . 60R2, 1908}, October 24, 140, it seems the Department dis-
covered | Lad rendered conflicting opinions and wrote the Commission to
take no further action in Creek contests nntil instructed by the nt.
g;attarol' October 24, 1908, Ind. T. Decisions, pp. 5305, 1901, and 6757, 1%8.) The

mmission is still waiting for instructions and the litigants in contest cases
O the Liroci sitiuanet ip f Mary L. Harwell the De has

n the CASS O Ty L. Harwe, 8 partment ren-
dered a decision denying her children enrollment (September 12, 1901) and
another decision enrolling her children (May 13, 1%8). Since the last deci-
sion the Department has notified the Commission to hold the matter up and
returo the pa; 80 that it can be comsidered further (June 6, 1%8). This
was nine months ago, and the applicants atill wait for a decision.

In the Choctaw and Chickasaw enrollment work the attorneys fo - the Choe-
taw and Chickasaw nations uested the Becretary to not pass on certain
classes of cases at that time. @ Becretary refused the request and the

e the work. and so far
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of the Choctaw and Chickasaw rolls, which were

approved by the Secra of the Interior, and the Commission ed to
e allotments on sai On January 28 the Becretary ordared tho

Uommhmon to hold up the (:lm of persons he had heretofore refused to

up. Over 600 of this are on the a rcvedml].snndhavereeeivedanotr

ments. You can rea.d:ly sea how this

sion's work. The Choctaw and Chickasaw land offices accomplish nothing,

owing to conflicting orders, and the money spent in maintaining the same

In the sale of Creek land the Secre of the Interior %rlomu]gatad rules
and regulations governing the same. about one month the rules were
abolished. In unothar month a new set of rules and regulations w&?;‘frc-
mulgated, and in fwo months were a On J ti 1903, the set
of rules and rsg’uhﬂona on this subject were given to thepublic. Except for
a few W&;‘L‘” umendmanm they still stand. Under the present rnl
and regula itis prac mg impossible for an act:ual set;u.ar to bu
It takes too long; too much tape,and too much ex Thalan issold
to ﬁpecuhtorsandnathoactmlsemen The Dawes
wﬁum?e%&%&m Commission is subject to departm tal
ve one by the Dawes n is subj ental ap-
proval.” I am unable to see how the Commission can accomplish a.nyth.ing
wit.h the present Secretary of the Intarim- over it.. As soon as the Commis-
sion has made some headway on certain work, the Secretary changeshis rul
ings, and the work has to be dona overagain. Under the administration of
Secretary Bliss the approval of the Sem'atnry wa.a considered, to a large ex-
tent, o matter of form, as the commissione high-an]armd men, and
resumed to be mmpetent. 1 believe the end of t.he work is further away
y than when Secretary Bliss retired from the Cabinet. It seems very
hard and ust to we peopl.a wholive in thiscountry that the Government's
money shi be thrown away as it has been. Itis to abolish the Com-
mjssion. or take it from under the control of the Secretary.
The cases cited in this letter are notisolated cases, but the rule. Ican fur-
nish you with many others.
ery truly, J. H. HiLL.

. Chairman, to further show how Indians desiring to secure
theu' ‘allotments in the Indian Territory are now being treated by
Mr. Hitcheock, I will submit three letters from Indian citizens for

our consideration. Doctor Fortson is the editor of a paper. I
ﬁnve known him for many years, and know him to be a truthful,
honest, and upright man. The other gentlemen are excellantmen
in every respect. These letters are as follows:

EK10wA, Ixp, T., February 22, 1904,
Hon. J. H. Bmms, U’m’-tedstamcmngrsu.
DEAR SIR AND OLD ACQUAINTANCE, if youars the Bhsghens of Stephens &
Matlock, of Montague anl:y! town of Mon' ir, I received a no-

tice the Dawes wmadvieed n me
tulil mﬁw%ﬂdzommmMmthmYemmMumﬁo%
Now, when I received this no

filed upon sll the land al-
lowed me; the last filed on was at '] nmingo. ﬂhdenmlyhomastmd at
Atokas, My homestead is near Nation.,
"ﬁ“"’é?&“’&u"“““i" ‘“‘;.?&f‘;a““‘ ‘°m"‘°" °&§&f’;£m“"£§m“i¥%’“
nota was 6] a-
Becretu.rg 0 Int.arlarand. placed on the roll, and
filed on all the land mantltladbo 0
Hoping that you will condescend to take noﬁce of this and head off the
who are determined to litigate the lands of Indianola, by which
means make millions at our expense.
submitted for your oonaldnmﬂon.

Mr. Askew writes me as follows:
MARTETTA, IND. T, February 26, 1904
Hon. Joux H. STePHENS, Washington, D. C.
DEAR SiR: Yours of the 224 instant to hand, and in mlint ,omy that I

Was more to have a letter from you and to know t u were de-
termined to inv bemattars in this country, and I will gladly give youall

I possibly can.

Inminmmiptof.slatter!mmthe Dawes Commission, which I will hand

T e eIvt 1a hareby acknc m‘leag;a““‘" Y d“”*““&‘&”ﬁem’m“"’u&?‘”u you
are ACKNOW.

will receive a eert.i.ﬁc];ts for yo mesw t after the axpu'agon
of nine mont.bs from the date of

- regg mletm.ﬁoumsdﬁaedthatits from our records
that at Ohfch.sa office of the Co: n. on May 19, 1904, you
salectadumhommteadthemsthﬂ!artham mu-?a.r
6, township 7 ucmth. range 4 east, Chickasa lnjn

instructed b the Secretary of the Interior to take no urthen- steps looking
to the onmll;:t or allotment of ns who were admitted to citizenship
in the Choctaw and Chickasaw na by acts of the (}hocmwwnncﬂ or the
Chickasaw ture or by the United States Indian agent on appeal from
adverse decisions of the Choctaw council.

“It ap ng from our records that you were admitted to citizenship in
the Choctaw Nation by the Unitad Bt.abeslndhn agent, Fe 5, 1805, un-
der the mstructions the Secretary of Interior,above referred to, the Com-
mission is estopped from taking any further actionrelative to your allotment
or to the issnance of allotment certificate in your name at this time.

tiully,
“T, B. NEEDLES,
“Commissioner in Charge.”
1 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 do Lu?
. If yggﬁhgld want the original letter from the Commission, I will gladly
orwa ou.
There are sgvaml le here who have been refused to file by the Com-
mission on account of the Secretary’s
g you can see the condition of this country and people,

) ! o trul
i bt SHELTOX S. ASKEW.
Box 186, MARIETTA, IND, T.

J. R. ForTsox, M. D.

McGee, Inp. T., February 15, 1005,
Hon. Joux BTEPHENS, Washingion, D, C.

DeAR 818 AND FrIEND: We write yon in regard to the present status of
affnirs now existing in this country respectin, meanta.cﬁun ofthehon
orable Sacrefargs the Interior, in which he g stopped the
filing of hundreds of Chickasawsand Choctaws, whu are recogmzed and bave
valoable improvements, and is doing great injustice to them.

In thi hnt-istbeob actinthahononbl Semtaryin doin
Itseemstons hce'h.u cio Inuun-l t retroa:givea
maﬁna&hdm almd{ﬁ{jed BIIEW -
lexing our nowi kmdl to
the people of the pw‘.?errto ,w:?ﬁlly be]je?er.g:;;n;onwiﬁ eoli.ng
O Sor e, BAsbaRss. if sy Ouaaslonal sitiontsto behads

ow, Mr, STEPHENS, if an n Jief,
weuk'yuuonlytommsmhgrmonlinmo! ustice and right. o{z'g‘t]lr!::ﬁer-
stand the situation far better than we do. e understand that you have
always championed our cause, and write yauonlytoﬁt your understanding
of matter. 'When do you think this order will be raised so as to allow
mlnﬁmeroeead.ordoyouthinklegwhtmnwﬂlhavetobehadtogetmuan

P this lengthy letter and let us hear from you.

Ho instohmrtmm;ousoonweam,

ery truly, your fIri

.‘l’aszpn A. EDWARDS.
. WaIT W. HYDEN.

Mr. Chairman, these men are highly respected and reputable
citizens of the Chickasaw Nation, an thei.r statements are entitled
to full faith and credit, and the injustice done them should be at
once corrected by Con,

On May 21, 1903, an opmon was rendered in the Wiley Adams
case by the TInterior Department, which holds that the act of
Congreas of June 10, 1896, conferred on the Dawes Commission
no right or power to strike from the Tolls persons placed thereon
by the action and the consent of the tribe. This ruling is openly,
wilfully, and clearly violated in the Fortson and Askew and
hundreds of other similar cases, The Wiley Adams opinion is as
follows, viz:

DEPARTMEST OF THE INTERIOR,
Washington, May 21, 1908,
The CoxyissIoN T0 THE Five CIvILIZED TRIBES,
Muscogee, Ind. T.

G I have considered the proceedin
the :‘;;111‘::::11 of Wvﬁe}' Adamse for%grollmentggao: Wmﬁ
Nation. The facts as found by your Commission are that Adams a; red
before the Commission in the year lm.nndertheactor.!uelo 1596 tats.,

21); m:;ne isa white man, and about 1577 parried a Creek, k, the %3
November 6, 1884, admi't At the ngctrw Nation, ¢ ?ugfiohu
e:e{h sincalbetel sﬁa a é:mm nF that n%::!an, and permitted
a elr electlons.

- EE mmegow on was denied by th mmaiamand no
@ was borne upon the Choctaw census roll of 1898 as an intermarried citi-

zen. ThenctotJunalD 1806 zesmr.s..m @18015:1
“That in de all su on.ssucheommlsslmahnﬂ

rea-pect aIl laws of the severa mﬁons tribes, not inconsistent with
the laws o! the Unjtod States, and all tmatiea with edthar of said nations or

bes, shall give due force and effect to the rolls, usages, and customs of
each of s&idmﬁomor trfbee: And pmidedfurmr That the rolls of citizen-
ship of the several tribesas x]a't.‘ln.ge byconﬁrmed,md any per-
son who shall claim to be anuﬂ.ad to added to said rolls as a citizen of
either of said tribes and whose rights thereto have either been denied or not
acted upon, or any citizen who may within three months from and after the
passage of this act desire such ci , MAY np})}y to the legally consti-
;E?da%%m:ﬁ' c011::'1: mi mmﬁemmm ct{i o ;%rﬁméh o thin

i such court or com e such an application wi
thirty days from the date thereof.”

Your Commission was of on that:

L Unﬂar this act tha rolls 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
md to them for citizenship, and no authority existed giving the

on, at that time, power to eliminate from the tribal rolls the name

of anyone thereon.”

His (the applicant’s) name appeared u'ggn Choctaw census roll of

I.Mpasam 0.1 whichmthalatestrollin o!th:ls(}om—
The act of Congress of June 24, 1898 (80 Stats,, 485) 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 names as may have been placed thereon by fraud or
without anthority of law, enrolling 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 sut:horl
deal with the applicant's name, and under this act the only power th m-
mission has is to strike his npame from the rolls, provided it is made toappenr
that it was placed there by frand or without authority of law. Nocharge of
fraud is ted in the record, and it is conceded that the national couneil
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 actjon u the peti-
tion of the applicant for citizenship under the act of Congress of June 10,
was withont authority of law and of no force and effect upon_the status o
this applicant as a citizen of the Choctaw Nation, and also Wiley Adams
is a citizen of the Choctaw tribe of Indians in the Territory, and that his
npplimuon therefore should be granted, and it is so ordered.

action of the nation's ommc'ﬁ is no less a law of the tribe than is

8 genern.l one. Ithas been one of the well known usages and customs of the
several Indian tribes to persons of aturalization by one
nation of persons of other l-aoesorns.tlons 80 gemral as to healmost a uni-
versal practice. The act of Juns 10, 1896, supra, conferred upon the Commis-
sion no power to strike from the rolls persons borne thereon by t.he act and
with thatull consent of thatribe The action of your Commission is thers-

fore a§p
ery respect!‘ully. TaO8. RYAN, Acting Secretary.

Mr. Chairman, this opinion in the Wiley Adams case con-
clusively shows that the Choctaw and Chi w councils had
the right under existing laws to enroll their cifizens; and when
so enrolled by their respective tribes they were entitled to have
their names approved by the Dawes Commission and the Secre-
m;ﬂd the Interior. But the Secretary has openly and willfull

and repudiated the law, even after enro!
ment and allotment had been made, as in the Fortson and Ask:ew
cases,
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These outrages on our helpless Indian wards are 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 great 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. Itis
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 {;mperty 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 Jannary, 1904, stated that each estate in question
is worth from $6,000 to $3,000. He was contesting a question
which involves the rights of about 4,000 Indians to their 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} 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 to disin-
herit are now on the tribal roils, 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 61()1 in
act of Congress, to prevent éese deeds from being recorded by
the recorders of the district where the land is situated.

I present for 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 hived
in tﬂat 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 unknown reasons, or. rather, for no reason, reversed these

inions and decided in favor of the contention of Mansfield,
gfcl!-{umy & Cornish. This lefter exposes the schemes of these

lawyers and is as follows:
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR,
OFFICE OF INDIAN AFFAIRS,
Washington, October 3, 1903.
The Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR.

S1m: I am in receipt of yonr communication dated August 25, 1908, for-
warding for consideration and rt & communication from Messrs. Mans-
fleld, McMurray, and Cornish, dated August 15, 1903, asking that the Dawes
Commission be directed to withhold action on enrollments and allotments to
that class of citizens of the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations whose rights
will be adjudicated before the citizenship courts.

With said letter of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish there is transmitted
a copy of another letter from them dated July 8, 1908, 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 fo it for enroll-
ment as citizens of the Choctaw Nation and been lis as such who rely, as
@ basis of their citizenship, upon acts of admission to citizenship by the gen-
eral couneil of the Choctaw Nation, or by the decision of the United States
Indian t overruling adverse action by the council.

M eld, 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 relationship are identical with those persons who rely
u tgot:d acts of council and decisions of the United States Indianagent, as above
§

It is the contention of Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish that if said eciti-
genship court decides that such persons are entitled to admission as citizens
of seid nations, then those persons occupying the same statusand having the
same ancestry, and who have heretofore been admitted by act of council or
by a decision of the United States Indian agent, should also remain admitted
and enrolled as citizens of said nation, but that in the event said ci
court should decide that such persons are not entitled to be enrolled as citi-
zens of said nations that such pergons as have heretofore been admitted
nct of council or by the decision of the Indian aﬁent. and whose status an
ancestry are the same as those persons whom said citizenship court find are
not entitled to admission, the names of such persons should be stricken from
the rolls of citizenship of said nations.

A list of such persons as rely upon acts of the general council of the Choc-
taw Nation and the decision of the United States 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, an , and
family relationship as those so admitted by the counciland the United States
Indian agent are now having their cases passed upon by the Choctaw and
Chickasaw citizenship court.

Mansfield, McMurra¥ & Cornish then advise the Commission that the pur-
pose of their communication is to ask that no further action be taken with
reference to the enrollment of or allotment to persons rely‘in% upon said acts
of the council or eaid decisions of the Indian s.g;iasnd that final action in
such cases be ned until the final determ on by the Choctaw and
Chickasaw citizenship court of the cases involving the status of persons re-
lying u the identical ancestry and family relationship.

The (Commission, replying to said lstterona%ust.&. 1&3. states that ithas
heretofore enrolled as citizens of the Choctaw Nation a number of persons
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whose rights mdef)endent. uponactsof the Choctaw council and decisions of
the United States Indian :gem; that the names of such persons have been

laced upon a schedule of citizens of said nation prepared for forwarding to
fhe Secretary of the Interior, and that their allotment has been approved
and that they are now, under the provisions of the act of Congress appro
July 1, 1902, as provided by section 11 thereof, entitled to selection of allot-
ments.

The said letter from the Commission is signed by T. B. Needles, commis-
gioner in charge, and n{upaars to have been written by him, for he states that
“in these cases 1 do not feel warranted in the absence of the other members
of the Commission in issning 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.” Hefurther states that
in those cases where the Commission has not yet rendered a decision and
where the rights of persons are dependent upon the acts of the Choctaw na-
tional council and the decisions of the United States Indian agents, he has
instructed the Choctaw-Chickasaw enrollment division to take no further
action with respeet to the enrollment of such persons as citizens of the Choe-
taw Nation until otherwise advised. 2

The letter from Mansfield, McMurray & Cornish, dated August 15, 1908,
and transmitted by the Department for consideration and report, seems to
be the outgrowth of this wmondenw between these attorneys and the
Commission to the Five Civ Tribes, and the p of the said letier
appears to be, as stated by them, that the Department Erect the Commission
to the Five Civilized Tribes to withhold fi er action either in the matter
of enrollment or allotment to persons falling within the class referred to in
their letter of July & 1903, to the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes, and
that no further action relative to them be taken until the Choctaw and
Chickasaw citizenship court paasesuﬂn and finally adjudicates the rightaof
persons who are applicants before it, having an identical status with the per-
gons falling within the class referred to.

The office is unable to see wherein this request of the attorneys for the

Choctaw and Chickasaw nations ean, under the law, be complied with. The
citizenship court, of which it speaks, is created by section 33 of the sup'E}.e-
mental octaw and Chickasaw agreement, approved July 1, 1802. The
purpose of the establishment of the said court is set out in section 81 of said
mpglemenmémen as follows:
*It being and insisted by the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations that
the United States courts in the Indian Territory, acting under the act of
Congress a ved June 10, 1896, having admit Cgemons to citizenship or
to enrollment as such ¢itizens in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, respec-
tively, without notice of the p: gs in such court being given to each
of sald nations; and it being insisted by said nations that in wmm
notico to each of said nations was indispensable, and it being and in-
sisted b% said nations that the proceeds in the United SBtates courts in the
Indian Territory under the act of Jnne‘i&slﬁgﬁ. should have been confined to
a review of the action of the Commission to the Five Ci Tribes upon
the pa: and evidence submitted to such Commission, and should not hayve
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 a?;]eament. defines the appellate jurisdic-
tion of said courts, but I do not find in said supplemental n[[;eement where
this citizenship court has any jurisdiction whatever over such cases as those
referred to by the attorneys for said nations, for from that part of section 31
above quoted it clearly appears that said citizenship courtisnow constituted
for the sole pmvxoaa of determining whether or not the ties com-
plained of, to wit, the failure to give notice to the nations of such proceed-
ings a8 were had, and the failure to review the action of the Commission to
thpF_iveCivilized]I‘ribes upon the papers and evidence submitted to the Com-
mission, instead of havullg a trial de novo are sufficient to annul or vacate
the judgments of the United States court acting under the act of Con,
gﬁ)proved June l%lm and if such judgments are annulled by said citizen-

limurt, then it is Pven authority upon the nrompplics on to conduct
such further proceedings therein as ought to have 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 citizenshi B&Sonrt can in
any way affect the rights of those persons who have been tted to citi-
zenship in the Choctaw Nation by an act of the Choetaw council, or who have
been ngm.\ttad 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 ngenia
both the council and the agent had jurisdietion, and there is nothing in sai
supplemental agreement giving said citizenship court any jurisdiction to
T or rehear such cases,

The office does not consider that the attorneys for said nations are correct
in contending that if the citizenship court denies the right of citizenship to
some applicant whose ancestryand tg?géyrelauonsh_lpls identical withsome
person who has heretofore been admitted by the national council, then such
person so 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 denying citizenship to those invested with it by the act of
the national council. The nations themselves are certainly powerless at this
time to repudiate their acts of the counecil and deny citi to those upon
whom it has lawfully bestowed the same.

The reasons med for the creation of said citizenship ecourt are (1) be-
cause the nations not have notice when the cases of the applicants for
citizenship therein were originally had, and (2) for the reason that on appeal
from the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes additional evidence was
taken by the a;l\pallate court and a new hearing had. Neither of these rea-
sons is applicable to the case submitted by the attorneys for said nations,
since the nations not only had notice of their application for citizenship, but
acted thereon through their national council.

‘The office does not consider that the status of these persons referred to by
said attorneys can now be disturbed, nothwitstanding that said citizenship
court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same relation-
ship are not entitled to citizenship in said nations, and it is mggct:uny rec-
ommended that the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes be advised to
continue to enroll the names of and allot land to such persons as have been
admitted by an act of the national conneil or the decision of the Indian agent
on s 1 therefrom without regard to such decisions as may be hereafter
rendered by said citizenship court.

Very respectfully, W. A. JoxES, Commissioner.

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR.
Washington, November 18, 1903,

CoMMISSTON TO THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES,
Muskogee, Ind. T.

GENTLEMEN: October 5, 1908, the Commissioner of Indian Affairs rted
relative to a communication of the Department by the attorneys for the
Choctaw and Chickasaw nations of August15, 1908, submitting a copy of their
letter to you of July 8, 1908, in reference to persons enrolled as citizens of the

| _
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Choctaw Nation who were admitted to citizenship

th 181 by decision of the U tedStatesInde mglwﬁt
o nation or m of the Uni ag -
verse action by the nation’s couneil.

The attorneys state that there are pending before the Choctaw and Chick-
ABAW C; p court cases wherein the court will decide the rights of per-
sons whose status, an 4 and!am:lg relationshipareidentical with persons
who mlﬁlupon acts of the council and decisions of the Indian agent referred
to. Toillustrate: By act of the general council of the Choctaw Nation ap-
proved November §, 1888, W. F. Foster and many other persons were admitted
to Chootaw citizenship. The contention of these people was, and the proof
tended to show, that waere descendants of one James Foster, who wasa
Choctaw Indian in the old Choctaw Nation east of the Missi i River, who
lived and died in the State of lﬁmimim&;ﬂ and who was enro by the Gov-
ernment of the United Statesand. ved benefits under the treaty of 1830,

*In the case of James A. McLellan et al. v. The Choctaw and Chickasaw
Nations, now pens before the Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court,
the applicants also descent from this James Foster, and rely for the

ndieation of their rights npon his status s a w Indian."

t is contended that if the citizenship court determines, in the matter of
the application in the casaof James A. McLellan et al., that James Foster was
not a Choctaw Indian by blood and such a Choctaw Indian by blood asunder
the u-veatiasth m}:aws w;u.ld &b}ﬂ his d&l:and.nntg to be g{lmlttsht}l to qitimt-'
ship, then the claimants, re upon acts of council, are likewise nof
entitled and should not be enrollod.

Seven cases are mentioned inwhich the actsof the couneil of the Choe-
taw Nation or the decisions of the United States Indian agentare relied upon

by the applicants for their citizenship, where such identical status, ancestry,
and family relationship exists that will be judiciously passed upon by
citizenship court.

It was asked of yonr Commission that no further action be taken with
reference to the enrollment of or allotments to persons rel&{ing upon the
gources set out, and that final action in such cases be until the de-
termination by said court of the cases involving the status of persons rely-
ing upon **the identical ancestry and family ﬂonshi&: s

t was stated by said attorneys that if the action of citizenship court
be ad claimants in the cases mentioned before it, it would
2 the acts of conneil

should verse to the
be asked that the enrollment of the rel
and decisions of the United States ) gunt_ denied and that in support
of this request there would be filed certified copies of the proceedin, and
deeisions rendered b; ma%m the views of the a eys as
to the power and dn% of your n énd the Dbpartment.

In I‘EP'i to this communieation, in letter of Commissioner Needles of Au-

6, it was stated that the Commission had enrolled as citizens of the
ﬂsocmw Nation a number of persons whose rights are dependent upomacts
and decisions of the United States

of the Choetaw council and agent; that

the enrollment of such persons had been approved by the Wt and
that they are now, under themﬁsiomuf&actotful]l. (32 Stat., 641),
entitled to selection of allotments.

The Commissioner also informed said attorneys that he did not feel war-
ranted, in the absence 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; t.ha%llmqamr, where the Commission has not ren-
dered a decision, and where the rights of the persons are dependent upon
the acts of the Choctaw council and the deeisions of the United States In
agent referred to, he had given instructions to the Choctaw and Chickasaw
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 hrtnﬁham matter to its attention.

If nﬁy_mrtharacﬁon has been in the matter the Department has not
been adyised.

The Commissioner of Indian Affairs entersat 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 1, 1H(2,
creating said citizenship court, he states that he does not find thatsuch court

has any i“ﬂi'f‘;m“ whatever over such cases as those referred to by the at-
or

Choetaw and Chickasaw nations, where ad-
mit act of council or by decision of the United States Indian agent.
As to that the Department does not understand that the attorneys for the

nations make any such contention. It agrees, however, with the statement
of the Commissioner that the action of the citizenship court can not in any
way affect the rights of those persons who have been duly admitted to citi-
genship in the Choctaw Nation. Italso agreeswith his statement that there
appears no authority for *canceling" the acts of the Choctaw Nation, nor
for denying citize p to those invested with it by the act of the national
council. He concludes, therefore, that the status of these persons referred
to by said attorne{a can not be disturbed, notwithstanding that the citizen-
ship court may determine that persons of the same ancestry and same rela-
tionship are not entitled to citizenship in said nation.
ile the act of June 28, 1898 (30 Stats., 485), directs your Commission to
make correct rolls of the citizens Eﬂ blood of the Choctaw and Chickasaw
nations, and to eliminate from the rolls such names as may have been
i e A he Tt of Reens SAster- Dy the e T
vesti e 8 rig! of persons & t ve
bodiesgg;‘ either nation. In fact the act of May 81, 1900 (31 tht... 221), recog-
nizes the right to enrollment of persons admitted to citizenship, when it di-
rects your ission not to receive, consider, or make any record of any
arl;:plimﬁon of any person for enrollment as a member of any tribe in Indian
erritory who has not besn a member thereof and duly and law-
Iu.l%y enrolled or admitted as such.
ou are accordingly directed, as recommended by the Commissioner, to
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.
dvise the attorneys hereof. A copy of the Commissioner'sletter is in-

Respectiully, THoS. RYAN, Acting Secretary.

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior has reversed these
rulings, and thereby many hundreds 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 Cominission or the United States court. Thisorder is the
most unwarranted assault upon the members of these nations
ever trated, and came at a time when most all of such citi-
zens already filed upon their lands,

Following the instructions, the Commission commenced on the
game day to check off all members of the two nations who had
been admitted by either council or were descendants of persons

enroll the names of

who had been admitted; also those who had been admitted by
the Commission and those admitted by the courts.

This order 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 wera
admitted. Captain Standley served 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 nal
friends there. It was not generally known that his rights were
based upon an act of the Choctaw council, as the act had been
passed so many yearsago. Hisfamily consists of four daughters,
and B. 8. Smiser, the present town-site commisgioner for the Choe-
taw Nation, is the husband of the Captain’s oldest daughter. As
the law refir.;lnﬁng the qualification of the town-site commissioner
requires t 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 wounld
affect every one of them.

As early as the year 1847 the Choctaw national council passed
an act conferring rights upon the newcomers, and as most of the
gresent generation of citizens either came here since then or are

escendants of such it isalmost impossible to know just what per-
gons 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 epuntry under his iron heel of oppression, and at the same
g';néa hn;:dit political pie counter, where deserving politicians may

nm;

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 schems through Congress, perhaps as a Senate amendment
to the Indian appropriation bill, setting aside the citizenship rolls
made by the mﬁm 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 Reld up until
legislation can be secured requiring all such persons to submit
their claims to the Choctaw and Chickasaw court, which conrt
was created in a deal between the United States and the Choctaw
and Chickasaw nations, in what is knownas the ** Supplementary

ent,’” 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 1880, it is readily seen that but very few persons can
make the proof.

It is stated, on what seems to be good authority, that these at-
torneys have by some means secured a contract whereby theyare
to receive the sum of §250,000 and a conditional fee of 8500 per
head for all persons they can deprive of theirrights as Indian cit-
izens. Considerable alarm is felt along that line because of the
fact that 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 gunarded by the
friends of these attorneys that an appeal was not allowedy, and
that was absolutely necessary, for the very questions to be sub-
mifted to that court had already been deci by the Supreme
Court of the United States, and in favor of the citizens. ap-
peal from this citi ip court means reversal. The citizenship
court by one stroke attempted to deprive every person formerly
admitted by the United States courts of their rights, and if the
judgment of that court stands the test then these citizens are
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down 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 1§ a bona fide citizen of these nations?"’
we can only answer that a man is a citizen because he has so been

ized 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 isa 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 itse{f, 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
thatall such citizens shonld 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

rotested against this legislation, as shown by House Document

0. 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

oceedings or appellate proceedings, and none of the classstabbed

y this order were being contested. As before stated, many of
these people have already 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 ghall 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? 1 say rob them of their rights and property, because
all the property these le have is what they have on the lands
in these nations, and if now forced to again &Jrove 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 usnal 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.

Therz 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 if 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 by 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 ontraged 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. Congressshould not lend a helping hand to those seekin
to perpetrate a wrong on our helpless Indian wards. This bi
against which I so vigorously protest is House bill No. 12764,and
was introduced February 22, 1804, and is now pending before the
Indian Committee of this House, where it should forever sleep.

Mr, Chairman, the Secr: 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 hisrecent 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 already
had their lands allotted to them by the Dawes Commission, He
has gone so far as to set asidean act of Congress providing for the
registration of deeds in that 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 NATIONAL BASK oF CADno,
Caddo, Ind. T, February 20, 1504.
Hon, Joux H. Smmgz'm. Q.
ashington, D. C.

DeAR BIR: We, of the Indian Territory, ha no representative in Con-
gress, are obli 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 to the clerks of the central and southern judicial df‘;m::ts of
the Indian Territory, who are ex-officio recorders, a copy of which follows.

NovEMBER 7, 168.
Mr. C. M. CAMPBELL,
Clerk District Court, Ardmore, Ind, T,

S1r: Isend you herewith a oup{ of a letter from the Secretary of the Inte-
rior, dated the 4th instant, requesting that clerksof the central and southern
judi districts of the Indian Territory be instructed to to recard
éleeds to allotments in the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations executed in
violation of the law. i

I also inclose for your information a copy of a letter addressed by this
Department on September 30, 1903, 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 approval by the Secretary
of the Interior unless so approved.

Although the lgﬁsmtion upon the subject of alienation of allotmentsin
the Choctaw and ckasaw 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
?& vgttmih 'i_gzgrohihited by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1, 1903

AL, 112).
Respectfully, ATTORNEY-GENERAL,
The copies referred to in the order go to show that the order was issued at
the suggestion of the Secretary of theio:tcricr.

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 a&proved by the honorable Secretary of the Interior. However, in this
order the recorder isadvised not torecord deeds * execution of which 1_5@117-
hibited by sections 12, 13, 15, and 16 of the act of July 1, 1903 (32 Btat., 712).”
The effect of this order is to put upon these recorders the _respons_ib_lhtF of
determining whether or not the given conveyance or deed is prohibi 1)
anﬁr of the sections referred to, and these clerks of course avoid the respon:
bility by declining to any deed whatever. The effect of this order
will be to greaﬂy hamper and hinder legitimata businessin this country,
already suffering under rules and regulations enough.

Of course the opinion is that an a;t:ﬁal to the courts for a writ of manda-
mus would b‘rlﬁ relief, but we think that if the honorable Atturﬁgg-Genaml‘s
attention was called to the fact that this order put rather too m authority
in the deputy clerks some action would follow.

The recording of a void deed adds nothmg to its validity, and it seems to
us that this order 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 me
8O, ?123 here will be this order in the way of purchaser having his deed re-
corded. .

Weare 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 {0 know if
you think ?‘ou can help us in this matter.

Weare led toaddress you for the reason that we have heretofore found
{ou willing to heed our appeals and notice that you are taking quite an in-

erest dian legislation, being a member of the Committee on Indian

Affairs.
H. M. DUSLAP.

Very respectfolly,

Mr. Chairman, it clearly a 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 Justice to have these recorders to
Btocf the recording of deeds. Theletter 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 statns of what is known as the *‘ court-made citizens * of the
Indian 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
created 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 conrt to the Supreme
Court of the United States, in order to test the validity of this
sweeping and unjust decision, s

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, ISD. T., February 29, 1504.
Hon. Joux H. STePRENS, Washington, D. C.

DEAR S1i: Since wri you I have received a copy of your bill, and as I
un it,it embodies the mg]geatlon that I made in the letter addres
to sﬁm a day or two 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 beem-
mm‘lmdiet_i in (‘;);? case, all of itgm mid t claima l]ﬂ-:: who {Jlatvile lost, ﬁgut in tph;;ﬁiti-

€O’ a}{pi]mr said case, and the nations as a
and allowing e n.‘ﬁ[go‘ns & Cross & ppe‘m nllts’caseswhere the applicant hf's
recovered a judgment in his favor before the Choctaw and Chic w 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 fact, great
care should be taken toselect such tribunal as was without prejudice against
the court claimants, and which would not begin the inves tion believing
that all these applicants are perjurers and thieves, and are trying torob the
nations; and 1 want to say, before I ggﬂan{ further, that I have been actively
e in the practice o 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 court 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
jts citizenship and build up the country than any other one class of people,
The Choctaw and Chickasaw citizenship court has so far refused to ﬂtm upon
the questionsof law affecting applicants by blood, but contents it=el hold-
ing that the evidence is not suflicient to establish the fact of Indian blood,
a.n% this has been the holding of the court in every case where the applica-
tion for enrcllment was by blood except the one single case Iwrote you about
in my former letter, and a number of cases have been decided. Four or five
were decided this morning and all denied, and in all these cases the United
Btates court has held the evidence snﬂiuiant, and in nearly all the Dawes
Commission has held the evidence sufficient.
One of our cases was decided thaamorniu%i;hwhichtha applicant was A, F.
Cowling, and the evidence showed that he been in the T since
about 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
further before the council. That applicant has since at all times
recognized by the anthorities and everyone else as an Indian, has been
deputy sheriff, was offered the office of county court clerk, has purchased
farm after 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 wiiness was introduced
by the nations, not a syllable of evidence was introduced to the contrary, and
o e g further showed that applicant was one of the most substantial
tizens o stric

this Territory,a t memberof the church, a member of the
Masonic order in good md.ulif He had a judgment in his favor of both the
Dawes Commission and the United States court, and yet the Choctaw and

Chickasaw eitizenship court held that the evidence was insufficient to show
that he was an Indian,

Under the above circumstances he had spent the best part of his life here,
had married and raised his family here snd had provided himself with
a comfortable home here for his old and declining years; eve g he
has is here,and it is all swept away by onestroke of the pen. This is just one
case, and 1donot that more cent of the applicants by
blood, if that, will be successtul in this conrt. If in the above case the execu-
tion of the applicant upon the gallows had depended upon the ({nesuon
whether he was a Choctaw Indian, no juryin the ormance of its duty
would have hesitated for a moment to promptly render a verdict of guilty.

1 am alwaya slow to i a court—eomse one must lose, and in many in-
stances your eu:&arience as a lawyer no doubt has tanght youn thatwe are too
apt to criticise the court just because we havelost—and I do not want to be
i now as criticising the conrt or thatI am sore because it has de-
cided cases tme. ITam aimpli stating facts, as will be borne out and
substantiated by every lawyer who had experience in this c¢lass of litiga-
tion. Pe v, I like the court. It has invariably treated me with great
respect. It has exercised great liberality toward all parties in the introduc-
tion of evidence. Ithas 'beggu}mnent in its han.nmsnd all that, but still
this c}gg not change theabsolute importance of right of appeal being

The court has even ggﬁu 80 far as to refuse the appallant the right to come

to court and dismiss his appeal, some that ve never before heard
of except where there was a crossappeal. There is too much involved, the
magnitude of this litigation istoo great, the setting aside of thesolemn judg-

of t jurisdiction is fraught with too much impor-
and to be closed these applicants without
the right to have their cases heard and

gir country. * * *

B el I
E}avt}z‘g;minad ?;nthe hi; Liestacom

With much respect, * * #*

Mr, 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 noticeto be given
to either of said tribes of anyapplication for enrollment; 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 nofice to any tribe of the filing of any appli-
cation for citiz ip.

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

cl .

The 001?111115810]’1 to the Five Civilized Tribes, acting under the
law of Congress of June 10, 1896, nndertook to make such rolls as
therein provided and prescribed certain rules for the applicant for
citizenship to comply with, under which it was required that no-
tice of the application be served upon the tribe in which citizen-
ship was songht. A very large number of applications was made
under the said law and according to such rules, many of whom
were admitted as citizens, but many more rejected.

It was provided by the act of June 10, 1886, 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 caunse 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 jud enltl:sﬂ;e:;ain:gdi:;e{arce about fo:ﬁ . ,ander which
su applicants ac lying upon such judgments,

Whereas &e Congress of the United States, by sections 31, 32,
and 33 of an act ngproved July 1, 19602, 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

‘homes and their all under judgments of the United

of thesaid nations wasa prerequisite under the act of June 10, 1896,
to the right to e ent, and whether or not the trial of said
cause de novo before the United States courts 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 ap&enred in the original cause, had itself taken new testi-
mony therein and fried 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 Indians.

The two nations, acting under the act of July 1,19002, 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, . J, T. Riddle and others, defendants;*’ and
the court rendered an opinion in said causesin which it holds that
all of said judgmentswere 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 June10, 1896, and because that
on appeal to the said United States courts of the Indian Territory
the said causes were tried de novo.

Much of thetestimony taken before the Dawes Commission nupon
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 practicallynotestimony was
takenuntil after appeal of the cause, and it is now claimed that the
result of this decision is of very great detriment and hardship upon
some four or five thonsand applicants for citizenship, and in many
instances,if notall, is absolutely destructive of their rights, These
agphcantq desire-to bring this test suit before the Supreme Conrt
of the United States on :appeal, that the two questions therein in-
volved may be finally and permanently determined before a court
whose special duty itis to construe the Constitution and the laws
of Congress, it being claimed that the. decision of the ecitizenship
court is in conflict with the decision of the said Supreme Court of
the United States on the same general question.

1t is also claimed that while fechnically the two tribes may hold
their lands in common, yet that an application for enrollment 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 being 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 fhe 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 aronse 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,

PurceLy, Ixp. T., January &, 1904
Hon. Joaxy H. Sreraexs, M. C., Washington, D. C.

My DeAr San: I'wish you would kindly send me by return mail several
copinct tho bl a ad vise o ioizoduced n Gongrees providing o
ana m ic WA w citizenshi

S
eatly interes question, as a practicing attorney aud
as one who wants to see fair play and justicedone. Ifeel that no teg out-
rage could be perpetrated npon the hundredsof deserving citizens of the
Chickasaw and Choctaw nations than iiz:g:ﬁytham of theright of an appeal
from the judgment of the so-called cit peourt. Therightof an appeal,
it occurs to me, is a constitutional one, and to eay that thousands of people
shonld be denied this right in cases such as the one under considerntion,
wherein millions of dollars' worth of property is involved, is simply out-

us.
mﬁny of these licants for citizenship have for many years prior to the
pamgfcof the ac:glp June 10, 1806, made application to thg fndianp:guncils of
the Chickasaw and Choctaw nations, but use of their lack of meoans and
ability to “&-’“ﬁgﬂ“’ price demanded ™ were never enrolled by the tribal au-
thorities. fact is a notorious one, not only in the Chickasaw and Choce-
taw nations, but extends far beyond their liml{&

To say that this court should in seventeen days' time vacate and sot aside
the judgment of the Federal courtsin the Territory rendered during a period
of ost soven years' time, without even the right of anappeal toa Aighor
tribunal, is something unheard of in American 1urj.gprndence.

1 most sincerely trust that you may be able to give this bill your earnest
support and attention. Nomore just measure affecting a particular class of
paggi: conld, it seems to me, come up for g'aur consideration.

vn_.king you for numerons past favors, Iam,
ery Wﬂﬂ{g‘

CoMANCHE, Inp. T., January 19, 1904.

STEPHENE,

Washington, D, C.

My DEAR SIr: I noticed that you had introduced a bill in Congress pro-
viding for an appeal of one case as a test from the judgment of the citizen-
ship court to the Supreme Court of the United Btates.

. 1desire to ress my approval of your sense of right and justice. Never
in the history of our country, I am sure, has there been alEu'allel with:the
t method of disposing of the vast interests of the people who hold their
Btates court. It wasa

most remarkable tgaiom of legislation when Congress provided for three men
who should have the power to set aside the judgments of judges of the United
lands and homes of some 4,000 of value

outany right

JTam

J. F. Branp.

Hon. Joax H.

Btates court and di of the
reaching into the and beable to do thisabsolutely
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of appeal or remeﬂtiwh&twm' toecorrect their judgments if erroneons. Plac-
ing in their hands these interests, with the absolute power of disposal subject
to influence of the vast sums of money which the opponents of these le
could afford to provide, I can’t think that the Members of Congressvo! or
such a bill conld have comprehended just what they were doing.

If they eould know the feeling of %Jstmst with which the public in this
country ﬁggeraﬂy view this citizenship court, I am sure they would not re-
fuse to relieve the citizenship court of the odor that now hangs over it
by allowing their jndgments to be reviewed by that tribunal in whom the
American people have confidence, the Supreme Court of the United Btates.
Especially should this be true when you remember that all these cases have
been tried in the United States court, first by a master in chancery, and
finally by the ju of the court, and these courts have pronounced a judg-
ment adverse to the judgments heretofore made by the citizenship court.
bave never yet in my conversation with people in the Territory gmsrd any
expressa word of confidence inthe judgments of the citizenship court, Onthe
othier hand, the feeling seems to be unanimouns that the court is not & court,
but the agents of the attorneysrepresenting the Chickasaw and Choctaw na-
tions. I can't think that Congress can have nng other desire than that jus-
tive may be done, and I know that no reasonable objection can be made to
submitting the matter on a test case to the Supreme Court, and to
this by I'E})r\e‘nentntivesef the Indian nations is to confess the truth of the

iinionsof thi public as to 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 to them as well as the people
to place them beyond sny charge by allowing their judgments to be reviewed.
Trusting you may su in passing the bigl.

I am, as ever, yours, very truly, H. B. LOCKEETT.

Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Interior and the Dawes
Comimission have deliberately violated an act of Congress and an
Indian treaty by refusing to allot timber lands to Choctaw In-
dians, Mr. Bixby, when before the Indian Committee recently,
was asked the following gunestions:

Mr. StEPHENS. I believe, under an
Chickasaw Indians an e
lands; that the only lands ted were mineral lan

Mr. Bixsy. The Choctaw and Chickasaw ent ungquestionably give
the membersof the tribes a right toselect lands upon which pine timber was

& M. StepmExs. Upon which they had their homes?

Mr. Bixsy. What‘goer they had their homes there or not.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not account for the reason why an
executive officer refuses absolutely to pérmit a plain act of Con-
gress to be carried into effect. Mr. Bixby explicitly, when before
our committee, admitted this to be a fact.

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield to me?

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. inly.

Mr. FITZGERALD. With a great many things the 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 ve
valuable timber lands throngh allotments that might be made.
wish to ask the gentleman if it was not a fact that it a red 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
pers?fns entertaining an evil design always have some excuse to
give for 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 stating 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 growing upon land is
part of the realty. The law clearlystated 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 obtainin ion
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
will further state that the report of Mr. Brosius, the secretary of
the Indian Rights Association (which report you will find in a
recent CONGRESSIONAL RECORD), shows t several members of
the Dawes Commission belonged tosomeof these trust companies,
and some of the clerks and other governmental 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 specvlating 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 nupon application to allot them,

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. It was.

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. And they have persistently and
deliberately refnsed 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-
is bill, section 6, with the power to sell the timber upon this land,

ment between the Choctaw and
ey had the right to select timber

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, Mr, 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 sitnation. The letters are as follows:

CHICEASHA, IND. T., December 22, 1508.
Hon. Joux H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C.

Dear 8mr: Your favor of recent date in regard to the interest of some
Choctaw Indians as set forth in my former letter received and n s ¢
rather think you misconstrued the meaning of my former letter. as it seems
{hml received the idea that it was the failure o approve certain Choctaws b

e Secretary which was the basis of my complaint. The matter to which

intended to call yourattention was the withdrawal of certain lands, appraised
by the Commission as timber lands, from sllotment, and the rehtsaﬁ':? the
Commission to permit it allotted by the Choctaws, w. under the treaty it
was intended to be allotted just the same as any other land, and that thereis
nothing in the treaty to ind.icate that this character of land should be with-
held from allotment for any reason.
My information is that it is withheld from allotment for the gﬂ'rpose of
trying to secure 1 tion by Congress giving the Secretary authority and
power to sell said land by sealed bids. This, it seems to me, would give &
-Freqter partunit%gur 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 allptments out of the common
lands of the two anywhere they desired, especizlly on said land, as it
is not specially reserved under the treaty,and if you are familiar with the
sup?lnmental ent with the Chickasawsand Choctaws you will note
that there is no to indicate that this character of land shoald be with-
held from allotment for an{ purpose.

I thought perhaps a resolution m.igﬁit be introduced in Conm calling
upon the Secretary to show cause why this land was withheld from allot-
ment, and it might canse the same to be opened for allotment.

. I do not desire to trouble you too much with this maiter, but if you could
aid me in any way along this line I will appreciate it very much.
Yours, very truly, F. E. RipDLE.

CHICKASHA, IND. T., February 12, 1904,
Hon. Jorx H. STEPHENS, Washington, D. C.

My DeAR Bir: I received the examination and statement of Mr. Bixby be-
fore your committes. Inote hestatesthat unless the committee recommends
some legislation in regard to the timber proposition they will go ahead and
allot it under the ex:lstl& laws.

1 am reliably inform hﬂ some of the best Indian citizens who reside in
the timber belt that the Indians are not desirous of having any new legisla-
tion on the subject, but are insisting upon neleﬂtin%their allotments under
the treaty as it now exists and as has been ratiflad {htham: that they have
been living in that 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 canse them to be separated from their relatives and families

and will not at all snit them.

I think Mr. Bixby is mistaken when he claims that the Indians were about
to be robbed of their timber. Idonot think there would be near so much
danger of their robbed of their timber as there wonld be of their being
robbed of the rents of their land when Mr. Bixby says that they rent 160 acres -
of the best farming land here, which is already in cultivation, for §5 per
year, and that he thinks that is the arrangement that they could make,
As you will see. that would onlr{bbe 15 cents per acre, and our lend here
is worth §3 per acre, if it is worth a cent. So yon see that Mr. Bixby’s state-
ments that the Indiansare being robbed, on one hand. and, on the other hand,
in regard to leasing of their lands, that they are making the best arrange-
e it S g i e

¥ idea t new tion will eimply tend to create
disturbances and dah{ @ wurk‘jimtﬁa Commission, n.m? fam 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 timbsr on
it is fairly good land for cultivation, and if there should be a law passed per-
:tnattlzing th?ng:lmimi_on to t|7.:;.‘|II the ﬁmge;. té!]un f:ildsthe mm;ﬁn?.wm 1 l\;mg:{;

nd, won permitted in the receiv m the sa

and the Indians w] Mn of the conntry would have to take
hich timber was cut and only get a very small per centof
the money received from the timber. If a portion of the Indians are per-
mitted to selact their lands under the treaty it seems that it would oniy be
fair that all of them should be treated alike and all have the same privilege,
I hope your committee will not recommend any new legislation that will
h.kee,y elay and prolong the work of the Commission.

Wishing you much success in your endeavors, I beg to remain,

Yours, very truly,
F.E. Rippre.

Mr. SHERMAN. Will the gentleman from Texas permit mc
to make a suggestion? It is nota question. Is not this the condi-
tion of affairs, that it is thonght 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 perfo other duties that they must at the same time
perform and are de ym? for the time being the purpose of this
statute so far as timber land is concerned, and in the meantime
bringing the matter to the attention of Congress, so that if Con-
gress in its wi sees fit to change this statute it can doso. and
then they will goright along in accordance with the desire of Con-

€88 an orm their duty. A

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, it can not be
trne that the Dawes ission 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 no work to pérform in the
Indian Territory,
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Mr. SHERMAN. But that is another class of work.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Isnottheentire work of the Indian
Territory under the control of the Dawes Commission?

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Then, why shonld 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

tleman here and myself, in Congress, have one line of work to
perform, and the gentleman from Minnesota has another.

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas, Isthere anything to prevent this
Commission 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 Department showing that they gmpoaa tohold
up these allotments for the purpose of securing from Congress
legislation to carry out other designs. They do not a&s}in the
reason of their failure to comply with the law to be that they do
not have the time to do if, 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 nnlimited quantities to lnmber companies—in other words,
to the lumber trust.

Mr. SHERMAN. They assigned, if the gentleman will permit
another brief interruption, as a reason before our committee no
desire to hold up Co 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 thonght wise not to
make any changa, 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 an executive officer has a
right to refuse to tg:rtorm a duty expecting that Congress will
i:hange the line of that duty as marked out by law for him to fol-

ow?

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 thi 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 RECOrRD 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 ment 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. Bixsy. The Choctaw and Chickasaw u%oements unquestionably give
the members of the tribes a right to select land upon which pine timber was

wing.
gr%[r.?n:rms\ Upon which they had their homes?

Mr. Brxsy. Whether they had their homes there or not.

Mr. STepHENS. Aud is it not a fact that recently the Secretary of the In-
mll;ia?t: ha.:'prevented those people from taking those lands, without any law
W ver?
thHr']fnlgaBY' It i: a fact m%tu nt ttj.%:a recomxiu‘air;gation of the Commission

038 ATe No' bemﬁ at the presen 8.

]anhé.r' STEPHENS. The law requires that they have a right to select timber
i

Mr. Brxny. I think it did.
Mr. STEPHESS. Then, why does the Commission disregard the act of Con-

Mr. Bixgy. Iam glad you ask me that, because perhaps I should explain
this situation. Just before the opening of the offices in the Chickasaw
and Choctaw nations I received lstters from Governor McCurtinadvising me
that certain syndicates or hnd—imyrovament com’ es were about to re-
ceive on of the pine timber in the Choetaw ﬁstion_at a consideration
enti inade%uate._und 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-
slon instructed me to make an examination of the situation immediately and
to report back to the Commission what I found. Iimmediately went down
to the Choctaw Nation, looked the gronnd over, and made inguiries and in-
vestigations, and made up my mind that Governor McCurtin did not over-
state the sitmation. I so ted to the Commission, and recommended
three propositions, any one of which, if adopted, would of the matter,
The Fro‘po&it:iun adopted was that these lands -should be withheld from allot-
ment until the Secretary of the Interior could be advised of th
and with the thought also in mind that perhaps Congress mig’
vised. That recommendation was approved. We did advise the Secre
that we had withheld these lands temporarily from allotment, not in a spirit
of attempting or of thinking we ought to opma law of Congress—

Mr. STEPHENS. But that prevented the ns from taking their allot-

ments?
Mr. Brxsy. Yes; but not wm.ly to their injury.
Mr. STEPHENS. It has indefinitely postponed the allotment?
Mr. Bixsy. Not necessarily.

I would like to know, Mr. Chairman, how much time I have
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman hasused forty-twominutes.

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, on the 8d 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 etary 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 20, 1902,
To the Hon. SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, :
Washington, D. C.
S1r: The county commissioners of Comanche County, Okla., request the
authority to incur an indebtedness of $5,000. 4 e
Baid indebtedness to be ﬂ?ald 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., 1095-1004.) :
Baid indebtedness to be incurred for the purpose of providing additional
e oy SR
collowing the mqnes Aan @ county commissioners state that
the temporary gjsﬂ 1ding is wholly inadequata for the accommodation of
its inmates at this time; that it hasa capacity sufficient toaccommodate only,
s:.xuteen prisoners, and that there are at this time twenty-six inmates in snts
a

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

dagmdaﬂons in our county.
t the last session of the grand jury,in three days twenty-nine indict-

mentswere returned, eight of which were for murder, and all the remainder,
oxhuigt tm were for aeriouﬁs felonies.

re n fifty cases where prisoners were out on bond in felony cases
were not considered. ¥ '
. Itisthe opinionof 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 t'ljlﬁ people of our county. :

[SEAL.] 4 i
Chairman Board of County Commissioners,

Attest:

W. G. GORMAN, County 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 a; and d ted shall, in advance of the opening, be
surveyed, subdivided, and platied, under the direction of the Secretagy of
the Interiar.‘ into appropriate lots, blocks, streets, alleys, and sites for parks
or public buildings, soasto make a town site thereof: gwm‘ded‘ That no such
Earson shall pu more than one business and one residence lot. Town

rchase
ts shall be offered and so0ld 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.
5l‘ha receipts from the sale of these lots in the ctive conun seat‘s tshall.
ng, platting,

after deduc inﬁ]the expenses incident to the surveying, su
and selling of the same, be disposed of under the direction of the Secretary

of the Interior in the following manner: A court-honse shall be erected there-
with at such county seat,at a cost not exceeding $10,000, and the residue shall
be applied to the construction of bridges, roads, and such other public im-
rovements as the Secretary of the Interior shall deem appropriate, includ-
ng the payment of expenses ac ¥ necessary to the maintenance of the
county government, until the time for collectin ccun;‘.iy taxes in the calendar
year next su the time of the opening, No indebtedness of any char-
acter shall be contracted or incurred by any of said counties prior to tgo time
for col.l_ech.ngcounty.taxes in the calendar year next succeeding the opening,
gce tg:g where the same shall have been authorized by the Secretary of
o rior.

_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 expended, j i
recommendation of t.he'::n1 o ?&ﬁﬁuﬁtﬁﬁiﬁg?ﬁ?ﬁoﬂ?nﬁm e
for the construction of waterworks, schoolhouses, and such other m c"f;?:i
::qgmvements as may be adyisable 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, $50,000.

The Secretary of the Interior 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 Habilities of the
assistant treasurer dated August 81, 1903, that there remains of
this sum now on deposit $623,156.43. .

The claim of the Government to the lands of Indian tribes ex-
tends to the ultimate title and to the exclusive power of ac?ujring
possession. (Johnson v. McIntosh, 8 Wheat., 543.) The fee was
inthe United States, subject only to ocenpancy. (United States
v. Cook, 19 Wall., 592.) 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 becovered into 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

SAM STRAUSS,
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of an officer of the Government, or in any other place, retain the
° character of public funds; the title remains in the United States;
they cease to &mblic moneys only when paid out in liquidation
of alegal demand and to a lawful claimant. (4 Comp. Dec., 210.)
In section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890, which act created a tem-

porary government for the Territory of Oklahoma (26 Stat., 92), it

was provided:

That in case of any lands in said Territory of Oklahoma which may be
occupied and filed upon as a homestead, under the provisions of law a pﬂm—
ble to said Territory. by a;_g:sson who 1s entitled to perfect his title thereto
under such laws, are for town-site {nu.rposea, it shall be lawful for
such person to agply to Secretary of the Interior to purchase the lands
embraced in said homestead, or any part thereof, for town-site s}.mrpoaea
He shall file with the application a plat for such proposed town site, and if
such plat shall be approved by the &mmry of the Interior he shall issue a
patent to such person for land embraced in said town site upon the payment
of the sum of §10 per acre for all the lands emb in said townsite, except
the lands to be donated and maintained for {mhlic P as provided
in thissection. And the sums so received by the Secretary of the Interior
shall be paid over to the proper anthorities of the municipalities when or-
ganized, to be used by them for school purposes only.

Comptroller Matthews, replying to a letter from the Secretary
of the Interior relating to the disposition of moneys received by
the Secretary of the Interior under this provision, on July 13,1802,
said:

I have the honor to say that, in my opinion, did not intend that
the moneys derived from the sale of town sites in oma, under the sct
referred fo, should be disposed of in such a manner that no account thereof
could be kept at the . Theactsetsa the moneys received from
the sales of the respective town sites for school purposes, and provides that

e Secretary of the Interior shall pay over the same to the %mper author-
ities of the municipalities when . This is in legal effect an appro-
R‘ria.t.ion of the proceeds of sales of such town sites for the purposs indicated.

here is therefore no reason why the proceeds of the sales of such town sites

should not be deposited in the as other public revenues, to the
credit of miscellaneous

receipts “on account of sales of town sites in Okla-
homa Territory, under section ﬂh:ct of May 2, 1800," and under the author-
ity of said act the Secretary of the will issue appropriation war-

Dot o o Tamirtion of o Batretary of the atatior for tho plrmosos
subjec a gl on L] T ilor purposes
indicated in the act.

A detailed acconntof the deposits made on account of sales of each particu-
lar town site should be kept in order that payments may be made by settle-
ge’pon:rhlaa ttg:r of the respective munld’pa!ﬁm when organized, as suggested

I would say that I have ascertained that the moneys received
from town-site sales, under section 22 of the act of May 2, 1890,
above cited, have been covered into the Treasury and paid out on
warrants, in accordance with the decision of the Comptroller, and
it is clear that the funds received from the sale of town lots un-
der the act of March 3, 1901, is in every respect the same as under
the act of May 2, 1820, and Congress in both cases appropriated
the proceeds so received for specific purposes.

Section 234, Revised Statutes, provides that—

All claims and demands whatever by the United States or against them
and all accounts whatever in which the United States are concerned, either
as d(;:)tomol' creditors, shall be settled and adjusted in the Treasury Depart-
men

Section 8622, Revised Statutes, provides that—

Every officer or agent of the United Btates who receives public money

which he is not authorized to retain as salary, pay, or emolument ren-

der his accounts monthly.
Section 7 of the act of July 381, 1894 (28 Stat., 206), provides
that—

The Aunditor for the Interior Degn.rtment shall receive and examine all ac-
counts * * * relatingto * * public lands.

Mr. Chairman, the Comptroller of the Treasury in a decision (to
the Secretary of the Treasury) dated December 13, 1800, held—
‘When the Commissioner of Indian Affairs assumed the dut&ot collecting
funds p‘l‘(P‘lBl'ly collectible by Indian agents he also assumed the duty of ac-
counting for said Funds in the manner prescribed by law and regulations.

If it were conceded that the receipts of Indian moneys, proceeds of labor,
need not be aceounted for, it wounld be an easy sttgg to the concession that the
disbursement of such funds need not be accounted for.

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,
dated July 10, 1900, as follows:

It seems to be clearly the duty of an officer of the United States who re-
ceives moneys which belong to the United States, either in his own right or
8s trustee, to render such full and explicit account as will admit of a proper
and exact andit.

Mr. Chairman, under this rule it seems incumbent upon the
Commissioner of Indian Affairs to keep an accurate record of all
funds received by him from miscellaneous sources, whether from
mining leases. grazing leases, or otherwise. and whether the funds
are of the class known as '* Indian moneys, proceeds of labor," or
otherwise, and to render such full and explicit account thereof as
will admit*of a proper and exact audit by the Auditor for the
Interior Department, and it is so held.

Again, on December 3, 1902, in what is known as the ** Menom-
inee logs case,” the Comptroller said:

I think the Auditor was justified in raising the point that the method pur-

sued leaves a defect in the records which may come up to plague future in-
vestigators. Governmental business is not the work of a day, of even the
lifetime of any person. Itisa continuing business, and Y::.dence as well as
experience dictates such a ;{ersist.ency in records as will leave to future offi-
cers a record that will enable them to ascertain what their predecessors have
done and the reasons for their actions. .

¢ ¢ & Tporder to perfect the records in the Anditor's oﬁef?l would sug-
gest that the Aunditor obtain from the Interior Department (if the present
papers are not sufficient for that purpose) information as to the transaction,
and that the same be filed with the accounts of the Indian agent for the guar-
ter ending June 30, 192, and a notation be made on the official statement of

the account referring to the papers filed therewith. This will preserve a
;eccint'% of the transaction in the very place where one would naturally look
‘or it hereafter,

Mr. Chairman, the large sum of money arising from the sale of
these Oklahoma town lots has never been placed in the Treasury
of the United States, as is shown by the letter of the Acting Treas-
urer. It is as follows: .

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECHETARY,
Washington, March £, 1504
Hon. Joux H. STEPHENS,
House of Representatives.

S1r: Referring to t3';“)1‘1:11- communication of the 20th ultimo, in relation to
a bill passed di g Fifty: Congress providing for the sale of town
lots in the towns of Lawton, Hobart, and Ansdarko, Okla., and requ
information as to the amount of money in the to the credit o
gaid towns, I have the honor to state that the town lots referred to were sold
by the Secretary of the Interior under the provisions of the act of March 3,
1901 (31 Stat., p. 104), and the thereof disbursed by him.
roceeds of the sales have ever been covered into the Treasury of the

e
United States,
Respectfully, R. B. ARMSTROXNG,
Acting Secreiary.

Mr. Chairman, it is clear fo my mind that in this matter we
have another illustration of the manner in which Mr. Hitchcock
has ignored the plain laws of the United States, and thereby dis-
regarded his oath of office as well as the rights of the citizens of
the counties and towns to whom this money belongs. There have
been several destructive fires in these towns which destroyed
hundreds of thonsands of dollars’ worth of property. Mr. Hitch-
cock should be compelled to refund to those people the money
lost by these fires, for the reason that had some of this money
been put into waterworks this property would not have been de-
stroyed. Some time ago I introdunced in this Congress a resolu-
tion calling on Mr. Hitchcock to account for this strange viola-
tion of law. A few days ago he ordered work to begin on these
waterworks. i

Iam glad to know that the Secretary has in this instance recog-
nized that the Congress of the United States can at least inquire
into his arbitrary actions and call him to account for his refusal
to obey the law that he has sworn to obey as an officer of this
Government.

Mr. Chairman, the best thing in the message of President Roose-
velt is as follows:

No man is above the law and no man is below it; nor do we ask any man’s

permission when we unire him to obey it. Obedience to the law is de-
manded as a right, not as a favor.

Mr. Chairman, I desire to know why the President, if he means
what he says, does not cast out of his Cabinet Secretary Hitch-
cock, who in the many instances I have cited has openly defied
the law and refused to obey it. By removing this member of his
Cabinet the President wonld do more to earn the gratitude of mil-
lions of western people than he has ever done by any official act,
and I speak not as a partisan, but as an humble citizen of this
great Republic.

Mr, Chairman, the President of the United States at the begin-
ning of this Congress in his message points out the fact that
almost every Department of this Government is reeking with
fraud and corruption. He says that—

The special investigation of the subject of naturalization under the direc-
tion of the Attorney-General and the consequent prosecutions reveal a
condition of affairs call ins for the immediate attention of the Con . For-
geriesand perjuries of eless and t character have been pe
trated, not only in the dense centers of population, but throughout the coun-
try; and it is established beyond doubt that very many so-¢alled citizens of
the United States have no title whatever to that right, and are asserting and
enjoying the benefits of the same through the grossest frauds.

Again, he s s in the same message:

I now recommeand, as a matter of the utmost importance and nrgency, the
extensicn of the pu of this appropriation, so that it may be available,
under the direction of the Attorney-General, and until used. for the due en-
forcement of the laws of the United States in general and especially of the
civil and criminal laws relating to public lands and the laws relating to pc
crimes and offenses and the subject of naturalization. Hecent investigations
have shown a deplorable state of affairs in these three matters of vital con-
cern. By various frands and by forgeries and perjuries, thousandsof acres
of the Il:lublac: domain, embracing lands of different character and extending
through various sections of the country, have heen dishonestly acquired.

It is hardly necesﬁtgoto urge the importance of recovering these dishon-
estacquisitions, stolen from the people, and of promptly and duly punishin
the offenders. I speak in another part of this message of the wid reng
crimes by which the sacred right of citizenship is falsely asserted and that
“inestimable heritage" perverted to base ends. By similar means—that is,
through frauds, forgeries, and perjuries, and by shameless briberies—the
laws relating to the P_mpar conduct of the public service in general and to
the due administration of the Post-Office Depariment have been noto-
riously violated, and many indictments have been found, and the enusequent
rosecutions are in courss of hearing or on the eve thereof. For the reasons
us indicated, and so that the Government may be prepared to enforce
promptly and with the greatest effect the dus penalties for such violations
of law, and to this end mey be furnished with sufficient instrumentalities
and competent legal assistance for the investigations and trials which will
be necessary at many different points of the country, ete.

But, Mr. Chairman, the most startling declaration made by the
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.Prf;ildent in this message is the following, every word of which
is 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
official corruption which surpasses that of the preceding century
of our country’s history. Can it not be found in the fact thatone
political party has practically been in power for more than forty

, and that the conditions surrounding this party make it
impossible for it to throw out of office such men as Secretary
Hitcheock and numerouns others that I might mention, who are
trﬁsponsﬂiﬂ? for or have participated in this wholesale plunder of

@ e

Mr. irman, 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-
can authority giving the remedy for this corruption. The last
:il:use of the Republican party's platform in 1856 gave thisremedy,

The recent startling developments of fraud and corruption at the Federal
meg'doa%olis show that an entire change of administration is imperatively de-
ma -

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 ery 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
0510 Irhich this Haman will be hanged by the American people in
1904.

The following is section 6 of the Re;;llblican 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 to
rigid economy and accountability is indispensable to arrest the systematic

lunder of the public Treasury by favored partisans, while the recent start-
Eng developments of frauds and corruptions at the Federal meue'gpo]ia show
that an en change of administration is imperatively demended.

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.

Mr. MARTIN. I do not like fo ask the House to remain any
longer to-night.

r. SHERMAN. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to. ’

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. BouTELL, Chairman of the Committee of the
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com-
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 12684, the In-
dian appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon.

SENATE RESOLUTION REFERRED.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following Senate concurrent
resolution was taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to the
Committee on Rivers and Harbors:

Senate concurrent resolution No. 50.

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the
Secretary of”War be, and he is hereby, directed to canse an examination and
survey to be made from the St. Jones River, at Dover, Del, to & vint on
Little River and thence to Delaware Bay for the purpose of determining the
advisability and cost of constructing a canal between the said rivers and
the deepening and widening of Little River, so as to provide a channel suit-
able for the needs of commercs from Dover, Del., to

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of
the following title; when the Speaker signed the same:

H. R. 18290. An act making an appropriation for clearing the
Potomac River of ice. ;

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the
following titles:

8. 3780. An act anthorizing the Yankton, Norfolk and Southern
Railway Company to construct a combined railroad, wagon, and
foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River at or near the
city of Yankton, S, Dak.; and

S. 121. An act granting additional lands adjacent to the site of
the University of Montana to the State of Montana for uses of
said university.

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re-

orted that this day they had presented to the President of the
%nihed States, for his approval, the following bills:

H. R. 8850. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas
Joyce:

. R. 6089, An act granting an increase of pension to Emma
L. Nagle;
H. R.g 865. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles C.

i

ware Bay.

WH. R. 11021, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph
eems; .

H. R. 2019, An act granting a pension to Mallie Gwynn;

H. R. 6352. An act granting a pension fo Huff;

H. R. 8227, An act granting a pension to Lncius E. Polk;

H. R. 4045, An act granting a pension to Minnie Gusler;

i Idil%l 19, An act establishing a United States court at Marietta,
nd. 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 ABSENCE.

By unanimons consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr.
Harpwick for ten days on account of important business,

ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now

ourn.
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock) the
House adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive comniu-

?iff.tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as
OlLLOWS:

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans-
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of
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 COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND

RESOLUTIONS.

Mr. HINSHAW, from the Committee on Patents, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11585) to amend section 493
of the Revised Statutes, r?)orted the same with amendment, ac-
companied by a report (No. 1320); which said bill and report
were referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. CURTIS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3204) permitting th= liowa,
Chickasha and Fort Smith Railway Company to sell and convey
its railroad and other property in the Indian Territory to the
Eastern Oklahoma Railway Company, and the Eastern Oklahoma
Railway Company to lease all its railroad and other property in
the Indian Territory to the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Rail-
way Company, and thereafter to sell its railroad and other prop-
erty tosaid the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company,
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1824); which said bill and report were referred to the House
Calendar.

Under clanse 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow-
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named,
as follows: -

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Waysand Means, to which
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 9872, reported in lien
thereof a bill (H. R. 134186) providing for the licensing of custom-
house brokers, and for other purposes, accompanied by a report
({j Nlo. ?33); which said bill and report were referred to the House

alenaar.

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 11348) to set
apart certain lands in the State of South Dakota as a public park,
to be known as the Battle Mountain Sanitarium Park, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1334);
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the state of the Union.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv-
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole
House, as follows:

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2863) granting an
increase of pension to David C. Coleman, reported same with-
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out amendment, accompanied by a report (No.1302); 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. 8462) granting an increase of pension to
James Walts, reported the same without amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 1303); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOUSTON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4330) granting a pen-
sion to Catherine Tully, reported the same with amendment, ac-
companied by areport (No. 1304); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11906)
granting a pension to Margaret Jones. reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1305); 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. 12493) granting an increase of pension
to Sarah N. Maddox, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1306); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

My, McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the Hounse (H. R. 11616) granting a pension
to August Bockerman, reported the same without amendment,
accompanied by a report (No. 1807); which said bill and report
were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. from the Committee on Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R, 2014)
granting an increase of pension to Charity M. Farmer, reported
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1308);
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7482) granting an increase
of pension to Jennie Pettit Morrison, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1809); 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) ting an increase of pension to
Amanthus P. Joyner, reported the same with amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1810); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr, LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9399) 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 House (H. R. 11402) granting an increase of pension to
Agnes B. Hesler, reported the same with amendment, accompa-
nied by a report (No. 1312): which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private 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. 1813); which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar,

Mr. 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 regln_lrt (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. 9824) granting an increase
of pension to Elizabeth McL. Haughey, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1315); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. ]g(i&TTERSON 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
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on Pen-
gions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 878)
granting a pension to Robert S. Rose, reported the same with
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1317); which said bill
and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania,from the Committee on Pen-
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12491)
granting a pension to Peter Scott, reported the same with amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1318); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5538) granting an increase
of pension to Hugh L. Freeman, reported the same without
amendment, accom ied by a report (No. 1319); which said bill
and report were regerred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8118) for the relief of Agnes
W. Hills and Sarah J. Hills, reported the same without amend-
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 1321); which said bill and
report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. LIND, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re-
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 1352) for the relief of Lindley C.
Kent and Joseph Jenkins as the sureties of Frank A. Webb, re-
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report
(No. 1322); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri-
vate Calendar.

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Claims,
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3950) for the
relief of W. R. Akers, of Alliance, Nebr., reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1323); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Clalms, to
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9758) for the re-
lief of the heirs of George McGhehey for services rendered as
mail contractor, reported the same withont amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1325); which said bill and report were
referred to the Private Calendar.

Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1127) for relief of Wil-
liam J. Hines, reported the same without amendment, accompanied
by a report (No. 1326); which said bill and report were referred
to the Private Calendar.

Mr, MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which was referred the bill of the Senate (8. 64) to correct the
military record of William B. Thompson, reported the same with-
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1332); which said
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar,

ADVERSE REPORTS.

Under clanse 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 House (H. R. 3076) for the relief of
John Thomas Owen, reported the same adversely, accompanied 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. 2097) 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 clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Claims was
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12108) for the
relief of Mary Donglas Griffiths, and the same was referred to
the Committee on War Claims.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
?f 1;che following titles were introduced and severally referred as

ollows:

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H, R. 13414) to provide for the
temporary government of the territory or zone of land to be occu-
pied and controlled by the United States for the construction of
an interoceanic canal and other works necessary and convenient
for the operation and protection of said enterprise, and for other
purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce.

Mr. HUNT: A bill (H. R. 13415) to place the page force of
the House of Representatives on the annual pay roll—to the Com-
mittee on Accounts.

By Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means: A
bill (H. R. 13416) providing for the licensing of custom-hotse
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 Public Buildings and Grounds.

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18418) in relation to the
elective franchise, defining offenses against the same, and pre-
scribing punishments therefor—to the Committee on Election of
President; Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress.

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 13167) to promote the safety of
travelers on railroads by compelling common carriers engaged in
interstate commerce to strengthen the construction of day or pas-
senger coaches, mail cars, chair, smoking, and combination cars
and tourist sleepers, and for other purposes—to the Committee on
Interstate and I'oreign Commerce.

By Mr. WACHTER: A resolution (H. Res. 240) authorizing
the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills to appoint an
assistant clerk for the remainder of the session—to the Commit-
teo on Accounts,

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXtrIoIépﬁvate bills and resolutions of | P

gﬁ following titles were introduced and severally referred as
OWE:

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, 8. C.—to the Commit-
tee on War Claims.

By Mr. CANDLER: A hill (H. R. 13421) granting an increase
of pension to Micajah Hill, alias Michael C. Hill—to the Commit-
tee on Pensions.

Also, abill (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

ion to Christian P. Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid
€N810M8,

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 13424) granting an increass of
pension to John E. Aunlt—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensions,

By Mr. DICKERMAN: A bill (H. R. 18425) granting a pension
to Yg'ilham H. Small—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13426) granting a pension to Caroline Har-
na—latg the'sJ ﬂClomémltztee :igvlnv;did Pensions. e e LT

Also, a bill (H. R. 13427) granting a pension T ;
Collen—to the Committee on Iuvt;?fl Pensions. i .

Also, a bill (H. R. 18428) 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.

Also, 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 Johm Nixon—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13433) ting a pension to JacobT. Child—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13434) granting a pension to R. A. Dough-
erty—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
Willinm T. Bailey—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-

sions.

By Mr. 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 fo R, 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 reimburse 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-
creass of pension to Charles W. Burger—to the Committee on
Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. MAHONEY: A bill (H. R. 13444) granting an increase
t}))f pension to Eugene H. Harding—to the Committee on Invalid

ensions.

By Mr. MAYNARD: A bill (H. R. 18445) for the relief of E, J.

to the Committee on Claims,

Mr. OTIS: A bill (H. R. 13446) granting a pension to Sara
A. Wardell—to the Committee on Pe)nsions. 5

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 13447) granting an increase

%f pension to Nancy A. Rickman—to the Committee on Invalid
ensions, F

Also, a bill (H. R. 13448) granting an increase of pension to
Susan D. Lovell—to the Committee (;‘n 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 Mr.SOUTHARD: A bill (H, R. 13451) granting anincrease of
pension to Frank Wenzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13452) granting an increase of pension to
Eli Bunting—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R.'18453) granting an increase of pension to
Ezekial Steele—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 13454) for
the relief of James W. Kenney and the Union Brewing Com-
any—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R.18455) granting an increase
(I)i pension to Henry L. Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid

NS10nSs.

Also, a bill (H. R. 13456) for the relief of Richard E. Cross—to
the Commit‘ee on Military Affairs,

By Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 13457) granting a pension
to Catharine Essig—to the Committee on Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 13458) granting a pension to Hannah A.
Robison—to the Committez on Invalid Pensions,

Also, a bill (H, R. 13459) granting a pension to Sarah Soper—
to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 18460) for the relief of Reuben K,
Deaver—to the Committee on Claims.

By Mr, WILLIAMS of Tllinois: 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 Mr, WILSON of New York: A bill (H. R. 13464) to amend
the naval record of William H. Harlin—to the Committee on
Naval Aﬂ’glﬂﬂs( A

Also, a bi . R. 184865) ting a pension to Jacob Weiss—
to the Committee on Inmlidglr:snnai?gs. e

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18466) for the
relief of William G. Keats—to the Committee on War Claims.

PETITIONS, ETC. :

Under clause 1 of Rule XXTI, 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 te the Philippine Islands—to the ittee
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 Interstate
Commerce Commission—to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce,

Also. petition of residents of Woodland, I1)., against repeal of
the anticanteen law—to the Committee on Military Affairs.

Also, petition of Elias Block & Sons. of Cincinnati, Ohio, against
ga&;;age of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the

udiciary.

Also, petition of C. Drayer and 41 others, of Momence, IIL., in
favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Papers to accompany bill H. R.
10170, 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 court of record at Grove, Ind. T.—to the Committes
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. 803,
of Newburg, N. Y., relative toan 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 immigration—
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.
850; Memorial Post, No. 141, and Cleveland City Post, No. 403,
Grand Army of the Republic, Cleveland, Ohio, in favor of aserv-
jce-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.

y 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.

leta, I11., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committes
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HOV%LL 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 Committes 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

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Nine petitions of residents of various | Judi

rural routes in Kansas, relative to increase of salary for rural
carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads.

Also, petitions of T. 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, Towa; A. L. Cotton and 14 others, of Taylor Township,
Towa; E. L. Price and 89 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 Mr. DOUGHERTY: Petitions of Rev. Powell M. Cain and
27 others, of Ray County, Moe.; 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
g&sés_age of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on the

ndiciary.

By Mr. FULLER: Petition of Charles Sabin and 55 others, of
Rockford, I11.. in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GAINES ofl%enneeaee: 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 ‘¥a.&mge of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Committee on
the Judiciary.

By Mr.GRANGER: Petitionsof Roger Williams Baptist Church,
of Providence, R. I., and W. E. Dennett and 43 others, of Burrill-
vil'e, R. L, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. GROSVENOR: 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 the Re-
public, Department of Ohio, in favor of a service-pension bill—
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, petition of citizens of the Eleventh Con ional 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 Thatcher, 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, petitionsof Rev. M. C. Smith, the Woman’s Christian Tem-

rance 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--

udiciary.

By Mr. JAMES: Petition of J, W. Usher and others, of Ken-
tucky, in favor of bill H. R. 8574, for the relief of farmers and
tobacco growers—to the Committee on Ways and Means.

By Mr. KELTHER: Resolutions of the Gloucester Board of
Trade, recommending that the Navy 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: Petitionof E. W. Northup. M. D., and other
citizens of Nebraska, in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
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 the 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: Petitionsof John T. McLean and 4 others,
of Clarks, Nebr.; Rev. J. B. Leedon and others, and D. M. 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: Pefitions 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. O. 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 fayor
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. Lovell—to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

Also, papers to accompany bill granting an increase of pension
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: Petitionsof 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 Hepburn-Dolliver 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.

B{u;lg. RUCKER: Petitions of the Ministerial Association and
8 ot , of Monroe City, Mo., and Rev. Henry Eubank and 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-
gion 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: Resolutionof 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.

, resolution of the Kansas River Improvement Association,
relative to the improvement of the Kansas River—to the Commit-
tee on Rivers and Harbors. ' ¥

By Mr. SCUDDER; Petition of the Bausch Picture Frame and
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Molding Company and others, in favor of reduction of taxation
on grain aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means, . -

By Mr. SHIRAS: Petitions of the Sixth United ¢resbyterian
Church, the Union Methodist Church, and John W. Gazawayand
19others, 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-Dolliver
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
8350 per year—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-

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. Paunl, Minn., in favor of a bill to prevent nullifica-
tion of State liquor laws—to the Committee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of members of Park Congregational Church. of

St. Panl, Minn., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the |

Cominittee on the Judiciary.

Also, petition of Zion's German Evangelical Church, of St.
Panl, 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 lignor 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 liguor 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 & pension
to Mary C. Whitten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

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
Quarles-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, resolution 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. 8. Clark and 36 others, of
Rochester, N. H., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 814,
in favor of bill H. R. No. 6—to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

Also, resolution of Charles Marten Post, No. 486, 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. Liuft and 10 others, of La Salle, Mich.,
and C. C. Hitchcock and 8 others, of Flat Rock, Mich., in favor
of the Brownlow good-roads bill—to the Committee on Agricul-
ture

Also. memorial of Willis H. Birtram, of Addison; petition of | J'

Charles Strewing and 23 others, of Flat Rock: memorials of Wil-

Ham B. Fuller, of Addison; James B. Saunders, of Ann Arhor; Sh

Martin Brockway, of Petersburg, and Franklin Craig, of Pal-
myra, all in Michigan, in favor of bills H. R. 5760 and 9318—to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also. petitions of the Methodist Episcopal Church and Temper-
ance Union, of Detroit, Mich., and O. J. Blackford and 34 others,
of Detroit, Mich., for the passage of the Hepburn bill—to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By 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 Illinois: Papers toaccompany bill grant-
ing a pensien to W. L. Lawrence; r;p:gen 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. 44

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolution of the Consolidated
Stock and Petrolenm 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
Judiciary.

SENATE.
FriDAY, March 4, 1904.

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EpWARD EVERETT HALE,

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro-
ceedings, when, on request of Mr. Burrows, and by unanimous
consent, the further reading was dispensed with.

Th:d 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, iP‘l:u‘mm:nt to law, a report of the operations of the
excise board of the District of Columbia for the license year ended
October 81, 1903; which was referred to the Committee on the
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed.

DISPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Postmaster-General, transmitting, pursnant
to law, a report concerning the disposition of useless papers in the
files of that Department; which was referred to the Select Com-
mittee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Executive Depart-
ments, and ordered to be printed.

PUBLIC BUILDINGS UNDER ACT OF 1803.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com-
munication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response
to a resolution of the 2d instant, certain statements, with pro-
gramme attached, showing in each case proceedings under the
act of Febrnary 20, 1893, known as the ** Tarsney Act.” relating to
l the completion, construction, and bids for public baildings in the
| conntry, ete.; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred
| to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and ordered
to be printed.

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN,
The PRESIDENT pro tempore %xopointed Mr. MARTIN a director
on the part of the Senate of the Columbia Hospital for Women
and Lying-in Asylum, under the requirements of the actapproved
June 10, 1872,

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. C. R.
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had
passed a bill (H. R. 12833) making appropriations to provide for
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; 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 disagresing votes
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the follow-

A bill
Christy;
EA bill (H. R.892) granting an increase of pension to Abram H,

unt:

A bill (H. R. 958) granting an increase of pension to Alfred H,

ZETs:

.% bill (H. R. 8776) granting an increase of pension to Alfred I.
uay:

A bill (H. R. 8903) granting an increase of pension George C.

"(H. R. 468) granting an increase of pension to Henry

erman;
Dé& l;lill (H. R. 5176) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo
teh

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 year ending June 30, 1905.

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED,

The message further announced that the Speaker of the House
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were therenpon
signed by the President pro tempore:

A bill (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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