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governor of said State, with the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, is 
hereby authorized in the tract herein ceded to locate other lands not occu
pied or withdrawn, which shall be paid for by the United States,~ herein 
provided, in quantity equal to the loss, and such selections shall be made 
prior to the opening of such lands to settlement, but no selection shall be 
made by the State of the lands herein ceded except to compensate for losses 
occurring therein. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 7, page 24, line 18, after 

the word "pay," to insert " the said Indians; " so as to make the 
section 1·ead: 
• SlltC. 7. That there is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the Treas

Ul'Y not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $00,000, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, to pay the said Indians, at the rate of $1.25 per acre, for 
the lands gran ted to the State of Montana as provided in section 5 of this act. 

The a.mendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BARD. I offer the amendments whioh I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 

offers amendments, which will be stated. 
The SECRETARY. On page 22, line 15, strike out the word "pay

ment " and insert" deferred payments;" and in line 16 strike out 
the words "within the time stated" and insert ''promptly when 
due;" so as to read: 

Lands entered under the town-site and mineral-land laws shall be paid for 
in amount and manner as provided by said laws, but in no event at a less 
price than that fixed herein for such lands, if entered under the homestead 
laws, and in case any entryman fails to make such deferred payments, or any 
of the:!D, promptly when due, all rights in and to the land covered by his or 
he1· entry shall at once cease, and any payments theretofore made shall be 
forfeited, and the entry shall be held for cancellation and canceled. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SECRETARY. On page 21, line 17, after the word "That," 

insert .'' as to lands opened under such proclamation; " so as to 
read: 

That as to lands opened under such proclamation the rights of honorably 
discharged Union soldiers and sailors, etc. 

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

ments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 

be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time., and passed. 
·The preamble was agreed to. 

PE~SION APPROPRIATION BILL. 

:M:r. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 6758) making appropriations for the 
payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. PETTUS. I move t}lat the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 32 minutes 

n. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, April21, 
l90i, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, April 20, 190.ft. 

The House met at 12 o'clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. CouDEN, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap

proved, 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed joint resolution and 
pills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 

S. R. 71. Joint resolution directing the Secretal!y of the Interior 
to institute an investigation relative to the use of the waters of the 
Colorado River for il:rigation, and to report to Congress thereon; 

S. 5454. An act permitting the Ozark and Cherokee Central 
Railroad Company and the .A1·kansas Valley and Western Rail way 
Company, and each or either of them, to sell and convey their rail
roads ana other property in the Indian Territory to the St. Louis 
and San Francisco Raihoaa Company or to the Chicago, Rock 
Island and Pacific Railway Company, and for other purposes. 

S. 2994. An act to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing 
the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and 
remove timber on the public domain for mining and domestic 
purposes," approved June 3, 1878, so that the provisions of said 
act shall be extended to and include the States of Oregon, Wash
ington, and California; 

S. 1547. An act for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Commodore John Barry; and 

S. 5245. An ~ct to indemnify G. W. Hardy and Joseph Lard, of 
Scott County, Miss, for homestead land by granting other lands 
in lieu thereof. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bills of the the following titles in which the concur
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 119~3. An act regulating the :practice of medicine and 
surgery in the Indian Territory; 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the agricultural appropriation bill, and ask unanimous 
consent that the reading of the report may be dispensed with and 
that the statement be read in its place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
conference report on the agt'icultural appropriation bill and asks 
unanimous consent to dispense with the reading of the report and 
that the statement be read. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the report. 
The Clerk read the report, which is to be found, together with 

the statement, in the RECORD of April19, 1904. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption o.f the 

report. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Speaker, before that is done I desire 

to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill why it is that in every 
single instance in the report the House recedes. It seems to b:3 
nothing but a Senate bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I think if the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. LIVINGSTO~ J will read the full report, outside 
of the statement, he will see that tha Senate has receded in a great 
many items. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I can not find it in the report. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I have not made mention of it in the 

statement because I have not touched on the items that the Sen
ate has receded on, because when they receded they simply in
dorsed the· action of the House. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What amount did the Senate increase it? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Three :hundred and sixty-one thousand 

one htmdred and forty dollars. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. And the House receded in every single 

instance? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No. Wedidnotrecedein the appropria

tion for an increase of $35,000 in the road fund. We did not 
recede as to the full amount appropriated for experiments in 
breeding and feeding, and that was cut from $50,000 to $25,000. 
In none of these increases have we acceded to the increase de
manded by the Senate. If the gentleman will read the statement, 
he "ill find the following: 

These amendments (32, 37, 42, 44, 56, 58, 62, $2, 93, 28, and 118) carrying the 
increases above mentioned have been agreed upon by the conferees of the 
two Houses a-nd simply represent a compromise between the judgment of 
the Senate a.nd House a.sto the amounts each considered could be judiciously 
expended fo:· the sever:J.l purposes named. 

In all these amendments a much larger amotmt was asked for 
than the House conceded. · 

1\Ir. THOMAS of North Carolina. May I ask the gentleman a 
question? . 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Certainly. 
:M:r. THOMAS of North Carolina. Will the gentleman kindly 

state whether the item carrying an increase of appropriation for 
the Bureau of Statistics, and which was intended to provide for 
tt e collection of trucking statistics, bas been retained in the bill? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It has been. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, as one of the con

ferees, I wish to say tC.at it is not fair to criticise the conferees. 
We have stood by the requirements of the House to the utmost ex
tent tbat we reasonably could; and we h,ave largely obtained con
cessions. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Allow me to say to the gentleman that in 
mv remarks a moment ago I was only asking for an explanation. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I thought the gentleman was 
making a criticism of the conferees. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Oh, no. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I wish to correct the state

ment I made a moment ago to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
Llvr.NGSTON]. The Senate asked a total increase of $361,140, of 
which increase we allowed $190,800. 

I ask for a vote on the report. 
The conference report was agreed to. 

E~ROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR illS APPROV .AL. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- -
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 13448. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan D. 
Lovell; 

H. R. 13655. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
Hill; 
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H. R. 8014. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

Audas; 
H. R. 8394. An act granting an increase of pension to Reubin 

W. Bartram; 
H. R. 14181. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 

F. Burnet; 
H. R. 14152. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Middleton; 
H. R. 8074. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

H. H. Chester; 
H. R. 8410. An act granting an increase of pension to George 

B. Fairhead; 
H. R. 8022. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 

Flint; 
H. R. 8316. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

W. Swords; 
H. R. 9428. An act granting an increase of pension to Adeline 

Ballard; 
H. R. 9021. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 

Whitman; 
H. R. 9429. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 

Hamly, alias George Garnett; 
H. R. 9030. An act granting an increase of pension to John 

Daly; 
H. R. 10261. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

B. Sparks; 
H. R. 10824. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 

Calhoun; 
H. R. 10480. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron 

Bayles; ..... 
H. R. 9116. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

W. Abbott; 
H. R: 6911. An act granting a pension to J ame& H. Weston; 
H. R. 4241. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Denston; 
H. R. 12297. An act granting a pension to James P. Hurst; 
H. R. 13746. An act granting a pension to Thomas B. For-

gan; . . 
H. R. 11796. An act granting a pensiOn to Cathenne Darr; 
H. R. 11452. An act granting a pension to Ann Jones; 
H. R. 11524. An act granting a pension to John F. Burrows; 
H. R. 3653. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

iulJenberger; · 
H. R. 3460. An act granting an increa'Se of pension to Louis P. 

Anschutz; . 
H. ·R. 4369. An act granting an increase of pension to August 

Strick; 
H. R. 3670. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 

F. Barrett; 
H. R. 3734. An act granting an increase of pension to James R. 

ilibwn; . 
H. R. 3166. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 

Howe; 
H. R. 3819. An act granting an increase of pension to Ira Stout; 
H. R. 5734. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 

Tucker; 
H. R. 3445. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 

Webb; / 
H. R. 3836. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. 

Thompson; -
H. R. 3244. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 

Kirner; 
H. R. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

Gochey; 
H. R. 4897. An act granting an increase of pension to William 

Johnson; 
H. R. 5193. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen 

Campbell; 
H. R. 5996. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 

Howser; 
H. R. 4631. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 

Krng; · 
H. R. 4056. An act granting an increase of pension to Wilson 

Snider; 
H. R. 4756. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis R. 

Gates; 
H. R. 4110. An act grantinganincreaseofpension to Antoinette 

R. Smith; 
H. R. 6962. An act granting an increase of pension to Pauline 

N.Pearson; 
H. R. 4157. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam 

Kohlhauff; -
H. R. 4987. An act grap.ting an increase of pension to William 

Y. M. Wilkerson; 
H. R. 4996. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 

Robertson; 
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H. R. 6927. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca 
C. Nevin; 

H. R. 6088. An act granting an increase of pension to Marshall 
Howell; 

H. R. 6595. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
McBrayer; -

H. R. 6090. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
C. Wickham; 

H. R. 5314. An act granting an increa~e of pension to John 
Woods; . 

H. R. 67 46. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
VanAernam; 

H. R. 6868. An act granting an increase of pension to George R. 
Hanson; "' . 

H. R. 8213. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Murray; . 

-H. R. 7472. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
McQuerter; 

H. R. 2810. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
G. H. Whitley; ~ 

H. R. 908. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles A. 
Tarbox; 

H. R. 731. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Hamilton; · 

H. R. 690. An act granting an increase of pension to Mark F. 
Holderman, alias Michael Holderman; 

H. R. 1565. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine 
F. Anderson; · 

H. R. 197. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Latty; 

H. R. 605. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Frick; · 

H. R. 809. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Johnson, jr.; 

H. R. 721. An act granting an·increase of pension to John Ryan, 
alias John Connell; · 

H. R. 2687. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac N. 
Willhite; _ 

H. R. 2804. An. act granting·an increase of pension to Michael 
Cribbins; . . -

H. R. 2567. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
D. Ramsey; · _ . ·- · 

H. R. 2150. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Whitman: 

H. R. 2005. An act granting an increase of pension to Alexander 
J. Hood; .. , · 

H. R. 2606. An act granting an· increase of pension to Catherine 
Bowsher; · .. · · . ' 

H. R. 6916. An act granting ail increase of pension to Alexander 
Hardy; . · · -

H. R. 6564. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Townsend; . . · 

H. R. 4908. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
McConnell; 

H. R. 3297. An act granting an increase of pension to Renel W. 
~~; . 

H. R. 2148. An act granting an increase of pension to Lawrence 
~k; . 

H. R. 10502. An act granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Young; 

H. R. 2969. An act granting an increase of pen-sion to George 
W. Fitzgerald; - · 

H. R. 2107. An act granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Whitney; 

H. R. 2045. An act granting an. increase of pension to Heney 
Henwood: 

. H. R. 10579. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Dodd: 

H. R. 6713. .An Mt granting -an increase of pension to John E. 
White, alias :patrick White; 

H. R. 6334. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Gyger; · · _ 

H. R. 6558. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert H. 
Long; . 

H. R. 6327. An act granting an increase of pension to Delos Van 
Deusen; 

H. R. 7064. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Von Lukowitz; 

H : R. 6317. An. act granting an increase of pension to Maggie · 
DuBois; 

H. R. 6503. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
M. Morse; 

H. R.·6000. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Salsman; 

-, _,.--
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H. R. 7678. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Monjar; 

H. R. 7701. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 
English; 

H. R. 7477. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyrenius 
Dennis; 

H. R. 7366. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
J. Cannon; 

H. R. 5973. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry J. 
Potter; 

H. R. 5338. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph S. 
Wright; 

H. R. 7219. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Marsh; -

H. R. 7473. An act granting an increase of pension to Nicholas 
Correll; 

H. R. 5279. An act granting an increase of pension to Granville 
H. Bishop; 

H. R. 5391. An .ad granting an increase of pension to James 
Keleher; 

H. R. 5690. An act granting an increase of .pension to James 
W. Griffitts; 

H. R. 5327. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
M. :Morrison; . 

H. R. 5971. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
D. Satterly; 

H. R. 14621. An act for the disposal of the unsold lots in the 
Fort Crawford military tract at Prairie dn Chien, Crawford 
County, Wis.; · 

H. R. 13742. An act in relation to the location of the navigable 
channel of the Calumet River, Illinois and Indiana.; 

H. R. 12687. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro
vide for the O,Pening of certain abandoned military reservations, 
and for other purposes," approved August 23, 18~4; 

H. J. Res. 85. An act to authorize the lowering of the height of 
the Government dams in the Illinois River at Kampsville ·and 
Lagrange; 

H. R. 13739. An act to authorize the Blackberry, Kentucky 
and West Virginia Coal and Coke Company (Incorporated) to 
bridge the Tug Fork of the Big Sandy River, about 1 mile east of 
Matewan, W.Va., where the same forms the boundary line be
tween the States of West Virginia and Kentucky; 

H. R. 10956. An act to amend sections 2566 and 2567 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States, 1878, so as to remove the 
port of entry for the district of Pearl River from Shieldsboro to 
Gulfport, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 9643. An act to ratify, approve, and confirm an act duly 
enacted by the legislature of the Territory of Hawaii to authorize 
and provide for the maintenanc9 and supply of fuel and. illumi
nating gas and its by-products in Honolulu; 

H. R. 12684. An act making appropriations for the current and 
contingent expenses-of the Indian Department and for fulfilling 
treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1905, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 12446. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes; and 

H. R. 13992. An act permitting the Missouri, Kansas and Okla
homa Railroad Company to sell its railroads and properties to the 
Missouri, Kansas and Texas Railway Company. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 2133. An act to change the name of Madison, Sampson, and 
Samson streets to Church street; 

S. 4453. An act to amend section 17 of the act of Congress ap
proved J nne 6, 1902, entitled "An act to increase the limit of cost 
of certain public buildings, to authorize the purchase of sites for 
public buildings, to authorize the erection and completion of pub
lic buildings, and for other purposes;" 

S. 4165. An act to provide that a term of the circuit and district 
court of the United States for the district of Vermont may be held 
at Newport; 

S. 4130. An act to amend sections 1288, 1293, and 1294 of the 
Code of the District of Columbia, relating to marriage, so as to 
authorize marriages according to the custom of the Society of 
Friends or Quakers; 

· S. 4636. An act to validate certain original homestead entries 
and extend the time to make proof thereon; 

S. 2424. An act to recognize and promote the efficiency of army 
chaplains; · 

S. 2878. An act authorizing the laying of water mains and serv
ice sewers in the District of Columbia, the levying of assessments 
therefor, and for other purposes; 

S. 3454. An act for the extension of Eighth street NW., or 
Wrights road, District of Columbia; 

S. R. 64. Joint resolution authorizing the Librarian of the Li
brary of Congress to deliver to the governor of the State of Ver
m'ont a record or records of certain conventions held in Vermont 
in the years 1776 and 1777 for the purpose of organizing a State; and 

S. 1399. An act to amend section 1225 of Revjsed Statutes, so 
as to provide for detail of refu·ed officers of the Army and Navy 
to assist in military instruction in schools. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the 'following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 1547. An act for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Commodore John Barry-to the Committee on the Library. 

S. 2994. An act to amend an act entitled '' An act authorizing 
the citizens of Colorado, Nevada, and the Territories to fell and 
remove timber on the public domain for mining and domestic 
purposes," approved June 3, 1878, so that the provisions of said 
act shall be extended to and include the States of Oregon, Wash
ington, and California-to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 5245. An act to indemnify G. W. Hardy and Joseph Lard, 
of Scott County, Miss., for homestead land by granting other 
lands in lien thereof-to the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

ELECTION CONTEST-DURBOROW VS. LORIMER. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, from the Committee on Elec
tions No.2 I present a privileged report on the contested-election 
case of Durborow v. Lorimer, from the State of illinois. I ask 
that the resolutions be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, That Allan C. Durborow was not elected to membersb.ip in the 

House of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress 
and is not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That William Lorimer was duly elected to membership in the 
Houee of Representatives of the United States in the Fifty-eighth Congress 
and is entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, this contest hinged upon are
count of the ballots. Upon the face of the returns Mr. Lorimer had 
a majority or plurality of 985. A recount of the ballots increased 
that number to the extent of 9 votes, whereupon the contest
ant declined to proceed further with the contest or to argue the 
case before the committee, and consented to resolutions such as I 
now offer. 

The resolutions were adopted. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL, 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the report of the committee 
of conference, now lying on the Speaker's table, on the naval ap
propriation bill. I ask unanimous consent that the statement of 
the House conferees (heretofore printed in the RECORD along 
with the report) be read in lieu of the report. , 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection that will be done. 
There was no objection. 
The statement, as published in the House proceedings of Mon· 

day, April18, was read. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the confer

ence report, and upon that I demand the previous question. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a parliament

ary inquiry. Is it now in ordertomove to recede and concur--
The SPEAKER. Not at this time, because the present motion 

is to agree to the conference report, which covers the items which 
have been agreed to by the conferees. When the report ia dis
posed of, items disagreed to will be before the House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I should like to ask a question of the 
gentleman from Illinois. 

The SPEAKER. As the Chair understands, the gentleman 
from Illinois withdraws for the present the motion for the previous 
question. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As I understand, the items inserted by 
the Senate to provide barracks have been excluded under the 
agreement of the conferees. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. 
Mr. RIXEY. As I understand, amendment No. 34, providing 

for the promotion and retirement of officers of the Marine Corps, 
has been agreed to? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. RIXEY. Can the gentleman tell us how many officers are 

affected by that provision? 
Mr. FOSS. Only seven. 
Mr. RIXEY. Alld this does not affect at all the proposition 

about which there was so much discussion in regard to the pro
motion of retired officers? 

Mr. FOSS. It does not affect that matter at all. Mr. Speaker, 
I renew the demand for the previous question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. As a parliamentary inquiry, may 

' 
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I ask whether the question is now simply on adopting those amend- time-about five minutes-for the gentleman to explain to the 
ments which have been agreed to by the Honse conferees? House the general purport and meaning of each of these amend

The SPEAKER. The question is on adopting the conference ments. He can do it rapidly, so that we can get some idea of it. 
report. We do not know whether we want any separate vote or not. 

The report was agreed to. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois. 
Mr. FOSS. There are certain amendments still in disagree- Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, amendment No. 15relatestothe con-

ment. Upon Senate amendment No. 10, relating to appropria- solidation of the light, heat, and power plants in our different 
tions for the Charleston Navy-Yard, I move that the House fur- navy-yards. The House committee were of the opinion that this 
ther insist upon its disagreement. consolidation ought to be under the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 

Mr. MADDOX. Will the gentleman state what that amend- · and left the question of consolidation in the discretion of the Sec-
mentis? retary, but said that if he made the consolidation he must make it 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will rep.ort the amendment. under that Bureau, because the committee were thoroughly and 
The Clerk read as follows: unanimously of the opinion that it ought to be done under that 
Strike out the words "In all, navy-yard, Charleston, S.C., $656,500" and 

insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"Quay wall, $50,000; dredging,_ $20,000; locomotive and power house, $5,000; 

railroad scales, $3,000; sewers..,~,OOO; telephone system, $2,000; entrance gate 
and police station, $28,000; graaing and drainage, 10,000; storehouse and store
keeper's offices, to extend, $50,000, to cost in all not to exceed $150,000; latrines, 
$3,000; railroad !'lystem, extension, $12,000; railroad equipment, $5,000; tools 
and r.n~chinery for yards and docks 'YorksE:Qp, $8,~; one officer's quarters, 
$8,000, mall, navy-yard, Charleston, S.C., ~.500. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I should like to ask the gen
tleman whether the Senate amendment increases or decreases the 
amount allowed by the Honse? 

Mr. FOSS. It increases it by this amount, to which we have 
disagreed. 

:Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. What is the amount of the 
increase? 

Mr. FOSS. I am informed by my colleague on the committee 
[Mr. LOUDENSLAGER] that it is about $230,000. As the bill went 
out of the House it was $650,000, in round numbers. They have 
increased it about $230,000, so I am informed. 

Mr. FINLEY. I should like to ask my friend if it would be 
feasible to pass over this item and take up another for the present? 
My colleague [Mr. LEGARE], who represents the Charleston dis
trict, happens not to be in the House now, at least I do not see 
him. Would it be feasible to pass over this item for a little while? 

Mr. FOSS. I would rather take them up in order. This mo
tion puts the item in disagreement. 

Mr. DAYTON. It is not finally settled. 
Mr. RIXEY. I will state that the provision as carried in t}le 

bill as it left the Honse included everything that the gentleman 
who represents the Charleston district [Mr. LEGARE] asked us to 
include. 

Mr. FOSS. Everything. 
Mr. RIXEY. Everything. 
Mr. BARTLETT. And the House voted ih in accordance with 

his desires. -
Mr. RIXEY. The House voted everything that he asked. 
Mr. FOSS. These amendments which are inserted here have 

not been recommended by the Secretary of the Navy. 
Mr. RIXEY. I think the item ought to be disagreed to. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I suppose so. 
The motion of Mr. Foss to disagree and further insist was 

.tgreed to. ~ 
The SPEAKER. There are a number of amendments, Nos. 15, 

16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 24, 31, 32, 33, 35, and 38, whicharestillin disagree
ment. Is there a desire to consider any one of these amendments 
separately from the others? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, it is thoroughly 
impossible to know whether we have a desire to consider them or 
not unless we receive some information. I think if the chairman 
of the committee [Mr. Foss] would take about five minutes to 
explain the general effect and purport of each one of these amend
ments we could act more intelligently. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. 1\Ir. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I rise to announce that I desire 

to move to recede and concur in Senate amendment No. 18. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 

amendment? 
Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. 

MEYER]. 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice 

that at the proper time I shall move to concur in Senate amend
ment No. 35, which provides that the colliers authorized by the 
bill of the House and confirmed by the Senate 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. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on the motion to 
concur in any other amendment? 

Mr. FOSS. I move to further insist upon all other amendments 
on which a separate vote has not been demanded. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, before that mat
tel' is put to the House I suggest that it would not take much 

Bureau if at all. The Senate amendment left it in the discretion 
of the Secretary to make this consolidation under any bureau
for instance, under the Bureau of Construction and Repair, or 
the Bureau of Equipment, or the Bureau of Steam Engineering. 
So there is just that difference between the House and Sanate 
upon that proposition. 

The House say that the consolidation ought to be in the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks; the Senate leave it discretionary with the 
Secretary. 

Amendment No. 16 is simply a clerical computation. Amend
ment No. 18 is the amendment with reference to the Great Lakes 
training station. The Senate have put in here a provision for a 
new board. 

The SPEAKER. A separate vote is demandeq on amendment 
numbered 18. 

Mr. FOSS. And a separate vote has been demanded on this pro
vision. Amendment numbered 19 is simply a clerical computa
tion dependent upon the action of the House on the previous 
amendment. 

Amendment numbered 20 refers to a naval magazine in New 
England, for the purchase of land for a site for a naval magazine 
on the New England coast. I shall ask the House to insist on its 
disagreement to that provision. 

Amendment numbered 21 is a clerical computation, dependent 
upon the action of the House on the previous amendment. 

Amendment numbered 24 is as follows: 
To place the friaate Constitution as near as may be in the same condition 

as regards hull ana ri~ging as she was wP.en in active service, for use as prac
tice, training, or receiving ship, $!00,000. 

To that the House conferees hav~ disagreed. 
Now, amendment numbered 31 provides for an increased salary 

of $200 to a clerk in the office of the assistant quartermaster of 
the Marine Corps in Philadelphia, and the House conferees dis
agreed. 

Amendments numbered 32 and 33 are clerical computations. 
Amendment numbered 35 provides that the colliers shall be 

built in navy-yards, one on the Pacific coast and the other on the 
Atlantic coast. Upon that a separate vote has been demanded. 

Now, as to amendment 38 the House proposition was: 
That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat is purchased or 

contracted for it shall be accepted by the Navy Department as fulfilling all 
reasonable requirements for submarine warfare and shall have been fully 
tested to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy. , 

This is the Senate provision: 
That before any subsurface or submarine torpedo boat or boats are pur

chased or accepted by theN avy Department they shall have been fully tested 
to the satisfaction of the Secretary of theNavyand shall fulfill all reasonable 
requirements for torpedo or submarine warfare. . 

Here is the proviso which is really the difference between the 
House and the Senate on the provision: 

P,.ovided also, That the boats contracted for under this act shall be con
structed in accordance wi$ the plans and specifications of the contra<Jtor. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
what is meant by that second proviso that is inserted on the· part 
of the Senate? 

Mr. DAYTON. It ought not to be in there. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to know at least what 

it means. 
Mr. DAYTON. The contractor's plans shall be taken rather 

than th~ plans of the Department. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think we may as well have 

a separate vote on that. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I do not know that I care for a 

separate vote, but I would like to intelligently understand the 
proviso before being called upon to vote upon it. The question I 
would like to ask the chairman of the committee is: Does it au
thorize the purchase of a boat on paper? If it does not, what does 
it mean? 

Mr. FOSS. The proviso is this: 
That the boats contracted for under this act shsll be constructed in ac

cordance with the plans and specifications of the contractor. 
Now, in the building and construction or contracts for boats of 

other classes .the Department has always retained the right to 
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make the. specifications and plans for them. This proviso leaves 
it entirely with the contractor to say upon what plans these sub
marine boats shall be built. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the 
chairman of the committee quite understands my question. 
What I want to know is whether under the terms of this clause 
it is possible for the Department to buy a boat existing merely in 
the imagination of the inventor upon the submission of plans~ 
and I further want to know if that clause does not entirely nul
lify the preceding provision, which requires a test before pur
cha~e under the terms of the preceding proviso. Under this one 
the Navy Department could contract with any person that they 
see fit for a boat existing simply in the imagination of the indi
vidual upon the submissiqn of plans and specifications. If it does 
so provide, it seems to me that the provision should be stricken 
out. We have a large Congressional scrap heap now. I do not 
believe we ought to add to it. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I will say to my friend that the-House con
ferees are insisting on their disagreement. 

::M:r. HILL of Connecticut. I have no doubt in the world they 
will continue to insist if thatmeans what I thinkitdoes. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any other 
amendments than 18 and 35? The Chair hears none~ 

The question is on the Ho11Se insisting upon its disagreement to 
the remajning amendments, except amendments numbered 18 
and 85. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report Senate a-mendment 

· numbered 18. 
The Clerk read as follows~ 
Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase- of land and the esta. b

lishment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes, $?..50,000. The Pre i
dem is-hereby a.uthorized and empowered: to appoint a boa.rd consisting of 
not less-than thre-e members, none of whom shall be a resident of any State 
bordering on the Great Lakes, whose duty it shall be to select the most avail
able site f-or such naval training- sta-tion on the Great Lakes, and having se
lected such sitA, to ascertain and report its probable cost and the probable 
expenditure which will be ne-cessary for improVing the same, including lake
sh-ore P-rotection and constructi<Ul of ne-cessary harbor facilities; and to-make 
a detailed report of their findings and proceedings to the President to be 
transmitted by the President to Congress for its final action. And to defray 
the expenses of said board, the sum of S5,!XX), or so much thereof as may be 
necessary, to b immediately availa.ble, IS hereby appropriated out of any 
money in the Treasury net otherwise appropriated. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker-, in relation to this amendment I de
sire ta move to recede from the disagreement and concur with an 
amendment, which I will send to the Clerk's desk to be read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois moves that the 
House do recede and concur in the Senate amendment with the 
following amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out all the paragraph after the word "dolla.rs," in line 8, page 41, 

and insert in lieu thereof the following: • 
"Provided, That the sit-e for said training station shall be sele-cted by the 

Secr etary of the Navy,in his discretion, but he shall not pay a sum to exceed 
$250 per acre therefor." 

So that the entire paragra-ph will read! 
"Naval tr ining station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the es

tablishment of a naval trainingsta.tionon the Great Lakes,$250,!XX): Prouided1 That the site for said training station shall be sele-cted by the Secretary or 
the Navy,in his discretion, but he shall not pay a sum to exceed $250 per a.cre 
therefor." 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does- the gentleman rise? 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to renew the point 

of order against the amendment. I will reserve the point of ord~r 
if it is desired. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will be glad to know what the 
point of order is. 

Mr. FOSS. I can not understand the Chair. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia gives notice 

that he will reserve the point of order. That can be done by 
unanimous con ent. The Chair has certainly no objection, but 
the Chair will be glad to know what the point is for the conven-
ience of the Chair. -

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I will state the point of order. 
This amendment of the Senate provides for the appointment of a 
commis ion by the President for the purpose of locating a train
ing station on the Great Lakes. The amendment whi-ch is offered 
strikes out the commission entirely and provides absolutely for 
the purchase of land, I suppose in accordance with the recom
mendation of a bo3rd which has been heretofore appointed and 
acted. Now, I take it the amendment now offered by the gentle
man from lllinois is not pertinent or germane to the amendment 
which was incorporated into this bill by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire to 
make the point of order now or re erve it? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will reserve the point of order for the present 
until the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin is passed on. 

Mr. FOSS. I think the gentleman had better insist on the point 
of order. 

Mr. RIXEY. Then, Mr. Speaker, I insist on the point of order. 
Mr. DAYTON. You have read the first part of the bill, which 

makes an absolute appropriation for this training station? 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Virginia desire to 

be heard on the point of order? 
Mr. RIXEY. No, sir~ I do not. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Senate 

amendment provides for the purchase of land and the establish
ment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes, $250,000, and 
then provides the machinery by which an. investigation shall be 
made and a report made to Congress. The object is the establish
ment of a naval station. The machinery is a mere matter of de
tail, and it seems to the Chair that the amendment propo ed by 
the gentleman from lllinois is in order. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. BAKER. I want to ask a question of the chairman of the 

committee. 
Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. 

CooPER], who desires to make a motion to concur. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I make the motion 

to recede and concur in Senate amendment No. 18. 
Mr. BAKER~ Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois yields to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move that the 

House recede from its disagreement to Semi.te amendment No. 18 
and conc:nrtherein. On that have I the floor, Mr. Speaker? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the· attention of the gen

tleman from Wisconsin. and also the gentleman from Illinois, to 
the fact that the gentleman from illinois has moved to recede and 
concur with an amendment. 

The Chair finds., on looking at the precedents, that the motion 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] takes precedence 
over the motion to recede and concur with an amendment, and 
the Chair therefore will entertain the motion of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin. The gentleman from illinois [Mr. FossJ, how
ever, controls the time. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I understand that the motion of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin to recede and concur takes precedence 
of the motion that I have offered. . 

The SPEAKER. It does at this stage of the bill, under the 
precedents. _ 

Mr. FOSS. Now, I will ask the Speaker how much time we 
have on this proposition? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, under the rules 
of the House, has one hour. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin how 
much time he desires? 

1rir. COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of the situation and of 
the very ·great importance of this atter--

Mr. FOSS. I mean of this one hour. 
Mr. COOPER of WISconsin. Can we not have that time ex

tended by unanimous consent for half an hour? 
Mr. FOSS. No· I think we ought to get along on these mat

ters. There are other amendments here. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Can the gentleman give me half 

an hom? 
Mr. FOSS. I will be pleased to divide the time, one-half hour 

on each side; but if any gentleman desires to speak m support of 
the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin, then the gentleman 
from Wisconsin must give him that time, for I shall want to clo e 
the debate on the proposition. · 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Then, Mr. Speaker, I shall ask 
that my attention be called to the fact when I have consumed 
twenty minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois yields to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin thirty minutes, as the Chair under
stands. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, the motion is for 
the House to recede from its- disagreement to Senate amendment 
18 and to concur therein. 

The amendment is an effort to settle in a fair, honorable way 
the vexed question of a site for the Great Lakes naval training 
station, by the appointment of a new board to inspect sites, to 
select the one most available, to prepare a statement in detail as 
to its probable co t and the probable amount necessary for im
provements, including a harbor and lake-shore protection. and to 
report its findings to the President, to be transmitted to Congress 
for its final action. 

After protracted, thorough debate in the Senate this amend
ment passed that body with only one dissenting vote-that of a 
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Senator from illinois. In my judgment it ought to pass the 
House without opposition. 

I regret that I can not have time properly to discuss this impor
tant proposition-important not only to the Navy and to the 
Treasury of the United States, but also to me personally, because 
of the attack made in effect upon my integrity duTing the debate 
on this question in F ebruary last. During that debate I said to 
the House that when this board came to the city of Racine on Au
gust 4, 1902. they did not go within one mile and a half of the 
site which the city of Racine had to offer, assigning as a reason 
their lack of time and also that that visit was merely preliminary 
to a thorough inspection at a later date. I said also that on Oc
tober 31, 1902, when they came on their second and last visit, they 
did not arrive in Racine until 4.30 p. m., and did not reach the 
site until after dark, when lamps had been lighted in the farm
houses. At the close of the debate a letter from a mf'mbE>rof the 
board was read, which ab olutely contradicted these statements 
in every essential particular. This letter is dated February 24, 
the day on which it was read in the House. 

The chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs, the gentle
man from Illinois [M:r. Foss], read this letter, prefacing it with 
this remark, referring to myself-I read from the RECORD: 

When the gentleman made that statement he knew whether it was true 
or not. I have nothing tD say. 

Mr. Speaker, I told the Honse the truth on that occasion or I 
told it a falsehood. The facts were such and _ they were so en
tirely within my own knowledge that I could not be mistaken 
about them. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Not at this time, unless the gen

tleman will yield me more time. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that I did not express 

any opinion on the matter one way or another. I simply left it 
between the gentleman and the board. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I know what the gentleman said. 
The board did not write that letter. It was written and signed 
by only one member of the board, and the gentleman from llli
nois in his remarks assumed that every word of it was true. I 
believe that Admiral Taylor knew nothing about it. 

This letter and the remarks of the gentleman from illinois 
raised a direct issue as to my veracity. The letter was read at 
the end of the debate, when it could not be answered. This is 
the first opportunity, Mr. Speaker, that I have had on the floor of 
the House to discuss this subject, and I propose now to demon
strate whether the writer of that letter or I told the truth to the 
House concerning the board's two visits to Racine and their al
leged inspection of the N orlh Point site. Fortunately the evi
dence is at hand to remove all doubts and to make the demonstra
tion unanswerable. 

The first visit of the board was on August 4., 1902~ Concerning 
that visit, this letter says: 

The board was met by a-committee and driven in carriages to the bote · 
in Racine. Afterwards the board and the committee, composed of the mayor 
of &cine and several citizens of that city, proceeded in carriages tD exam
ine the site, a short distance north of the mty. The board was taken to this 
site by the committee. and not by the suggestion of the board, as the board 
understood that this was the site which the city had tD offer as being a. suit. 
able site for the naval training station. The board inspected this Site, and 
afterwards returned to the city and to the railway station. . 

The site at North Point was not presented to the board during this visit, 
except possibly in a casual way. The board was in the hands of the commit
tee for the time being, and therefore only visited the site which the commit
tee had to offer. 

Had the site a.t North Point been seriously offered to the board, the board 
would naturally have prefen-ed to visit~ site at the time, as the North.. 
Point site is manifestly the best site for a training station in the vicinity of 
Racine. 

After the return of the board tD Washington the subject of the site at 
North Point, known in the board's final report as "North Point Site A," was 
taken up in correspondence with the representatives of intel'ests at Racine, 
and the board determined on their next trip to the Great Lakes to visit this 
site. 

As to the secondandlastvisii (October 31, H)02), this letter says: 
The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Taylor, the 

president of the board, was unable to accompany the board on this visit. 
The board arrived at Racine late in the afternoon, and was there met in car
riages by a. committee in accor dance with previous arrangements and driven 
to North Point. Owing to the fact that the carria.&-e horses were not equal 
to their load considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site. 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to see the site and to determine all the points the board had in mind. 
The board drove over much of the site, and as the site was for the most part 
cleared land, the time was R.mple for the inspection.- Had the board not been 
fully satisfied as to the physical char...cteristics-1 it would have waited and 
made a second visit the following day or stoppea at Racine on their r eturn 
from their tJ.ip to the northward. 

Here, in this letter, are four principal statements, namely: 
First. That on their first visit (August 4, 1902) the board in

spected a site at the city of Racine. 
Second. That this was not theN orth Point site; that the North 

Point site was not then presented, except possibly in a casual way; 
and that the board would have preferred to visit the site at that. 
time. 

Third. That after the return of the board to Washington the 
North Point site was taken np in correspondence with citizens of 
Racine, and that then it was that the board determined on their 
next trip to visit it. 

Fourth. That on their second and last visit (October 31, 1902) 
they arrived at Racine latjp in the afternobn. but, neverthe
less, reached the North Point site in time to inspect it by day
light. 

Mr. Speaker, the facts are as follows: 
First. That in conversation at the hotel in Racine, immediately 

after their arrival on August 4, 1902, the members of the board 
informed the committee of citizens that they were pressed for 
time and could not remain in Racine on that day for more than 
one-half or three-quarters of an hour; that their visit was only 
preliminary. 

Second. That on August 4 the board did not visit or inspect any 
site in or near the city of Racine. the only site suggested or 
thought of at that time being at North Point, sometimes called 
" Wind Point." 

Third. That the only place in Racine where the board alighted 
from the carriages on the shore of Lake Michigan on that day was 
in the Fourth Ward. a thickly settled portion of the city, where 
there was no possible opportunity for a site for. the naval training 
station. 

Fourth. That while standing on the bank of the lake the atten
tion of the board was called toN orth Point. a mile and a half dis
tant. as meeting every requirement for a site for a naval training 
station. and that thereupon the members of the board declared 
that for lack of time they would not then drive to North Point, 
but would return at a later date to inspect the site. Admiral 
Taylor at the same time tnnring to Engineer Rousseau and direct
ing him to make a note of what had been said. 

Fifth. That after standing on the bank of the lake a few min
utes the board were driven directly to the railroad station. and 
at no time on that day were nearer than ll miles to the North 
Point site. 

Sixth. That the board did not wait until they returned toW ash
ington and had had con·espondence concerning the North Point 
site to decide to visit it, but that on August 4, 1902. in the pres
ence of the citizens' committee, and also in my presence, they 
promised to do so. 

Seventh. That on their second and last visit, October 31, 1902, 
the board (only two memhers) did not arrive in Racineuntil4.30 
o'clock in the afternoon. when, because of the lateness of the hour, 
they were invited to remain in Racine overnight. so that the site 
might be inspected by dayli,ght: that they declined this invitation, 
and were then driven to the site. which was not reached until 
lamps were lighted in the farmhouses and. it was entirely too 
dark to make anything like an inspection, the two members of 
the board simply driving across the site and back in a closed car
riage. 

Eighth. That, as a result of. all this, the board have never in
spected the site at North Point. 

Mr. Speaker, in support of my statement I shall offer two kinds 
of evidence, namely: First, my letters written to the board im
mediately after their respective visits to Racine: second, affidavits 
of members €>f the citizens' committee who accompanied the board 
during these visits. 

I have here my letter-press book containing copies of all letters 
dictated by me from July 5, 1902, to November 26. 1902. On page 
198 of this book I find a letter dated August 17-two weeks after 
the first visit of the board. A portion of this letter I will now 
read. and all of it I will, with the consent of the House. print in 
the RECORD. This letter shows conclusively that the board did 
not visit any- site in or near the city of Racine on August 4, 
1902. 

RACINE, WIS., August 17, 190S. 
Admiral H. C. TAYLOR, United States Naey, 

Nat--y Department, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR Snc I am in receipt of your Cleveland letter of the 14th instant. 
As I wrote you in my last letter, I hope very much that your board will 

not fail again to visit Kenosha and Racme. Your previous visits were too brief 
to p~ermit of anything like a. thorough examination of the sites. This is espe
cially true of the site at Racine. 

You will recall that your board did not go nearer than a mile and a half tD 
the proposed site in this city, on North Point. 

The Honse will observe that in this letter I spoke of '' the site 
at Racine," and of" the proposed site in this city, on North Point," 
thus showing clearly that there was then only one site-the site 
at North Point-which tha.t city had to offer. And not only did 
I speak of this site, but I took occasion in this letter to remind 
the board that during their visit of August 4 they had not been 
nearer than a mile and a half to it. 

• 



• 

5190 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 20, 

The whole letter is a-s follows: 

Admiral H. C. TAYLOR, U. S. N ., 
R.A.CTh"'E, Wrs., August 17, 19t». 

Na vy Depa1·tment, Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR Sm: I am in receipt of your Cleveland letter of the 14th instant. 
As I wrot e you in my last letter, I hope very much that your board will 

not fail again to visit Kenosha and Racine. Your previous visi ts were too 
brief to permit of anything like a thorough examination of the sites. This is 
especially true of the site at Racine. You will recall that your board did not 
go nearer than a mile• and a half to the proposed site in this city on North 
Point. This site is a peninsula from one-h!1f to three-Q.uarters of a mile in 
width , projecting into the lake about 1 mile, and formmg a bay perfectly 
protected from n ortheast storms-the only severe storms of this locality. 
The ground is all level and from 30 to 50 feet above the lake, excepting a ra
vine and a sloughhwhich can be easily converted into a commodious harbor. 
The site is also a s ort distance from the main line of the Northwestern Rail
road bet ween Chicago and Milwaukee. 

While your board made a more thorough examination of the Kenosha site, 
I am sure that the people of that city will be much pleased to have you make 
another and more complete inspection of it. As r equested in your letter, I 
will be pleased to convey your message to the mayors and committees on 
sites of the r espective cities. 

_ Hoping that you will not fail again to visit Racine and Kenosha, -
I am, very respectfully, 

H. A. COOPER, M. c., 
First District of Wisconsin. 

A little later, under date of .September 5, 1902, I wrote the 
board another letter, a copy of which is found on page 241 of this 
letter-press book. This letter constitutes absolutely conclusive 
evidence that the board did not inspect any site at Racine on 
their visit of August 4, 1902. In this letter I distinctly reminded 
the board that there were only two sites in my Congressional dis
trict, one at Racine and the other at Kenosha, and that the board 
liad " not as yet made any inspection of the site at Racine." 

The letter is as follows: 

Admiral H. C. TA;n,OR, U.S.N., 
RACINE, WIS., September 5, 19t». 

Nav1j Depa1-tment, Washington, D. C. 
SIR: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your COlllmunication 

of August 27. -
I note with pleasure the statement that your board expects to complete its 

preliminary examination of sites some time during"tha present month of 
September, and that it will ba pleased to make a personal examination of any 
sites suggested by ma. In this connection I desire to say that there are but two 
sites in my district-one at Racine and the other at Kenosha_ Either of these 
would make an admirable location for the Great Lakes naval training sta
tion. Your bo!l.rd made a partial examination of the Kenosha site, but has 
not as yet made any inspection of the site at Racine. As you will recall, the sa 
two sites are but 10 miles apart. Permit me, therefore, to urge that your 
board visit both of them on your September visit. 

I shall be greatly obliged if in reply to this you will kindly inform me as 
to when your board will visit this locality. 

Awaitmg your reply.-! am, very respectfully, 
H. A. COOPER, M. c., 

First District of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Speaker, the board did not again visit Racine until October 
31, 1902. Only four days later (November 4, 1902) I wrote the 
board another letter, a copy of which appears on page 425 of this 
letter-press book. - · 

In this letter I reminded the president of the board that he had 
never personally made an examination of the North Point site, 
and distinctly informed him that the two other members of the 
board on their visit of October 31, 1902, arrived at so late an hour 
as to make it impossible for them to see the site by daylight. 

The letter reads as follows: 
RACDi'E, Wis., Novembe1- 4, 1902-

Admiral H. C. TAYLOR, United States Navy, 
Navy Department, Washington, D. 0. 

Sm: Permit me to my an additional word concerning tlfe sioo for the 
naval t raining station_ . 

Your full board has already visited the fine site at Kenosha, and two of 
your members have m~de a. second visit_ I shall not, therefore, refer to it in 
detail at this time. Inasmuch, however, as you personally have never made 
an examination of the North Point site near this city, I desire now to call at
tention to its very great merits. 

It is to be regretted that Lieutenant-Commander Winslow and Engineer 
Rousseau on their visit here last week arrived at so late an hour (4o.30 p.m. ) 
as to make it impossible for them to sea the site by daylight. It was after 5 
o'clock before we arrived on the ground, too late to make a satisfactory in
spection. 

The North Point site can not be excelled anywhere. The ground is from 
30 to 35 feet above the lake, very fertile, generally level, and in every way 
peculiarly adapted to the requirements of the proposed naval training sta
tion. Thero is ample opportunity to make a harbor, which could be easily 
kept in good condition. The fine harbor of the city of Racine, with a chan
ne depth of 21 feet, is also available. Without great expense the site could 
easily be made an island by dredging the ravine which extends across the . 
Point. There is a b eautiful beach more than a mile in length. The point 
itself furnishes absolutely t>erfect protection from northeast storms, the only 
troublesome storms in this section. From the north side of the site Mil
waukee is visible, 20 miles away, and from the south side the1·e is a fine view 
of the bay and harbor of the city of Racine. 

This shore of Lake Michigan has the lowest death rate of any portion of 
the United States, and it would be impossible to find a more healthful locality 
than North Point. 

Located between Chicago and. Milwaukee, the site is near the center of a 
great population, to which it is easily accessible. 

In locality, eligibility, healthfulness, and every other essential the site at 
North Point is ideal. 

I have the honor to rema,jn, very respectfully, 
H. A. COOPER, M. c., 

First DistJ;ct of Wisconsin. 

Mr. Speaker, these letters were wTitten when the incidents were 
fresh in my mind, and at a time when there was no thought of 
the controversy which has arisen; and they afford indisputable 
evidence that the writer of the letter read by the gentleman from 
Illinois was at least mistaken in his statement of facts. 

But, Mr. Speaker, in addition to these letters I have affidavits 
which I desire to present. I secured these affidavits in this way: 
Immediately after the gentleman from illinois read the letter from 
the member of the board I mailed a copy of it to 1\Ir. R. M. Boyd, 
one of the committee of citizens who accompanied the board dur
ing its visits to Racine, together with a letter from myself request
ing him to forward me affidavits of the members of the committee 
setting forth the facts as to thr: se visits. With the permission of 
the House I will insert in the RECORD a copy of my letter to Mr. 
Boyd, although it would have been in somewhat dHferent form 
if originally intended for publication. In it there is no sugges
tion of what I had said during the debate, but only a request for 
affidavits showing the exact facts. 

My letter to Mr. Boyd is as follows: 

Mr. R. M. BoYD, Racine, Wis. 
FEBllUARY 24, 120!. 

MY DEAR MR. BOYD: Before this reaches you you will know of the two 
d_a.ys' fight in the House and of the defeat of the naval-training-school propo-
Sition. . 

I never was more astonished in a debate than when to-day Mr. Foss read 
a letter written by Commander Winslow, saying that on the first visit of the 
board (August 4, 1902) they were met at the station in Racine and proceeded 
in car1:iages to e~~e a site a short distance north of .the clty; that the 
board mspected this s1te and afterwards returned to the mty and to the rail
way station . . They saY that the site at North Point was not presented to the 
board except in a casual way, and therefore they only visited the site which 
the committee had to offer. 

Did you ever hear of anything to surpass that? I estn not imagine how 
Winslow came to make such a statement. I herewith inclose a copy of the 
Winslow letter above referred to. 

I wish that you would get an affidavit from each man who was with the es
cort party on that day, setting forth the exact facta as to where the board 
were driven and how near they came to reaching either of the proposed sites. 
Have each affiant give his busmess and state his official position, either the 
oue he at present occupies or the one he occupied on the day of the visit. 
Have these affidavits made before a notary public, who shall affix his seal to 
each one of them, or before a judge or some other court officer having a seal. 
Have each affidavit cover the neceSSary points, and send to me by earliest 
possible mail. 

Ple:tse show this letter to Mr. Walker and other interested friends. I Pl'e
fer that it shall not be made public until after I ha. ve pre:: en ted the affidavits. 

Very truly, yours, 
H. A. COOPER. 

e A few days after mailing this letter I received an affidavit of 
ach member of the citizens' committee. One of the affiants is 

Hon. Michael Higgins, a leading manufacturer of my city, who 
was at that time its mayor. Other affiants are W. A. Walker 
and R. 1\I. Boyd, for the last thirty years citizens of Racine and 
prominently identified with its business interests. Another affiant 
is Mr. Henry J. Schroff, now and for several years past city clerk 
of the city of Racine. 

Mayor Higgins accompanied the board on only its first visit, 
August 4,1902. In his affidavit he swears that the board, accom
panied by the citizens' committee, were driven to the lake shore 
at High street; that no naval training station site was offered to 
the board in that vicinity; but that while standing there on the 
bank North Point was pointed out and the statement made that 
on the south side of it there was a large slough or creek where a 
splendid harbor could be secured with comparatively little cost. 

He swears that the board declined to drive up t~ere: a distance 
of about 2 miles from where they then stood, assigning as a rea
son that they had not sufficient time. He adds that they re
mained at that place a few minutes and were then driven back to 
the railway station. He also swears that at the first visit of the 
board to Racine there was positively no site inspected or visited 
by the board, as the point where they stopped is in a densely pop
ulated portion of the city, and that no site was mentioned to them 
except the North Point site. 

The affidavit of Mayor Higgins is as follows: 
HIGGINS SPRING AND AXLE 0 0MPA.NY, 

MANuF .A.CTURERS OF WAGON AND CA!tRIAGE SPRINGS AND AxLES, 
Racine, Wis. , FebruarrJ 125, 1.904. 

M. Higgins, jr., being first 'dulv sworn, deposes and says that in the year 
1902 he was may~r of the city of Ra~ine, and t l:a t on or about tl:e 4t h cay of 
August, 1002, he was informed by Mr. Lloyd, agent for the Chicago and North
western Railway Company in this city, tt a t the board for the selection of a 
site for a naval training station on the Great Lake3 was on their line of ro~d 
and would re~ch the city of Racine along i:l the afternoon a:~d would stop off 
here for a short time if desired to do so. The board anived at the Chicago 
and Northwestern dep::>t during the aftern::>on, was met there by car riages 
and driven over t o Hotel Racine, where they were introduced to myEe:f and 
to a number of other p 3rsons. 

That after a few moments convermtion a member of the board made the 
statement that they were limited for time and had but a very short time, 
possibly thirty 1ninutes, to r emain in the citY,, and that while here they de
sired to obtain as much information as poSSible in reference to ow· harbor 
and harbor facilities_ 

That the board, to<>'ethor with several citizens, including Congressman 
H. A. CooPER, entered the carriages and were driven up North Main street 
to High straet and from there east to the lake bank, from which point a 
splendid view of Racine Bay and Harbor can be obtained. There was n<> 
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imva.I tra.ining etationoffered to them at that point. but wbilesta.ndingihere 
North Point was pointed out to them and the -statement II18d~ that at the 
south side of the point there was a l&rge -slough or creek entering the lake, 
known locally as" Duck Greek," whel'e a -splendid llarbor could be obtain~ 
with com-paratively small cost. The board declined to drive up there, a dis
tance of about 2 miles from where we stood, assigning as the reason that 
they had not sutllcient time We remained ~t that pomt possiblY, from ten 
to fifteen minutes. Thlil board was then driven baek to the -chicago and 
Northwestern depot by the way of ~h street and Milwaukee road. That 
attb.Bfust visit of the board to this city there was positively no site inspected 
noT mtted by the board, as the point where we stopped ism a densely popu
lated portion of the city a.nd no site was mentioned to them except the North 
Point site. . 

UJ>on the visit of the board at a later period, I believe some time m Octo
ber, I was absent from the city. 

MICHAEL HIGGINS, Jr., Ex-Mayor. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th of February, 1904. 
[SEAL.] R. M. BOYD, Notary Public. 
Notarial commission expires August 15, 190!. 

In Mr. Walker's affidavit he swears that on the first visit of the 
board they were met at the station and driven to Hotel Racine; 
proceeded from the hotel to the east end of High street, where 
tue entire company left the carriages and walked to the edge of 
the bluff to view Racine Harbor and the bav lying between the 
harbor and North Point. He adds that a distinct statement was 
made by Admiral Taylor that he could not allow Racine but one
half an hour. He says that the board alighted from their car
riages at the end of High street, where there was no possible 
location for a. naval training station; that that vicinitywas never 
suggested as a site, and tllat the visit of the board to the place 
where they alighted from the carriages was only for the purpose 
of getting a. view of the harbor and the general surroundings, it 
being understood that one-half an hour was all the time they 
could give Racine and that it would be impossible for them to 
visit North Point at that time. 

He adds, however, that a promise was then made that the board 
would visit the proposed site at their earliest possible .convenience. 
Mr. Walker swears that on their second visit-October 31-the 
board was met at the railway station at about 4:.30 p. m. and 
driven to North Point. He says that before starting the gentle
men of the receiving party took out their watches, expressed the 
opinion that it would be impossible to reach the site before dusk, 
and asked if the board could not await a more favorable oppor
tunity to visit it, to which they replied that it would not be pos
sible for them to come again. Mr. Walker says that under these 
unfavorable conditions the party drov-e as rapidly as possible to 
North Point, arriving after the lights had been lit in the farm
houses. 

The affidavit of Mr. Walker is as follows: 
RACINE, Wrs., February-Z6, 1904. 

To whom it may concern: 
I, W. A. Walker, a citizen of Racine foT the paost thirty years, at present 

and for twenty y6lars past h&-ve been a ma.tmfactt.rer, hereby certify that &.S 
• member of the Racine Busine~ Men's Association. I, with the mayor, city 
clerk,andothers matRear-AdmiralTaylor,CommanderC.McR.Wimlow,and 
Civil :Engineer H. H. RonssM.u, as representa.tiv~sof the United States Navy, 
constituting an examirung board for the purpose of selecting a site for the 
proposed naval station on the Great La.kee, on or about August(, 1002. The 
said naval committee were met at the Chicago Northwestern Railway sta
tion with carriages and driven to the "Hotel Racine and proceeded from the 
hotel to the north side of Racine, at the east end of H~· ~h 5treet, where the 
entire party got out of the caTria.ges, walked t{) the 4il e of the bluff, and 
viewed the &aci:n• Harbor and the beautiful bay lying tween the harbor 
and Wind Point: that the distinct statement was madlil by Admiral Taylor 
that he could not allow us but one-half hour a.t tl:lat time;~ and in view of that 
fact n. member of our eommittee pointed out our proposea site at Wind Point, 
statin~ that there was a small stream entering the lake on th~ south side of 
Eaid site, which was aplendi.dly protected from all of the h~vy atorm!, and 
that this location at Wind Point was the only site for the proposed naval sta
tion that we had to o1!er at Racine, so far as I know. Where the committee 
alighted from the carri&_ges, at the end of High street, there was no suitable 
location foT a naval station; it was never suggested as !uch, and the visit of 
the committee to the place wherlil we did alight from the ca.rriara. was wlely 
foT tbi:lpu:rpose of getting a. view of the ha.rbor and the generall51llTOllll.dinRs 
it being distinctly understood that one--half hour was all the time they coUld 
give ug on that ilrst visit and it would be impossible for the committee to 
visit Wind Point at that time, a prollli8e, however, being made that they 
would visit our proposed site at their 1!8.rliest possible convenience. 

I also state that on the second visit of two mlilmbers of th4il committee, 
CommandeT C. MeR. Winslow and Chief Engineer H . H. Rousseau, about 
October 31.1902, they were metattheNorthwestern Railway station a.tabout 
(.00 p. m .. by a committee and drinn direct from the ata.ti£?n to Wind Poin~. 
At that. time Hon. H. A. CooP~ Y. C.; W: H. Kranz, pres1dentof our BUSl
ness Men'e Association; myselt, and other persona present, took out our 
watches and expressed thlil opinion that M th4il proposed site was 3 miles from 
the st.a.tion, it would b4il impOS!ible to o.rrive on the erounds before dusk, and 
asked if the eommittee could ~ive us a more favorable opportunity to show 
them the ~roposed site, to which they replied that they did not think that it 
W8:8 j>OSSible for them to c.a.ll a~n; that therefore, under these unfavora.ble 
conditions, we drove as fast 11!'1 possible to the .proposed aite, e..ru:l arrived 
after the li~hts had been lit in the farmhouses. 

After this very meager.exa.mina.tion by the board of our proposed site, the 
BU!rinessMen'sAssocmtionfeltthatsuffimentinforma.tionwat~not.inthebandtt 
of the committee, and tnerefore, at a very great expeDBe, engineers_were aent 
to Wind Point, and also photographers, and by photogr&phs. maps.,_ and draw
ings our Business Men's Association has endeavored to place before the 
na.Va.l board information that we believed necessary to pro~• tha.t Wind 
Point and the beautiful bay lying between the Racine Harbor an.d Wind Point 
was the ·best possible site for the proposed nava.l training station on the west 
shore of Lake Michigan. The above statements are true and correct. 

Respectfully submitted. 
WILLLUI ALLEN W ALKEB. 

STATE OF WISCONSIN, 
Cou.nty of Racine, 38: 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this- day of February,100i, by Wil
liam A. Walker, who states upon oath that a.ll of the within stlrlements are 
correct and true. 

C.R.CARPENTER, 
Notary Public, WiSC<m8in. 

Mr. Boyd in his affidavit swears that Admiral 'Taylo.r informed 
the receivin~ party that the board had only about thirty minutes 
to spend at Racme on August 4; that they were driven to the 
lake shore at the 'Sast end of High street, and that while standing 
there he (Mr. Boyd) called the attention of Admiral Taylor to 
North Point; that the board declined to drive to the point, which 
was about lt miles :distant, assigning as a reason that they had 
not sufficient time, but .adding that they would return later in the 
season and devote as muoh time as necessary to make a compler,e 
investigation of the site. Mr. Boyd swears that on their first visit 
to Racine the board inspected no site, and that there was no site 
offered except only the North Point site. He adds that there was 
positively no site offered or inspected at the point on the lake 
shore where the board stopped, as it is in~ thickly settled portion 
of the city. 

Mr. Boyd swears that when .he mentioned the North Point site 
to Admiral Taylor the latter called the attention of Engineer 
Rousseau., the recorder of the board, to the 'Statement which he 
(Mr. Boyd) had made, and requested Rousseau to make a memo
randum of the same. promising to devote ample time for an in· 
spection. of the site when t he board returned later in the season. 
Mr . .Boyd swears that on their second visit (October 31) the board 
did not rea-ch the station until 4.30 o'clock in the afternoon, when 
they were informed that becaus~ .of the lateness of their arriv-al 
it would be impossible to reach North P-oint and thoroughly in
-spect the site on that day; that the board were invited to :remain 
at the hotel overnight and make an inspection in the morning; 
that they declined to do this for the reason that they were travel
ing on schedule time and were to inspect a site at Sheboygan 
.early the next morning; that thereupon, as fast· as possible, the 
·drive was made to North Point. but that when the board arrived ' 
there the lamps were lighted in the farmhouses. 

Mr. Boyd swears that it was npon this occasion that he called 
ihe attention of the board to another possible site lying east of 
the highway on which the party traveled going to North Point, 
and beginning about three-quarters of a mile north of the city 
limits; that the members of the board did not stop or alight from 
their carriages and inspect the site, but mer-ely looked at it as they 
drove along the road. It is known in their report as·' North Point 
Site B." Mr. Boyd swears that this was the only time (October 
31,1902)that the attention. of the b1ard was called to this site, ex
cept through eorrespo:ndence. As I have before said, Mr. Speaker, 
it is also a fact that this " Site B " was never seriously considered. 

The affidavit of Mr. Boyd is as follows: 
SUTTI OF WISCONSIN, Racine Coun:tv, ss: 

I, R. M. Boyd, the undersigned, being first dnly SW<lrn, on oath state that 
for more than thirty years past I have been .a re~ident o! the city ·of Racine 
andBtate o! Wisaonsm. .and that for the pa!t ten y rsl have been engaged 
in the Teal estate and insurance business in this city. On or 11<bout the 4th 
day of Augu~ 1902, I met .in front of my office Han. M. Higi:ins, jr., then 
mayor of this crty, and Henry J. Schro1f, city clerk. They stated tom~ that 
the board created foT the purpose of tieleetinjr o. site for a naval training sta
tion on the G.reat La.kes would arrive at Hotel Racine in a few moments; 
that ca.J'riages were then over at th~ trt.a.tion for them. In about ftve minutes 
the carriages drove up, cont&ining Admiral H. C. Taylor. Lieut. Commander 
Winslow t Civil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, and, I think, a Ca.pta.in Young, to
gether With W. H. Irranz, president of the Brudn.MS Men's .A.!Isoei.&tion of this 
city, and Mr. Lloyd, agent for the Chicago and Northw~rn R&ilway_ The 
parties alighted, but did not go into the hotel. They were introduc.d 1D his 
honor the mayor. City Clerk Schrolr, and mY!!Ielf, and &bout th.i! ti:me we 
were joined b-y Congressman H. A. CooPER and Clarence Snyde-r, o! this city, 
who had ju.et returned from Kenosha. After chattin; a few mome.nts. on 
general subjects, the question came up as to how mnch time could be devoted 
toRaeine. 

I think that the remark was made by Admiral Taylor that they had only 
about thirty minutes to epend here, &nd that h~ would like to get a deftnite 
idea of our harbor and ha.rbor faciliti~. The party then entered the .car
riages and was driven up North Main !ltreet to Higb and from Hiih street 
east to the lake ahore, frOm which .point a splendid view of Racine Bay and 
harbor may be obtained. While standing than I pointed out to Ad.n:tiTal 
Taylor North Point, and called his attention to the fact tba.t.on the wuth ·side 
of the point theTe was a large slough or creek which empties into the lake 
and where o. sp!Mndid inla.nd ha.rbor<eould be constructed a.t a comparatively 
small co~t. The party declined to drive up there, which was about a mile 
and a half distant, and ~ct the premises, assigning as a reason that they 
had not an1llcient ttme, but that they would return later in the 8e&!IOn and 
devote as much time as waa necess&ry in order to m&ke -a complete and 
thorough invt'l>tiption of the !lite. On their 1irst trip to this city there was 
no site U18pec~ and thliiN was no site mentioned or otrQTed excepting the 
"North Point" Site. There ]JO!itively was no site o1!ered or inspected at the 
point when we mp~J it bei~ in a thickly settled portion of the city. 
When I m~ntioned the North Pomt 'Site to Admin.l Taylor, h can.d the at
tention of H. H. RonSM&u, the recorder o! the board, to thQstatemenU! which 
I bad made and requ stMd him to make a memorandum of the same, and 
promised to dev.ote &ml>l& time for the inspection of the site when they reo 
turned later in the aea.aon. 

On the 31st day of October, 1002, I received the following telegram from. 
Lake Forest, ill.: .. R. M. Boyd: Naval Training Station Board will reach 
Racine aboutS o'clock to-day ." Wehadca.rriageswaiting at the Northwe.st
ern Depot at 3 o'clock. The mem hers of the board were detained, and my rlic
ollection is did not reach theN ortbw.estern Depot.nntila.bout{.30. It was rep· 
resent-ed to them that on account of the J.a.teness of their arrival it would ~ 
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impossible to reMh the site at North Point and thoroughly inspect it. and 
they were requested to come over to the hotel, remain all night, and make 
the inspection the next morning. They declined to do so absolutely, for the 
reason that they were traveling on schedule time and must be in Sheboygan 
that night; tbattheywere to inspect asiteatSheboy~anearly the next morn
ing and leave for some other destination. The dr1ve was made to North 
Point as fast as could possibly be done. When we arrived there the lamps were 
lighted in the farmhouses. We stopped a moment at the bridge that crosses 
the creek or slough on the south line of North Point, and tben proceeded up 
to a point a little north of the light-house, and then drove on the highway to 
a pomt n early to the west line of the proposed site. Turning there, we re
traced our steps and returned to the city. 

From a point near the light-house the electric lights in the city and the 
harbor lights were plainly visible. Upon this occasion I called the attention 
of the board to a site lying east of the highway on which we traveled going 
to North Point and beginning about three-quarters of a mile north of the city 
limit~, and extending up to what is known as the" Three-mile road." The 
members of the board did not stop or alight from the carria~es to inspect this 
site, but looked at it as they drove alon&' the hi~hway. It lS known on their 
report as ''North Point Site B." On this occasiOn is the only time that the 
attention of the b<mrd was called to that site, except through correspondence. 

R.M.BOYD. 

Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of February, A. D.lOOi. 
ESTELLE J. GLASS, 

Notary Public, Racine County, W·is. 
1\ly commission expires February 4, 1906. 

City Clerk Henry J. Schroff swears that on August 4, 1902, he 
was a member·of the committee which accompanied the board 
to the lake bank at the east end of High street, from which point 

. the site recommended to the board by the committee was pointed 
out as lying just west of North Point light-house; that no other 
site than the North Point site was referred to or recommended 
on that day; that after a few minutes spent in conversation the 
board were driven to the station, and that, to the best of his belief, 
not more than forty-five minutes were consumed from the aiTival 
of the board in Racine until their-departure. Mr. Schroff swears 
that on their second visit, the board being late in arriving, they 
were informed by the citizens' committee that to visit the site at 
such an hour would be doing injustice to it and to the citizens of 
Racine; that the board were invited to remain over night and 
view the site by daylight, but informed the citizens' committee 
that it would be impossible for them to do so, as they had to be 
in Milwaukee that evening to leave for some. .point farther north. 
Mr. Schroff adds that the board were then driyen toN orth Point 
as speedily as possible, but arrived there when it was too dark to 
make an inspection of the site. 

The affidavit of Mr. Schroff is as follows: 
CITY CLERK'S OFFICE, 

Racine, Wis., Fe6ruary ~5, 190/,.. 
STATE OF WISCONSIN, Racine County, ss: 

Henry J. Schroff, city clerk of the city of Racine, deposeth and says that 
on or about August 4, 1£02, he was one of the said officers which received 
the committee which was appointed by the naval board to select a site for a 
naval training school on the west shore of Lake Michigan, said committee 
being composed of Admiral Taylor, Lieutenant-Commander Winslow, and 
H. H. Rousseau. · ' 

The said committee on their arrival were taken in carrlll._ges from Hotel 
Racine across Main Street BridgeJ up North Main street to High street, east 
on High street to the lake bank, rrom which point they viewed the Racine 
Harbor, and the site recommended to the board by the citizens' committee 
was pointed out to them as lying just west of Wind Point light-house. No 
other site than the one referred to was recommended outside of the one just 
mentioned. That possibly ten or fifteen minutes were spent in conversation, 
after which the visiting party were taken west on High street, south on Mil
waukee avenue, west on State street to the Northwestern Depot, where the 
citizens' committee bade farewell to the visiting committee, and were prom
ised that said board would return to Racine at a later date and give the propo
sition a thorough consideration. That to the best of my belief no more than 
forty-five minutes were consumed from the time the said committee arrived 
until their departure. 

That on the second visit the committee were several hours late in arriv
ing, and were informed by the citizens' committee that to go and view the 
site at so late an hour in the day would be doing an injustice to the site pro
posed and to the citizens of Racine. They were requested to remain over
night and view the site in daylight. The citizens' committee, however, were 
informed that that would be impossible, as the said visiting committee must 
be in Milwaukee that evening to leave for some point farther north. 

Under these conditions the citizens' committee with the visiting commit
tee drove out to North Point, and the trip was made as speedily as the horses 
could possibly make it. The horses were of a superior quality to those usu
ally found in a first-class livery stable. In this respect there was no time 
lost. 

It was too dark to see sufficiently to do justice to the citizens of Racine or 
the committee appointed to select a naval training school site for the United 
States Government. • 

HE~TRY J. SCHROFF, City Clerk. 
Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of February, 1904:. 
[SEAL.] WM. H. ARMSTRONG, 

Clel'k Municipal Court Racine Count?), Nota1-y Puhlir. 

Mr. Speaker, there is one other bit of evidence of great signifi
cance to which I wish now to refer. It is a letter indicating 
with certainty that the board had selected the Lake_ Bluff site 
before it made its second visit to Racine. I have here a copy of 
the letter which was written by the president of the board on 
October 24, 1902, one week prior to their last visit to Racine. I 
procured it at the United States Geological Survey. 

The letter is as follows: 
BO.A.RD OF GREAT LAKES N .A v A.L TR.AINING STATION, 

N .A VY DEP .A.RTMENT ANNEx, 
Wa-shington, D. C., October S4, 190!. 

Srn: I have the honor to inclose a copy of the board's letter, No. 275, of 
September 29, to the Department, and of a letter from the Comptroller of the 

Treasury of August 15 forwarded with the Department's first indorsement of • 
October 17; and, with the Department's approval, to request that the author
ity of the honorable the Secretary of the Interior be asked for the United 
States Geological Survey to make, if convenient, a topographical survey of 
a tract of land about 360 Mres, south of Waukegan, ill., shown on the inclosed 
blue print, and referred to in the inclosed letters, all expenses in connection 
therewith to be defrared by the Navy Department from the special appro
priation at its d.isposa for this purpose, and in the method ouUined in the 
mclosed letter, ii the latter is approved by the Department. The survey is 
desired as soon as possible. Five-foot contours should be shown on the map, 
which should be drawn on a scale of not less than 500 feet to an inch. The 
clearad and wooded portions should be distinguiEhed, and it is also desired to 
have the map show the location of the 10, 20, and 30 foot contours below the 
level of the lake surface in front of this property. 

Very respectfully, 
H. C. TAYLOR, 

Rear-A.dmiml, United States Navy, Seni01· Member of Boa1·d. 
The SECRETARY OF THE N .A VY, 

- Navy Depa1·tment. 

The request contained in this letter was complied with. Ex
'perts from the Office of the Geological Survey made a topograph
ical survey of the Lake Bluff site. This survey was drawn to a 
scale, and showed contours of the site and of those below the level 
of the lake surface in front of it, the clear and wooded portions, and 
all other details. It was not an ordinary survey, but a topograph
ical survey made by Government experts. These experts informed 
me that it was the only survey made by that Office upon the re
quest of this board. 

Mr. Speaker, there is only one conclusion to be drawn from this 
letter and the making of this survey, and that is that the Lake 
Bluff site had been selected at least one week before the board 
last visited the city of Racine. Concerning this I have no further 
comments to make. 

When this subject of a site for a Great Lakes naval training 
station was before the House, in February last, I called attention 
to the fact that, in N ..;vember, 1902, soon after the board's last 
visit to Racine, this topographical survey was made of the Lake 
Bluff site. I did not then know that the board had ordered it a 
week before they came to Racine. But such, however, is the 
fact, and it is also a fact that this is the only topographical survey 
they did order. 

Mr. FOSS. Will the gentleman yield a moment? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. 
Mr. FOSS. In the report made by Admiral Taylor, I ·wish to 

call the gentleman's attention to the fact-- . 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Well, if you will extend my 

time-
Mr. FOSS (continuing). That he expre ses his thanl:s to 

Charles B. Walcott, Director United States Geological Survey, 
for charts and for making topographical surveys of different 
tracts. 

·Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes; but I have not h.:;a;:d of 
such a survey of any different tract being ordered by this b :>ard. 
On the contrary, at the Office of the Geological Survey I was in
formed that the board had ordered no survey other than that of 
the Lake Bluff site. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Racine do not object becau33 the 
Lake Bluff site was recommended by the board; they object be
cause the splendid site on North Point was never inspected by the 
board. They feel that nothing can take the place of a thorough 
inspection by daylight; and therefore I hope that the House will 
concur in the Senate amendment providing for the appointment of 
a new board and for an impartial determination of this important 
question. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print in the RECORD, 
as a part of my remarks, these documents, affidavits, and tran
scripts of letters which I hold in my hand, and to which I have 
made reference. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there ob
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentle
man has nine minutes of his time remaining. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I should like the gentleman from 
illinois to use some of his time, if he will; and I reserve the bal
ance of my time. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from West 
Virgini~ · [Mr. DAYTON). · 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr.Speaker,Iwanttosay,asamemberofthe 
Naval Committee, that I have not the slightest prejudice in favor 
of either one of these two sites that are in controversy or any 
other site that may be in controversy for this naval training sta
tion. 

The plain proposition that confronts this House is this: The 
naval service demands, or at least it is very desirable, that there 
should be established a naval training station on the Great Lakes. 
I have the greatest sympathy with the gentlemen representing 
the different districts that desire to secure this institution within 
their limits. But as Members of this House the plain duty of 
the House is to establish the work and to establish a training 
station. 
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Another proposition that I want to submit to the House is simply 

this: That the responsible head in all matters pertaining to naval 
affairs is the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary of the Navy 
was a former Member of this House. His ability is unquestioned; 
his integrity can not be denied; his fairness is universally recog
nized. . This amendment that has been proposed by the gentleman 
from Illinois proposes to leave it to this responsible head. 

Moreover, it substantially, under present conditions, under the 
action of. the board, gives the station to the district of the gentle
man from Wisconsin. Why do I say that? For the reason that 
this statement cuts down the price that is to be paid for this land 
to $250 an acre, the price substantially asked at all these plac~ s 
except the one at Lake Bluff. At Lake Bluff the price demanded 
is $900 an acre, and you can very readily see if the amendment 
before the House is adopted that the Lake Bluff proposition will 
not be considered unlecs the owner of the land agrees to take the 
price specified in tl:!.e amendment, or the people of the vicinity make 
up the difference between the prica provided for in the amendment 
and what is demanded for it. 

I insist that after the ten years' service of the gentleman the 
chairman of this committee, after the report of the naval officers, 
whether there be a disagreement or not as to what they have re
ported or as to their action, I insist that it is fair that the Secre
tary of the Navy be permitted to settle this matter and settle it 
at once. These reports, these delays, the appointment of an addi
tional board involves additional expense, simply to determine 
the matter of a site. The Secretary of the Navy will have full 
authority if be sees injustice has been done by the board to make 
a personal investigation of this matter, if he sees fit-a thing 
which the President of the United States under the very circum
stances can not do. I say the Secretary is the responsible head, 
and he can make a personal examination if he desires. 

These gentlemen who represent oth~r sites will not be cut off. 
They can make their appeal to the Secretary of the Navy. And 
I insist that common sense and reason alike dictate that we should 
leave this matter to the Secretary of the Navy, who is the respon
sible head and who can make a personal examination. He will be 
limited in the price which is to be given for this station. There
fore I hope the House, without extending this contest-which 
seems t o me, without any unkind feeling or unkind criticism, is 
rapidly degenerating into an unseemly one between representa
tives of the different sites-will settle the matter. I hope the House 
will take the common-sense view of it, as I think I do, and leave 
it to the Secretary of the Navy, limiting the price, so that he will 
get this land reasonably an~ get this training station at once. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield one minutetothegentlemanfromMichigan. 
[Mr. BISHOP addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
Mr. FOSS. I yield three minutes to my colleague from Louisi

ana [Mr. MEYER]. 
:Mr.ltffiYER of Louisiana. The establishmentof a naval train

ing station on the Great Lakes is to my mind an extremely impor
tant and worthy measure. I have studied the question carefully, 
and I telieve it should be entered upon at the earliest possible mo
ment. We have various scientific corps in our Navy-bureaus en
gaged in the designing and arming of our ships-we have a mag
nificent school at Annapolis for the training and education of our 
officers; and now that we have offered an opportunity by legisla
tion to every man in the service to reach the top, enabling a 
" jackie " to become an admiral, a thorough training of all re
cruits from early youth is a necessity. We ought to afford them. 
·eve1·y facility to acquire the training necessary to attain the high
est usefulness in the American Navy. Hundreds of millions will 
be required for even a moderately strong navy. It requires but 
two or three millions to build stations and auxiliaries to train the 
real bulwark of the nation-'' the man behind the gun.'' 

I am free to say that the enlisting and training of the raw re
cruit has not received the attention it deserves. We seek the best 
material possible, and having obtained it, the recruit should be 
thoroughly trained from the beginning up, by which he may ac
quire the discipline, the traditions of the service, the esprit de 
corps, which go to make the service efficient as a whole: 

1\Ir. Speaker, I regret that this contention-somewhat unseemly, 
it seams to me-stould have arisen between the aspirants for the 
location of such a station. The board appointed to investigate 
tht various locations for a site was composed of some of the ablest 
and most conscientious officers of the United States Navy. 

The names of Rear Admiral Taylor, Chief of the Bureau of 
Navigation; Commander Winslow, and Civil Engineer Rousseau 
are sufficient guaranty of a fair and judicious report and fully 
enbghten this House as to the merits of the proposition involved. 
They have decided that Lake Bluff was first choice. I agree with 
them. I trust that the ~ouse will adopt it, but in order--

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Louisiana 
bas expired. -

Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a question of 
the chairman of the commit tee. 

Mr. FOSS. :1\fr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman two minutbs 
more. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I would add, Mr. Speaker, that the 
provision of the amendment proposed by the chairman of the 
committee to limit the price to be pa.id to $250 an acre meets any 
possible objection that there might be. I do not know that Lake 
Bluff will be selected under· those conditions, but I think the 
opportunity should be afforded. One word more. It seems that 
the gentleman from Wisconsin has stated that this board did not 
have sufficient information; that in some instances perhaps they 
failed to visit the spots indicated. Now, I beg leave to submit 
an extract from the report, which certainly proves the contrary: 

20. It gives the board great pleasure to testify to the valuable cooperation 
and aS3istance it received and for the attention shown during its travels by 
all with whom i.t came in contact, including members of the United States 
Senate and House of Representatives, who assisted in procuring information 
desired, and the members of the local commit tees and chambers of commerce, 
who offered every facility to the board in furtherance of this work, whom it 
gave the boa1 d great pleasure to meet and for whose assistance it returns its 
sincere thanks; also to Rear-Admiral George C. Ramey, United States Navy, 
chairman of the Light-House Board; Ca.J>t. Andrew Dunlap, United ~tates 
Navy; Capt. EdwardS. Sheen, United States Navy; Commander Lucien 
Young, United States Navy, light-house inspectors of the tenth, eleventh, and 
ninth districts, respectively, for the use of their tenders and for their knowl
edge of localities and valuable advice; to Brig. Gen. George L. Gillespie, Chief 
of Engineers, United States Army, and to the officers of the Corps of Engi
neers. United States Army, in charge of river and harbor improvements on 
the Great Lakes, including Maj. J. H. Willard, Maj_ William H. Bixbv, Maj. 
Thomas W. Symons, Maj. Dan C. Kingman, Maj. J. C. Warren, Capt. D. D. 
Gaillard, and Capt. Charles Keller, and to their assistants, for their cordial 
cooperation and for charts, e3timates, plans, and other valuable information 
a.:r:.d for the use of the tenders that they kindly proffered; the commandants 
of the naval training stations at San Francisco and Ne~ort, Rear-Admiral 
Henry Glass, United States Navy; Capt. W. W. Meade, United States Navy, 
and Capt. J. J. Nunleer, United States Navy, for plans and full information 
regarding the stat:ons under the~r command and of the system of training 
apprentices, as de3Cribed hereinafter; to Charles D. Walcott, esq., Director 
ot the United States Geological Survey, for charts and for making topograph
ical surveys of different tracts; to Hon. W. R. Merriam, the Director of the 
Census, for stafutics regarding popnla.tion; to Willis L. Moore, esq., Chief of 
the Weather Bureau, for temperature data and statistics regarding rainfall 
and prevalence of ice; to Rear-Admiral George Brown, United States Navy; 
to Mr. B. R. McCnllous-h; to these and to many other individuals the board 
is under many obligations. 

Respectfully submitted. 

The SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. 

H. C. TAYLOR, 
Rea,--Admi,-al, United States Nav-y. 

C. MeR. WINSLOW 
Commander, United States Navy. 

Civil Engineer H. H. Rousseau, a. member of. the board, concurs in this re. 
port, but is now on duty at the Mare Island yard, and therefore not present 
to sign the report_ 

In conclusio:t:I, Mr. Speaker, I contend that it would be useless 
to appoint another board. The amendment proposed bythe Sen
ate proposes a political board~ in effect. It says a new board shall 
be appointed. It does not state it shall be composed of army offi
cers or naval officers or experts of any kincl, and we all know that 
during a Presidential year it is more than likely that such appoint
ments might perhaps be controlled by political motives; but be that 
as it may, another boai:d would be a useless expense. If the Taylor 
board was incompetent to make a proper selection or recom
mendation, I think it would 1?e a wa-ste. of time and money to seek 
another, and I trust, Mr. Speaker, that the amendment of the 
chairman of this committee will be adopted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I remaining? 
The SPEAKER. Eighteen minutes. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the gentleman 

from Virginia [Mr. RIXEY]. 
- Mr._RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if he can 

not yield me five minutes? 
Mr. FOSS. No; I can not. There are others who wa.nt to 

speak. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the motion of the 

gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] for the additional rea
son to those that have been stated that it would further commit 
us to the establishment of a great training station on the Great 
Lakes. We now have three training stations-one on the Pacific 
coast, one at Nan-agansett Bay on the Rhode Island coast, and 
the other at Norfolk. The enlisted force of the Navy is limited 
to 32,000 men. Testimony shows that one-half of these men re
enlist and, therefore, need no training. The new men therefore 
amount only to an average of 16:000 in four years, which is 4,000 
a year. 

The training stations we already have are more tl!an ample to 
take care of these men. In addition to this, Mr. Speaker, if we 
are to have a training station, I submit that the Great Lake, is not 
the place for it. Under our treaty with Great Britain we are 
not allowed to have a war ship on the Great Lakes, and the men 
.who are enlisted in the Navy are supposed to serve upon battle 
ships, armored and protected cruisers, not one of which is allowed 
on the Great Lakes. Why stop these enlisted men at Chicago or • 
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at any other point on the Great Lakes to be trained? Why not and in the far West. The people in the interior and on the Gulf 
take them to the place where they can see, at least, the ships and upon the Pacific coast should in this way be more directly in
upo:t which they are to serve? It seems to me a ridiculous propo- terested in this branch of our service. 
sition to stop these men in the interior of the country and within The e two phases-the personal phase and the phase of locality
a. few hours of the place where they ought to see service and ought to be dismissed in our consideration ()f this measure. We 
where they can be trained upon ships upon which they are to ou(J'ht to look upon it first as to the interest of the Navy; and 
serve. looking at it from that point of view, I am sure we do not want 

{Here the hammer fell.] to ~oncur in the Senate amendment. What is that amendment? 
Mr. RIXEY. I will ask the gentleman to yield me just one We want to clearly understand the history of this matter. Some 

minute more~ years ago a naval board was appointed, composed of three mem-
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman one minute hers-Taylor, Winslow. and Rousseau. Thatboard .made report, 

more. recommending the consideration of sites in this order: First, Lake 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker. for both these reasons I am opposed Bluff; second, Racine; third, Muskegon. 

to this proposition and to the p1·oposition which will follow it, to One very good reason why the members of this board did not 
be made by the gentleman from llliiwis {Mr. Foss]; bnt, as be- go more frequently to ,the site in the district of the gentleman 
tween the different boards, if a training station is to be estab- from Wisconsin is that they knew from even a cursory exam- . 
lished upon the Great Lakes~ then I see no reason why we should ination that that was one of the best sites on the lake, :and they 
not stand by the board, which has already made its report. As I recommend it as No.2. 
have stated, I am opposed to this proposition because there is no Now, the President and the Secretary of the Navy have the 
need to establish a training station on the ~at Lakes unless we benefit ·Of the report of this commission. All the researches that 
expect to train our men as admirals are said to be made, " by this commission has made are at the -disposal of the President and 
keeping them at their desks and never going to sea." the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I yield three min- Now, what is the amendment offered by the chairman of the 
utes to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SOUTHARD]. commlttee? It issimplythat the Secretary of the Navy beauthor-

Mr. SOUTHARD. Mr. Speaker, when this matter was before ized to purchase a site. It gives him his choice of all the Lakes, 
the House on a previous -oceasion, one thing wa~ conclusively evi- and it limits the price to 250 an acre, the price at which I under
denced, and that is this, that the report made by the board ap- stand the owners of the land in the district of the gentleman from 
pointed by the Secretary of the Navy was satisfactory to nobody Wisconsin are willing to sell. 
except to the people of Lake Bluff ,.and another thing was that the Mr. SOUTHARD rose. 
report could be successfully defended by nobody in the world. Mr. BOUTELL. I regret very much, Mr. Speaker, that -owing 

On the que tion of population. if that board ·had extended the to the shortness of the time I must decline to yi.eld. 
radius 15 miles. it would have reversed its conclusions, and that If the amendment offered by the gentleman from illinois should 
was perfectly evident from the examination of the report itself. be concurred in, we shall dose this matter at once, and the pur
Not only that, but they maintain recruiting stations a hundred chase can be made. The President and the Secretary of the Navy 
miles outside of the radius which was prescribed for their guid- have full information. Now, in the face of these facts, what is 
ance in coming to a conclusion. The report ean be defended by this amendment offered by the Senate that we are asked to con
nobody, and now the proposition~f the chairman of the NavfLl cur in? This amendment proposes to appoint another board, not 
Affairs Committee, the gentleman from illinois [Mr. Foss] ., .as of naval officers, but of men not living on th~ Great Lakes. And 
indicated by his proposed amendment, is to place the whole mat- what are they to do? After th"6y have gon~ all over thesQ Lakes 
ter in the hands of the Secretary of theN avy, who is ah·eady com- they are to report their ~onclusions to Congress. If their conclu
mitted to this report. He is committed to it in his letter which sions do not adopt tM Racine site as No. 1, then must we have 
he wrote in December, 1902, and he is also committed to it in his another board of three members? Or if the Put in Bay site is not 
report which he wrote in June 1903. · , .recommended as No. 1, is there to be another board? 

It will be remembered that the p1·ovision went out in the House [Here the hammer fell.] 
on a point-of order. Practically the same provision was inserted Mr. FOSS. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman. 
in the Senate committee, apd when it came up in the Senate, after Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, it seems to me that the wisdom 
full debate, it w-a~ 'Ul{>ported by nobody except one of the Senators of this Honse in concurring in this Senate amendment would be 
from illinois. This report, I repeat, can not be successfully de- equal only to the wisdom of an individual Member who when 
fended here or anywhere. It eliminates in an unfair way every he had ordered his dinner and was prepared to eat it should ask 
portion of the Great Lakes except the southern portion of Lake the waiter to remove it on the ground that he had not brought 
Michigan. There is no reason for doing this, a.s appears, I con- the viands in the right dishes, and then kept on that sort of per
tend, from the report itself. Now, is -it fair to recommit this formance until he was starved to death. 
question to anybC'lJy who is alread~committed with reference to Sir, we have the power to have this site purchased at once. 
it? That is all tnere is in the situation now. Under the Senate amendment there is no knowing when we shall 

[Here the hammer fell] ever have the chance to purchase the site. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speak€1', I yield five minutes to my colleagoo, There is another reason why we ought to vote down the motion 

the gentleman from illinois fMr. BoUTELL]. of the gentleman from WlSCOnsin and sustain the motion of the 
Mr. BOUTELL. Mr. Speaker, there are very weighty reasons gentleman from illinois, and that is that the plan for a naval 

why the motion made by the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. station on the Lakes ori~nated in the House of Rep~entatives, 
CooPER 1 should not prevail, and, therefore, why we sh<mld not con- and the commission heretofore appointed was appointed under 
cur in the Senate amendment. There are equally weighty rea- the bill which onginated m the House. Now, it seems to me, Mr. 
sons why the motion made by the gentleman from lllinois [Mr. · Speaker, tha.t if we accept this am"6ndment of the Senate we are · 
Foss], in charge of the bill, should preva.il and why we should simply demonstrating the abject pusillanimity of thie House in 
concur in the Senate amendment with an amendment as offered dealing with Senate amendments. I think, therefore, Mr. Speaker, 
by him. Now, this whole matter ·presents 'tself to us fu four that every reason of sound judgment should lead ue to adopt 
phases. First, there is the personal phase; second. the phase of unanimously the motion made by the gentleman from illinois. 
locality; third., the interests of the Navy,and, in the fourth place, Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, how much time have 1 remaining? 
the honor and dignity of this House. It is unfortunate that any- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois has eight min-
thing in this discussion heretofore has seemed to refiect upon the utes and the ·gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER] has six 
honor and integrity of my good., lifelong friend the «entleman minutes. 
from Wisconsin {Mr. CooPER]. I am very sure that he will ab- Mr. FOSS. I ask the gentleman from Wisconsin to proceed. 
solve me from any belief in any of these insinuations even if I Mr. COOPER of Wisaonsin. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from 
oppose his motion. lllinois [Mr. BoUTELL] has made a periuasive !!peech, but it does 

Nothing that has been said or don~, presented on the floor of not meet the issue. In reply to his objection to the appointment 
this House or in writing, has in any way shaken my confidence, of another board, I desire to say that there ought to be just as 
esteem, or affection for the gentleman. or my belief in his honor, many boards appointed as :are necessary to get one board that will 
integrity, and ability. And I think, Mr. Speaker, that my opin- visit the sites that are offered. That is the iesue. 
ion is shared by all the Members of this Honse on both sides of Did the board visit the Racine site? No! The affidavit of ·Mayor 
this Chamber. Higgins, the affidavit of Mr. Boyd, the affidavit of Mr. Walker, 

Now, there is this phase of the question in regard to 1ocality. the affida• it of Mr. Schroff, my own letters written at th time, 
I think the people -of this country are universally in favor of lo- (the letterpress copi of which are here) , complaining of the fact 
eating training stations throughout the country for training and that the board did not visit it, show beyond controversy that on 
preparing men for the Navy. I do not agree with the opinion of the first occasion they did not go nea.-er than a mile and a half of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RIXEY]. I believe that we the site, and that. on the second occ ion only two members came 

· ought not only to have a naval trainin:; station on the Lakes, but and that they did not reach the site until after dark, when lampfl 
we ought to have a naval station on the Gulf, on the Mississippi, were lighted. 
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Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit 

a question? 
llfr. COOPER of Wiscom:in. I have not any time. I hope the 

g~ ntl ::man will pardon me. 
Mr. TAWNEY. I wanted to ask if the Secretary of the Navy, 

under this proposition, would not have the same authority that 
the board had? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Before this subject first came up 
for debate here I called on the Secretary of the Navy, at the sug
gestion of the Wisconsin delegation, and inquired whether, if 
the matter were left entirely to him, he would inspect the Wis
consin sites. In reply the Secretary said: 

I do net want such a responsibility put upon me. I am too busy to go. I 
am not as well informed as is the board, and you could hardly expect me to 
overrule the board which I myself appointed. • 

Of course he could not be expected to overrule the board which 
he himself appointed. Nobody knows that better than do the 
gentlemen who are here urging that this subject be left t.o the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

llfr. TAWNEY. Could he not appoint another agent? 
:M:r. COOPER of Wisconsin. In view of the facts, common 

justice demands that a new board be appointed by an absolutely 
impartial authority, one that has not prejudged the case at all and 
that is under obligations to nobody. 

:Mr. Speaker, it has been suggested that the limitation of $250 
per acre ought to carry it to Lake Bluff, provided the people there 
contribute the amount of money that is necessary. 

But, Mr. Speaker, evidence has been submitted showing that 
the glucose factories and other g1·eat factories at Waukegan pour 
vast quantities of chemicals and refuse into the lake, which are 
cast up along the shore, and that residents of Lake Forest, farther 
away from these factories than is Lake Bluff, complained of the 
odor coming from this decaying and offensive material. Yet the 
board prefer Lake Bluff, although they declare that the site should 
have a good bathing beach. 

The board say in their report that a thousand dollars an acre is 
not too much to pay. The Lake Bluff site was held at $900 per 
acre. Therefore they mean Lake Bluff and nothing else. After 
their last examination more than a year passed before they made 
a final report. They made their last examination of a site about 
the 1st of November, 1902. In that month they made a prelimi
nary report; but they made no final report until December, 1903, 
a whole year later. Why did they hold this matter up? There is 
only one answer, and the House knows what that is. 

Mr. Speaker, in the Senate, after a thorough debate and after 
photographs of the Lake Bluff site were exhibited, there was but 
one vote against this amendment, and that vote was by a Senator 
from Illinois. If the land at Lake Bluff could be bought for $250 
an acre the training station ought not to be located on it. It 
would cost hundreds of thousands of dollars to build a harbor 
there. 

Mr. FOSS. Have you a harbor at Racine, where your site is? 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. We have one now about a mile 

and a half nearer theN orth Point site than Waukegan Harbor is to 
the Lake Bluff site. Moreover, the proposed new harbor at North 
Point would cost much less to complete than the one proposed at 
Lake Bluff, and when completed would be a much better harbor. 
The mouth of the new harbor would be on the south side of North 
Point, which projects into the lake, forming an absolutely com
plete protection from northeast storms. Lake Bluff Harbor would 
be without the slightest natural protection from the terrific north
east storms, which sweep 200 or 300 miles down the lake. 

Mr. Speaker, this amendment proposes to have an impartial 
board appointed to visit and inspect sites, to select the one most 
suitable, and to report to Congress what it will cost, and also 
what amount will be necessary to construct a harbor and the 
necessary lake shore protection. We have no such information 
about the Lake Bluff site. We ought to have such information 
pefore voting to buy any site. 

The people of Racine do not complain because the board gave 
the decisicn to Lake Bluff. We complain because the North 
Point site has never been inspected, although it is a better site 
than the one at Lake Bluff and would cost less than one-third as 
much money. That is our complaint, and this attempt to put us 
in the childish attitude of being merely envious because these
lection went elsewhere is unjust and unworthy of the gentlemen 
who make it. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that a board was 

appointed nearly two years ago, and made a careful investigation 
of th9 Lakes from Buffalo to Duluth. The site which the gentle
man speaks of, Racine, was thoroughly investigated by the board, 
and the board have reported to the Secretary of the Navy, who 
sent a letter to me stating that the site complained of by the gen
tleman as not having been investigated was investigated to the 
satisfaction of the board. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit one 
interruption? 

Mr. FOSS. No; I have not time. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. One member of the board signs 

that. 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; the recorder of the board, Mr. Winslow. This 

is what he says for the board: 
The board again visited Racine in October. Rear-Admiral Taylor, the 

president of the board, was unable to accompany the board on this visit. 
The board arrived at Racine late in the afternoon, and was there met in car
riages by a committee in accordance with previous arrangements and driven 
toN orth Point. Owing to the fact that the ca.rriage horses were not equal 
to their load, considerable time was wasted in the journey from the railway 
station to the site. • 

Nevertheless the board reached the site in ample time to have sufficient 
daylight to s~ the site and to determine all the points the board had in 
mind. The board drove over much of the site, and as the site was for the 
most part cleat·ed lc1.nd the time was ample for the inspection. Had the 
board not been fully satisfied as to the physical chara(/..teristics. it would have 
waited and made a second visit the following day of: stopped at Racine on 
their return from their trip to the northward. 

And then the board go on further and say there are as many 
charts, maps, etc., in connection with the Racine site as any other. 

Now, gentlemen, does it not seem that it is rather late in the 
day, after this board was appointed some year and a half or two 
years ago, and after these investigations were made--

:Mr. BAKER. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. FOSS. No; I can not yield. 
Mr .. BAKER. This is the second time I have asked; yes, the 

fifth time I have asked. 
Mr. FOSS. Does it not occur to you, gentlemen, that it is . 

rather late in .the day to come in here, nearly two years after
wards, and protest about it? 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I protested immediately. in these 
letters; at the time. · 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield; I have only a 
few minutes more time. Now, nobody else all along the lakes has 
complained abcut not having an investigation. On the contrary, 
my friend from Indiana, Judge CRUMPACKER, and also the gen
tleman from Michigan [Mr. BISHOP] have risen on this floor and 
said that the investigation was thorough and that the only thing 
they complained of was the judgment of the board-which wa-s per
fectly natural, because they would have liked the board to select 
their particular sites. 

Now, I ask, Mr. Speaker, how long must we wait? A year ago 
the Secretary of the Navy sent up a provision asking us to appro
priate for this naval training station. He sent it here and these 
same captious objections appeared, not only in this body but in 
another body. "How long, how long, 0 Lord," how long must 
we wait to satisfy the qualms of supersensitive gentlemen? 

We are building the.::e great ships. We want men trained for 
the service, and yet we will not have them if we deliberately put 
in this provision for a new board to go over this whole matter. 
What kind of a bo:1rd is it? It is a board to be appointed by the 
President of three members. It does not say it shall be appointed 
"by and with the consent and advice of the Senate." Ah, it is 
not necessary to say it. That advice might be freely given. I do 
not know. But it is a political year. Perchance it might be a 
political board. We do not want to embarrass the President of 
the United States at such a time. But what is this board to do? 
It has to go back and report and report and report, and all the 
time the naval boy is standing on the shore waiting to be trained. 
Is that going to bathe action of this House? With another report 
you will have more con:fu..sion than now. You would have two 
reports-aye, three reports-and "confusion worse confounded." 

Now, if you are going to establish a naval training station, es
tablish it. My proposition is this: They selected the best site in 
my district-Lake Bluff. The land is worth $900 an acre. I have 
come in and said by my amendment that the Secretary of the Navy 
shall not pay one dollar more than $250 an acre-the price of the 
Racine site. Does not that show my fairness in the consideration 
of this matter? Not only that, but we propose to leave it to the 
discretion of the Secretary of the Navy to say whether it shall be 
at Put in Bay or any other place; and let us have a harmonious 
jubilee. 

If he should say that it goes to Put in Bay, I will say I am glad 
of it. If it goes to Racine, I will say I am glad of it. If it goes 
to Muskegon, I will say that I am glad of it. Or if it goes any
where else, I will make no captions objection, because I tell you 
candidly that I care comparatively little where this naval station 
shall be located as compared with the fact that we need it, and 
we must have it for the Navy, for the training of our men in order 
to have them trained when our ships, which we are building now 
in large numbers, shall be finally constructed. 

Mr. Speaker, I will say the gentleman has said this was unani
mously passed by the Senate-it was a unanimous consent of the 
Senate. 

Ah, we heard that familiar sound before. We heard-
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker---
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~Ir. FOSS. We h~ard it in the dying hours of the old Con
gress; we have heard it in this-

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker-
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I can not yield. I ask you, gentle

men, here and now let us vote down this Senat~ amendment. 
This is, mu t be, and ought to be considered~ not on unanimous 
consent, but on its melits. The American Navy has the right to 
demand it. and the Amelican people have the right to demand it. 
Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of personal privilege. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. COO PER of Wisconsin. The gentleman has put in my 

mouth a statement which would amount to a falsification of the 
record. I did not say the Senate passed this by unanimous con
sent or anything of the kind. 

Mr. FUSS. \Veil, I undeTh'iiood the gentleman to say that the 
Senate pas ed this unanimously. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. No; I said after the bill had been 
debated it passed it, with no one voting against it except one Sen
ator from Illinois, possibly two. 

Mr. FO . Mr. S'peaker, I move the previous question. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana rises to a parlia-

mentary inquiry. · 
Mr. CR U.MP ACKER. I desire to know if it would be in order 

at this time to propose an amendment to the am~ndment of th~ 
gentJ~man from D.linois, which he proposes to the Senate amend
ment? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois moves the pre
vious question. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I desire to ask the gentleman if 
he will not withhold that motion until I propose an amendment? 
I do not care tc debate it. I simply wish to have it read and 
voted upon. 

Mr. FO S. Mr. Speaker, this motion we are voting upon is the 
motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin to recede and concur, 
and I hope it will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman demand the previous 
question on both the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin and 
his motion? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lllinois demands the 

previous question--
Mr. FOSS. No; I simply demand the previous question on the 

motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois demands the 

previou question on the motion of the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The previou question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Wisconsin, that the House do recede and concur in 
the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER . The Chair is in doubt. 
Mr. OOOPER of Wisconsin. Division, Mr. Speaker. 
Accordingly the House divided; and there were-ayes 83, noes 

108. 
So the motion to recede and concur was rejected. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the 

other motion. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois moves the pre

vious question on his motion that the House do recede and concur 
in the Senate amendment with an amendment. 

Mr. CRUMP ACKER. I now ask the gentleman from Illinois 
if he will not withhold his motion until I propose an amendment? 

Mr. FOSS. No; I think we have already had a full discussion 
of this matter. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The question was ta en; and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes seemed to have it. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Division. Mr. Speaker. 
Accordingly the House divided; and there were-ayes 97, 

noes 91. 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were--yeas 120, nays 126, 

answered "present" 12, not voting 123, as follows: 

Adams, Pa. 
Adamson, 
Bankhead, 
Bassett, 
Bates, 
Bell Cal. 
Boutell, 
Bowers, 
Bradley, 

Brandegee, 
Breazeale, 
Brick, 
Brooks, 
Brown, Pa. 
Burke, 
Butler, Pa. 
Caldwell 
Campbell, 

YEAS-.120. 
Cooper, Pa. 
Cousins, 
Currier, 
Curtis, 
Cushman, 
Dalzell, 
Dayton. 
Dougherty, 
Draper, 

Dwight, 
Evans, 
Fi tzgera.ld, 
Flack, 
Flood, 
Foss, 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W.Va. 
Gibson, 

Gillet,N. Y. Keliher, Martin, 
Gillett, Mass. Kitchin, Claude Maynard, 
Graff, Knopf, Meyer, La. 
Greene, Lacey, Morrell, 
Gud~er, Lafea.n, Needham, 
Hamilton, Lamar, Mo. Otis, 
Hamlin, Landis, Cha.s. B. Palmer, 
Harrison) Lan~s. Frederick 16arker, 
Hay, Lannrng, ... a.yne, 
Henry, Conn. Lawrence, Porter, 
Hepburn, Legare, Powers. Me. 
HilL Conn. Lever, Powers, Mass. 
Hinshaw, Lilley, Prince, 
Bitt, Littauer, Pujo, 
Hopkins, Livingston, Ransdell, La. 
Howell, N.J. Lloyd, Robertson, La. 
Huff, Loudenslager, Rodenberg, 
Hughes, W.Va. Lovering, Rucker, 
H m:nphrey, Wash. McCleary, Minn. Shackleford, 
Humphreys, Miss. Mann, Shil·as, 
Jones, Wash. .Marshall, Sibley, 

Adams, Wis. 
Alexander, 
Babcock, 
Baker, 
Bartholdt, 
Bartlett, 
Bea.ll, Thx. 
Bede, 
Beidler, 
Bt'nny, 
Birdsall, 
Bishop, 
Bonynge, 
Bowersock, 
Brantley, 
Brown, Wis. 
Brundidge, 
Bm'Ilett, 
Burton, 
Byrd, 
Candler, 
Cassingham, 
Cl::trk, 
Clayton, 
Cochran. Mo. 
Conner, 
Cooper, Wis. 
Cowherd, 
Cromer, 
Crowley, 
Crumpacker, 
Davidson, 

Allen, 
Brownlow, 
Dresser, 

NAYS--126. 
Da. vis, Minn. Kline, 
De Armond, Kluttz, 
Dixon, Knapp, 
Douglas, Kyle, . 
Driscoll, Lamb, 
Esch, Lewis, 
Field, Lindsay, 
French, Little, 
Gardner, Mass. Littlefield. 
Gardner,N.J. Longworth, 
Gilbmt, Lndrin~ 
Goldfogle, McCarthy, 
Goulden, McCreary, Pa. 
Granger, McLain, 
Gregg, McMoiTan, 
Grosvenor, Macon, 
Hardwick, Maddox, 
Henry, Tex. Mahon, 
Hermann~ :Miller, 
Hill, Miss. Moon. Tenn. 
Hitchcock, Morgan, 
Hogg, Murdock, 
Houston, Otjen, 
Howard, Padgett, 
Hughes, N.J. Page, 
Jackson, Ohio Patrerson, N. C. 
James, Patterson, Tenn. 
Jenkins, Pierce, -
Jones, Va. Rain;-l!'~ 
Kehoe., RanOOll, Tex. 
Kennedy, Reeder, 
Kinkaid, Richardson, Ala. 

ANSW.ERED "PRESENT"-12. 
Gardner, Mich. Patterson, Pa. 
Miers, Ind. Pou, 
Olmsted. Roberts, 

NOT VOTING-123. 
Acheson, Emerich. Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Aiken, Finley, Lamar, Fla. 
Ames, Fitzpatrick, Lester, 
Badger, Fm'dney, Lind, 
Benton, Foster,ill. Live1~nash, 
Bingham, Foster, Vt. Lorimer, 
Bowie, Fowler, Loud, 
Broussard, Fuller, McAndrews, 
Buckman, Garber, McCall, 
Burgess, Garner, McDermott, 
BUJ"kett, Gillespie, McLachlan, 
Burleigh, Gillett, Cal McNary, 
BUJ"leso!:ll Glass, Mahoney, 
Butler Mo. Goebel, Marsh. 
Calderhead, Goocl~~ Metca.ff, 
Capron, Griffi.tn, Minor, 
Cas~el, Grig~s. Mondell, 
Casto!', Haskins, Moon, Pa. 
Cockran, N.Y. Haugen, Mudd, 
Connell, Heru'"St, Nevin, 
Cooper, Tex. Hedge, Norris, 
Daniels, Hemenway, Overstreet, 
Darragh, Hildebrant, Pearre, 
Davey, La. Holliday, Perkins, 
Davis, Fla. Howell, Utah Pinckney, 
Deemer, Hull, Reid, 
Denny, Hunt, Rhea, 
Dickerman. Hunter, Robb, 
Dinsmore, Jackson, Md. Robinson, Ark. 
Dovener, J ohnwn, Ryan, 
Dunwell, Ketcham, Scarborough, 

Sims 
Smith, Til. 
Smith, Pa. 
Sperry, 
Spight, 
Steenerson, 
Sterling, 
Stevens, Minn. 
Sullowa.y, 
Swanson, 
Tawney, 
Underwood, 
Vreeland, 
Wade, 
Wanger, 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wiley, N.J. 
Williams, m. 
Williams Miss. 
Wilson, lli. 
Wynn. 

Richardson, Tenn. 
Rider, 
Rixey, 
Robinson, Ind. 
Russell, 
Scott, 
Sheppard, 
Sherley, 
Shober, 
Shull, 
Slayden, 

rmtb..Iowa 
mith,Ky. 

Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Tex. 
'nook, 
out hard) 
palding, 
tafford, 
tephens, Tex. 
nlzer, 

Th{)mas., Iowa 
Thomas. N. 0. 
Townsend, 
VanDuzer\ 
Van Voorhis. 
Volstead. 
Webb, 
Weems, 
Young. 

Ruppert, 
Stanley, 
Zenor. 

Scudder, 
Sharma~ 
Slemp, 
Small, 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Smith,N. Y. 
SnapJl, 
Southall, 
Southwick, 
Sparkman, 
Sullivan. Mass. 
Sullivan, N.Y. 
Talbott, 
Tate, 
Taylor, 
Thayer, 
Tirrell, 
Trimble, 
Vandiver, 
Wachter, 
Wadsworth, 
Wallace, 
Warnerl 
WarnocK, 
Watson, 
Weisse, 
Williamson, 
Wilc;on, N.Y. 
Woodyard, 
Wright. 

So the motion to recede and concur with an amendment was 
rejected. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
For the session: 
Mr. HUNTER with Mr. RHEA. 
Mr. SHERYA..N with .Mr. RuPPERT. 
Mr. CASSEL with Mr. GooCH. 
:Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS with M1·. TATE. 
Mr. PA.TTERSON of Pennsylvania with Mr. DrcKERll!.N. 
Until further notice: 
Mr. HILDEBRANT with Mr. SPA.R.KliA.N. 
Mr. FuLLER with .Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
Mr. w ACHTER with Mr. TA.LBOTT. 
Mr. w ABNER with Mr. M~"DREWS. 
Mr. CoNNELL with. Mr. BUTLER of Missouri. 
Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. DAVIS of Florida. 

.... 

, 
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Mr. DOVENER with 1\Ir. TRIMBLE. 
Mr. WATSON with 1\fr. ZENOR. 
Mr. HoLLIDAY with Mr. MIERS of Indiana. 
Mr. LoRIMF.R with Mr. MAHONEY. 
Mr. ALLEN with l\Ir. SMALL. 
Mr. METCALF with Mr. LIVERNASH, 
Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
1\Ir. WARNOCK with Mr. ROBB. 
Mr. WM. ALD~ SMITH with Mr. MaN ARY. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. TAYLOR, 
1\lr. BEDE with Mr. BURGESS. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. ScuDDER. 
For the- balance of the session: 
Mr. SIBLEY with Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana. 
Until adjournment: 
Mr. SNAPP with Mr. FosTER of illinois. 
For the day: 
Mr. FoWLRR with Mr. AIKEN. 
.Mr. NORRIS with Mr. LESTER. 
Mr. MooN of Pennsylvania with Mr. VANDIVER. 
Mr. SMITH of New York with Mr. GARBER. 
:Mr. CASTOR with Mr. GILLESPIE. 
Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. BE.'•IfTON. 
Mr. AMEs with Mr. BoWIE. 

, Mr. CAPRON with Mr. BROUSSARD. 
Mr. GiLLETT of California with Mr. BuRLESON. 
Mr. HAUGK with Mr. GLASS. 
Mr. HoWELL of Utah with Mr. Coo:I>ER of Texas •. 
Mr. HULL with Mr. HEARST. 
Mr. LoUD with Mr. SouTHALL. 
Mr. N:mviN with Mr. STANLEY. 
Mr. SouTHWICK with Mr. SULLIVAN of Wew York. 
Mr. W .wswoRTH with Mr. WILSoN of New York. 
Mr. WooDYARD with Mr. WALLACE. · 
Mr. CALDHRHE.A.D with MI: PINCKNEY, 
Mr. GoEBEL with: Mr. EMERICH. 
Mr. PEARREwithM.r. GRIGGS. 
Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. SCARBOROUGH. 
For the vote: 
Mr. BINGHAM with 1\fr. GARNER. 
Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN, 
Mr.I!EMENW.A.Y with Mr. DINSMORE. 
Mr. HEDGE with Mr. CoCKRAN of New York. 
Mr. 1\I.ll{SH with Mr. JoHNSON. 
Mr. Moi'IDELL with Mr. RoBINSON of Arkansas. 
Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. McDERMOTT. 
Mr. WRIGHT with .lfr. REID. 
Mr. BURKETT with Mr. FL~EY. 
Mr. McLACHLAN with Mr. WEISSE. 
For the remainder of the week: 
Mr. TIRRELL with Mr. SULLIVAN of'Massachusett:s. 
From the 20th until further notice: 
Mr. MINOR with Mr. LAMAR of Florida. 
Until the 20th: 
Mr. BucKMAN with Mr. LL.'fD, 
From April 13 to April25: 
Mr. BURLEIGH with Mr. HUNT, 
Until April21: 
Mr. RoBERTS with Mr. THAYER. 
For the 19th and 20th: 
Mr. FosTER of Vermont with Mr. Pou. 
For Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday: 
Mr. DRESSER with Mr. RY.A..~ . 
For Tuesday and Wednesday: 
Mr. MUDD with Mr. DEN~Y. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired with my 

colleague [Mr. THAYER]. I desire to withdl:aw my vote and be 
recorded as '' present.'' 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 
Mr. FOSS. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House. further insist 

on its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 18. 
The motion was ag1:eed to. 
Mr. FOSS. I call for the reading of the next amendment-

amendment No. 35. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Strike out the following words: 
"But the apl?ropl'iations provided for said colliers shall not be used unless 

one of ~id colliers be built in a navy-yard of the United States." 
And in.s~rt the following: 
" ai<i colliers shall be built in navy-yards, one on the Pacific and one on 

the Atlantic coast, the same to be deSignated by the Secretary of the Navy." 

1\Ir. FOSS·. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman trom Loui
siana [Mr. MEYER] to make a motion. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I move that the House recede 
from its disagreement to Senate amendment No. 3o and concur 
in the same.. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield to the gentleman from Louisiana twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield ten minutes to the gentle
man from California l Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL of California. Mr. Speaker, the Senate amendment 
under discussion provides that the two colliers mentioned in the 
naval appropriation bill shall be constructed in the navy-yards, 
one on the Pacific and the other on the Atlantic coast. In the 
time that has been allotted to me I shall confine myself to a brief 
statement of the- most cogent reasons for building ships in the 
public yards. In the first place, we can do the same work in the 
navy-yardsforlessmoney. Thisisnotameretheoryorconjectn.re, 
but an absolute fact that has been demonstrated by experience. 
Let me cite yon just one instance in support of this assertion. In 
1903 the Government decided to convert the transport Grant into 
a dredge for use at the mouth of the Columbia River. 

The Navy Department called for bids, and the lowest figure 
submitted by pri-vate contractors was that of the Risdon Iron. 
Wo:rks, of San Francisco, for $'~65,000. The authorities at the 
Mare Island Navy-Yard requested the privilege or submitting -a. 
bid, which was granted. The navy-yard's figure was 8235.000, or 
~0.000 less than that of the Risdon Iron Works. The work was 
given to the yard and w.as actually completed at a. cost of only 
$181,985.25, a saving of 883,014.75 on the lowest private bid that 
had been received. In other words, the Government saved over 
31 per cent by ha1dng the work done in one of its own yards. 
[Applause.] The quality of the work done by tile Mare Island 
Navy-Yard in this case is best shown by the following letter: 

WAR. DEPARTMENT, 
Washington,, January !5, 1901,. 

Srn: Raferring to the work performed by the Navy DepaTtment at the· 
Mare Island (Cal) Navy-Yard in. the conversion of the former army trans
port Grant (now. named the Chinook) into a seagoing hydraulic.dredge, the 
Department is just in receipt of a report from the Chief of Engineers, United 
States Army, stating- that since her completion the . Chinook has been at 
worK., during favorable weather; at the mouth of the Columbia River, Wash
in~:"ton, on the Columbia River bar, and has been tested sufficiently to dem
onstrate the care and efficiency with which the work at the navy-yard has 
beerr executed, and indicating that the-boat will prove a valuable acquisition 
to the pl.ant.of the Engineer Department. The War Department, therefore, 
desires to express its appreciation of the action of the N a yy Department in 
undertaking this work, and the ability and zeal displayed by the officers ot 
Mare Island Navy-Yard in carrying it out. 

Very respectfully, ROBERT SH.A w OLIVER, 

The SECRETARY OF TJUll NAVY. 
Assistam.Secretarg of War. 

Do not these facts completely refute- the repeated argument that 
better work and better prices are secu:red to the Government by 
having its vessels of war built by private yards? Again, there are 
other inestimable advanta,gP.s t.o be attained by the policy of build
ing some of our ships in the navy-yards. It keeps up the efficiency 
o our yards: itma.intains a. LU.gh standard or worKIItanship and 
general equipment; it guarantees us prompt high-class work in 
the hour of emergency and need. Every argument in favor of a 
greater navy is an argument in favor of greater navy-yards. 
Our pride in the latter should not be less than our pride in the 
former. We ought to make it a part of the general policy of our 
Government to construct a. portion of its ships. In this way we 
become a competitor-of the private contractor, and thereby guard 
ourselves against the extortionate bids of any shipbuilding trust 
or combine. Once let it be seen that we intend to pursue this 
course and the danger of a " pool " will be overcome and reason
able contracts can be made for the work that is let to bids. Eng
land, Germany, France, and Italy have long since adopted this 
plan, about one-half their ships being built in public yards, and 
the results have fully demonstrated the wisdom of the policy. 
~e ought to hasten the day when the two navy-yards on the 

P~ific coast shall be able not only ~ . repair our largest battle 
ships, but to construct new ones. Pnor to the sixteenth century 
the Mediterranean Sea was the center of the world's maritime 
activities. With the exploration and settlement of America the 
theater of the world-s commercial and naval contests was shifted 
to the Atl~ntic. Bnt now the Pacific is the cynosure of all eyeS

1 
and upon Its broad bosommnst be fought out, by diplomacy or by 
forceo~ ar:ns. the-great.problemsof.-thetwentieth century. Does 
any thinking man believe that With our commercial interests 
in the Orient and onr possessions over sea America is destined 
t? play a light par~ in the settlement of these momentous ques
tlOns? Let us hope that our participation in the affairs of the Far 
East m~y alway~ b~ attende~ with peace; that our Navy may be 
persuasive only m Its deep silence rather than destructive in its 
mighty power: but come what may, let us begin now to strengthen 
?nr na-yy-yards a~ we strengthen our Navy, so that ou:r rapidly 
mcreasmg fleets, m seasons of peace and in seasons of war may 
have yards at ready hand in a state of constant prepar~ess 
either to repair or to rebuild. 

There is another phase of this question that demands our ear
nest attention. The moneys expended in the construction of a 
ship in a navy-yard are distributed among a large numberof peo-
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pie. It means more happy homes, more of the comforts of life 
for more of the people, more contentment, more prosperity. It 
means that many shall enjoy what otherwise a few may hoard. 
It means much to the laboring men of America-the men who toil 
for a daily wage and live by the sweat of their brow. To them 
it means better hours, better condi tiona of labor, better pay. And 
if we are now in favor of these things, if we really intend to act 
for the greatest good to the greatest number, let us right here 
and now take advantage of this opportunity to effect so much 
good; let us vote for a policy that will ultimately bring manifold 
blessings to many citizens of our land and at the same time bring 
profits to our Government. I sincerely hope that this occasion 
will not only witness the rallying of the old friends of the navy
yards, but will also mark the conversion of many others to our 
cause. [Applause.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, this Senate amendment provides that 
both colliers shall be built in navy-yards. The House will recall 
that we provided when the bill was here that one collier should be 
built in a navy-yard. This amendment provides that both shall 
be built in navy-yards, one on the Atlantic and one on the Pacific 
coast. 

I have a letter here from the Secretary of the Navy which ex
plains the situation so far as the Navy Department is concerned. 
It says: 

In response to your verbal request I beg to advise you of the 'necessity of 
making some specific appropriation for equipping navy-yards for the con
struction of vessels should the Senate provision with 1·elation to the building 
of two colliers in navy-yards be concurred in by the He use. 

Then the Secretary goes on and states that it will be necessary 
to appropriate $175,000 for each yard in order to put the yardsin 
such a condition that they can build these colliers. That means, 
first, the preparation of a suitable slip. We have no navy-yard in 
the country where there is a suitable slip, except the New York 
yard, where wear~ building the battle ship Connecticut. 

Mr. BELL of California. Will the gentleman yield for a ques
tion? 

Mr. FOSS. In just a moment. We must have two things. 
First, we must provide a slip! and then we must provide an over
head crane. These two things, the slip and the crane, will cost 
$175,000 for each yard. 

Mr. WYNN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. WYNN. Is it not a fact that when this appropriation of 

$175,000 is expended for the construction of the crane and the 
slip, that it becomes a permanent addition to the plant for future 
use. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes; it will be a permanent addition to the 
plant. 

Mr. WYNN. And that it could be used for any future ship-
building in those yards. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; it could be used at any future time. 
Mr. HERMANN. Is it permanent and durable? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; it is permanent and durable. 
Mr. BELL of California. Then the expenditure of t~at money 

would go toward a permanent improvement. Now, is it not a 
fact that this year in the naval appropriation bill, without any 
reference to this Senate amendment, the following large sums 
were appropriated for various navy-yards in the country: New 
York, $371",500; League Island, 712.970; Washington, $575,£00; 
Charlestown, $880,500; Norfolk, $1,159,000; while for Mare Island, 
which is one of the best yards in America to-day, we only appro
priated $260,000? 

Now, then, I want to ask you the further question. That ap
propriation which may become necessary, about which there is 
now some doubt, can be met at the next session of Congress in 
ample time if these colliers go to the navy-yards. 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, yes. I am giving, as far as the committee is 
concerned, the facts entirely as they come to the committee from 
the Navy Department, and after that leaving it to the judgment 
o'f the House. If the House sees fit to concur in the Senate 
amendment, all well and good; or if they decide otherwise, all 
well and good. It is a matter entirely with the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennes ee. Is the gentleman from illinois op
posed to building these two colliers in the navy-yards? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, I do not know that I am oppos~d to it particu
larly; only I think it is going to cost more money to build them 
in navy-yards than in private yards. Spea.king generally, we a1·e 
building a battle ship in the navy-yard at New York and com
paring the cost of its construction with the cost of a similar ship 
constructed in the navy-yard and we are t-rying to find out the 
difference between the two. Now, the House had this provision, 
which was on the bill, that one of these colliers should be built 
in the navy-yard and one at a private yard, so that we might 
thereby find out the difference in the cost of building these col
liers. Now, the Senate put in this provision and say, " Let us 
build both of them in navy-yards." 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that the Govern
ment is m_aking its own smokeless powder, and making a great 
many of our firearms, and making them better and cheaper than 
when they had them made· by private individuals? Is not that 
why Congress is having them made by the Government? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know how much cheaper they are making 
the smokeless powder. They claim to make it a little cheaper. 

Mr. GAINEf? of Tennessee. Did not Mr. Secretary Long send 
two communications to Congress asking it to give him money to 
build this factory; and did we not build it; and are we not now 
making our own powder? 

Mr. FOSS. The Government never takes into consideration 
the amount invested in the plant, but the private individual takes 
that into consideration. 

Mr. GAINES ofTennessee. ButtheGovernmentownstheim
provement. The Government was held up during the Spanish 
war by this powder trust, and that is one of the reasons why this 
plant was established, and it has worked admirably. 

1\Ir. FOSS. Is there any other discussion on it? 
Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I yield five minutes to the gentle

man from Virginia. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Speaker, the naval bill of this year as it 

passed the House had provision for one battle ship, two armored 
cruisers, three protected cruisers, three scout cruisers, and two 
colliers. The colliers are the smallest ships. The Senate provi
sion provides that these two smallest ships shall be built in two 
of the navy-yards of the country. There is not one of the im
portant navy-yards but what can take care of t.hesa two smaller 
ships. The best constructors who were in the Navy two or three 
years ago, including Admiral Hichborn, had recommended that 
there should be navy-yard construction upon the ground that the 
Government could construct as cheaply and as well, and that the 
Government should keep a trained force on hand all the time. 

Now, when the repair. of a ship is completed in a navy-yard 
the mechanics are discharged, and when another ship goes in to 
be repaired it is difficult to get these men back. If you have 
navy-yard construction they can keep the mechanics all the time. 
Th~s reasoning is justified by the facts. On one occasion, two or 
three years ago, this House provided that a battle ship, an ar
mored cruiser, and a protected cruiser should be built in the navy
yards of the country. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, in foreign countries everygreatnaval power 
builds a portion of its ships in its navy-yards. Two years ago 
Great Britain was building eight battle ships and a number of 

·cruisers in her navy-yards. Russia, France, and Germany are 
also building a portion of their ships in their navy-yards. 

Now, as to the question of this expenditure of 175,000 to make 
the necessary improvements, I can not understand that. Ten years 
ago one of the battle ships and one of the cruisers-the battle ship 
Texas and the cruiser Raleigh~were built at the navy-yard at 
Norfolk. A battle ship and cruiser were built at other navy
yards. Since then we have spent many millions on the navy
yards, and I have no hesitation in stating that if they are not 
ready and prepared to build a little ship like this collier, then it 
must be the fault of the people who have expended the money. 
If the navy-yards are not prepared to build these small ships they 
should be put in condition, and that without delay. 

I do not believe, Mr. Speaker, that the building of these small 
ships in the navy-yards will cost the Government any more than 
we are now paying. The fact is that the private contractors have 
about sixty vessels building for the Government, and it is reason
able to put some little of this work with the navy-yards. The 
Secretary in his letter calls attention to the fact that in the navy
yards he is already building at Portsmouth, N. H., a traini:ag brig, 
at Boston a training brig and a steam tug, and at New York a 
battle ship; but I want to call attention to the fact that there are 
yards south of New York, and it seems to me that a yard which 
ten years ago built a battle ship and a cruiser ought to be ready 
now to build this little collier. There is also an important yard 
upon the Pacific coast. The amendment of the Senate is so rea
sonable that it does seem to me that the House should with prac
tical unanimity concur in the amendment and build these two 
colliers in the navy-yards. 

Mr. DAYTON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make a parlia
mentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. DAYTON. This clause provides that these two colliers 

shall be built in the navy-yards-that is, the Senate amendment 
provides that. The matter in controversy, as I understand it, is 
the question whether one or two shall be built in the navy-yards. 
Now the information comes fi·om the Department that before 
any navy-yard in the country can build the colliers it will be 
necessary to enact an additional appropriation of from 150,000 
to 175,000 to prepare and fix that yard to do that work. The 
parliamentary inquiry I want to ask is, whether it is within the 
power of the conferees to provide an extra appropriation under 
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this Senate amendment, so that there will be no delay in .the build
ing of the colliers? 

The SPEAKER. Well, that is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. DAYTON. Well, I doubted whether the Speaker would 

regard it as such, but it is very important for us to understand 
the situation. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can give his opinion-
Mr. DAYTON. I would very much like to ·have the Chair's 

opinion. 
The SPEAKER (continuing), Upon the Senate ·amendment 

that will control the Chair's vote if it is necessary for him to vote, 
but that would not be answering his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. D. ... ~YTON. Mr. Speaker, I simply called attention to this 
fact be~ause I have a desire that these colliers shall be built, be
cause they are desired by the Department now. 

The SPEAKER. It seems to the Chair the gentleman has got
ten in his speech. The question is on agreeing to the motion of 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. MEYER] that the Houee do 
recede from its disagreement to the Senate amendment and con
cur therein. 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
Chair was in doubt. 

Mr. FOSS. Division, Mr. Speaker! 
The House accordingly divided; and there were-ayes 118, 

-noes 57. 
So the motion to concur was agreed to. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask if there are any other amend

ments? 
Ths SPEAKER. This disposes of .all the .amendments. 
Mr. FOSS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House agree to 

the conference asked for by the Senate. 
The SPEAKER. With011t objection, it is so ordered. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. Foss, 

Mr. DAYTON, and Mr. M:EYER of Louisiana. 
ALLOTMENT OF LANDS IN SEVERALTY TO L'iDIANS IN THE STATE 

OF NEW YORK. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following report 
from the Committee on Rules. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio reports the follow-
ing resolution, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
The Committee on Rnles, to wlwm was referred Honse resolution No. 308: 
"Resolved, That immediately llpon the adoption of this resolution it shall 

be in order to consider in the Honse the bill (H. R. 7202) entitled 'A bill to 
provide for the allo~nt of lands in severalty to the lndians in the Sta.te of 
New York, and extend the protection of the laws of the United Sta.tes and of 
the State of New York over such Indians~ and for other purposes'"-
has had the same under consideration, ana asks leave to report it with the rec
ommendation that the House agree to it with the following amendment: Add 
after the word "purposes,"'' in line 7, the following: "and after forty minutes 
of debate, to be divided equally between those favoring and those opposing, 
such amendments as may be offered shall be voted on without debate\ and 
thereupon the previous (lnestion shall be considered as ordered on the bill to 
its final passage." 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, this is a rule to bring for-
. ward a bill that was presented in the Honse some days ago under 
a motion to suspend the rules, and for which a ver1Iarge major
ity of the Honse voted. If there is anyone who desires now to 
oppose this resolution I will yield to him. 

Mr.-FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentle-
man some question in reference to the rules. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman -yield? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Under this rule, will it be in order to 

offer amendments to the bill? _ 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I shall ask unanimous con

sent that the rule may be read again. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I could not catch it as it was read. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks 1manimous consent that 

' the resolution be again rep01'ted. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk again reported the resolution. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. Does the gentlema.n yield? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman desire time in oppo-

sition to the rule? -
Mr. SULZER. I do. ' 
Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time? 

1 Mr. SULZER. I would like to have ten minutes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will not the gentleman be content with 

five minutes? 
Mr. SULZER. Yes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five mmutes to the gentlemanlrom 

New York. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, this is the.same bill which was be

fore the House a few days ago on a motion of the gentleman from 
1 
New York [Mr. VEEELAND] toSUBpendthernlesand considerthe 

bill. At that time I opposed the mdtion and the H011se, by an 
overwhelming vote, refused to suspend the rules and pass this 
bill. I explained the objects of the bill then, and I think the 
Members of this House now know .ab011t what this bill is in
tended te do. I have not the time to go into the matter fully at 
this moment, but the real pm-pose and purport of this bill is 
to take away the Indian lands in the State of New York and inci
dentally give a legal satus in court-to what is known as the" Og
den land-grant claim." In other words, this bill divides up the 
lands of the Indians-fixes it so these lands will be sold to the 
white people and out of the proceeds $200,000 be paid to the as
signs of the Ogden Land Company. That land grant claim has 
no more legal standing in court than the man in the moon. It is 
without merit and absolutely indefensible. The courts have BO 
held ·over and over again. 

The people of the State of New York who are disinterested in 
this matter are absolutely opposed to this bill. These lands are 
now owned by the Indians in common, and New York is opposed 
to taking :away these Indian lands by a process .of allotment, be
cause if these lands are taken away from the Indians in this way 
it will only be a question of a few years when the lands will be 
sold the money gone, and then the Indians will become a public 
charge on the taxpayers of this c011ntry. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are the Indians opposed to the 
bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; they are unalterably opposed to the bill. 
Now, the friends of the Indians in New York declare that much 

of the money tnat will be derived from the sale of these Indians' 
lands will go to pay the Ogden land-grant claim of $200,000 which 
has been pending in the courts for a number of years and which 
the courts over and over again have declared has no merit what
ever. This entire -proposition is unjust and unconscionable. The 
bill is a bad one in its every aspeat and ~hould be beaten in this 
House. 

Mr. STEPHENS of T~xas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman 
yield for a qnestion? 

Mr. SULZER. Not just now. I only have a few minntes 
time. There is not, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, the slightest rea
-son why this House should waste its time considering a bill which 
has so little m~rit-an indefensible bill, which is opposed, in the 
first instance, by the Indians against whom it is aimed, and, sec
ondly, by all of the people of the State of New York save a few 
who are to be benefited by it. These Indian lands are very valuable 
to-day. They contain great natural resources in oil and gas, and 
a considerable portion of the lands are leased to white people 
and to oil and gas specnlators, who have much jn:fluence here. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. And who are they? 
Mr. SULZER. They are the people :who are now leasing the 

lands from the Indians for homes, for gas and oil, and for other 
· purposes, and are tired of paying rent, and who believe it will be 
to their mate1'ial benefit to get a fee simple title. These people 
have much influence in western New York, in some parts of Penn
sylvania, and, it mnst be apparent to the most unthinking, much 
influence in Congress. I could name some of them, but it is un
necessary. The trail of oil is all over this bill. Will it slip 
through? That is for yon to say. . . 

Mr. Speaker, I take it for granted that fewMembe1·s have read 
this bill and are familiar with its provisions. It is a queer bill in 
more ways than one, and some of its seytions would be ludicrous 
if it were not for the sad and deplorable results it is destined ulti· 
mately to accomplish. It provides, among otb.er things, that these 
lands of the Indians sha;tl be taken after allotment by condemna
tion proceedings fo-r private use. Who ever heard of taking lands 
from an individual by condemnation proceedings for another 
individual? 

The Constitution proviues, I believe, that private property shall 
not be taken ·by condemnation proceedings except for a. public 
purpose, and it is not contended here, and the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. G&oSVENoRl will not urge, I hope, that the pm·pose 
contemplated in the bill is of ~public character. It is entirely a 
question of a fewindividuals who know the value of these Indian 
lands, who know of the minerals, the oil, and the gas ·that they 
contain, and who want to get it all as easily as possible, and the 
easiest way is by the passage of this bill. . 

This bill, Mr. Speaker, in a word, is an outrage on these In· 
diana-these wards of the nation. This bill has been condemned 
by the Historical Society of New York and by every friend of the 
Indian in the State. If we did our duty here, we should guard 
their interests and protect their rights instead of legislating them 
away. Pass this bill and we will pauperize them and rob them 
of their heritage-a crime against them and their posterity, 
These Indians to-day are self-supporting, happy, self-reliant, pro:s
perous, and contented. They arE5 educated; they maintain them
selves; they have good homes, of which they are proud; they 
annoy no one, harm nobody; they have good farms, which they 
cnltivate; they have good schools, and they are .not now and never 

\ 
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have been a burden upon the taxpayers of the State of New York 
D)r the slightest expense to the taxpayers of this country. 

Now, why in the name of honesty, justice, and common sense 
should we take away their lands by allotment, to soon be sold 
to a few individuals? Then the Indians, when the proceeds are 
spent, will sooner or later become a public charge. 

I submit to this House that this·rule to now consider and pass 
this bill in forty nrinutes is unjust and iniquitous, and I hope the 
adoption of the rule will be defeated. 

Why all this .haste? Why single out this bill from hundreds 
and hundreds of others-honest and meritorious bills-for hasty 
consideration? There must be some good reason for it. Will some 
Member tell us? No. Who will be benefited by it? That is the 
question. The land and the oil and the gas speculators? Yes; 
they will reap a golden harvest. The Ogden Land Company? 
Yes; it will ultimately get its $200,000 less the amounts it has as
signed to the lobbyists who for years have been behind this legis
lation. These are some of the reasons. Should they appeal to us? 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
- Mr: SULZER. Yes, for a question. 
" Mr. FINLEY. '.Have not the rights of this land company been 
adjudicated in the courts, and has not the decision been against 
them-and in favor of the Indians? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes, that is the fact; such a finding by the 
courts in favor of the Indians has been rendered time and again. 
The Ogden Land Company has not now, and never did have, any 
standing in court. 

Now, this bill seeks to give that Ogden Land Company a legal 
status in the courts and compel the Attorney-General to take up 
its case and prosecute it. Who ever heard of such a proceeding? 
This bill is unjust and indefensible; it has absolutely no merit· it 
is hoary with age; it is looked upon by people who have investi
gated it and know something about it as a contemptible steal 
through and through. I hope the resolution will not be adopted. 
It ought not to be, if we do our duty and keep our contract, our 
treaty obligations, with the Indians, the wards of the Republic. 
(Applause.] _ 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the argument made by the 

gentleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER] who has just taken his 
seat, seems to me as strong an argUDlen.t as can be presented why 
the bill ought to be taken up and "dispo ed of. After a long de
bate in this House. in which that gentleman participated, and 
also the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] now on his 
feet--

Mr. FITZGERALD. "I hope that I may be allowed a little time 
upon the adoption of this rule. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the gentleman will take the time 
on the bill itself. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call attention to the gross in
justice which will be done by the adoption of the rule; and I 
should like to have five minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not willing to yield further. The 
-House has had this question before it heretofore, has spent consider
able time upon it, and -voted by almost a two-thirds majority in 
favor of its ~assage. The argument made by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. SULZER] is conclusive as shoWing the necessity 
that something be done in this matter; and the opportune time to 
do it is when the bill is pending before the E:ouse. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask the gentleman to yield me five min
utes. I am a member of the committee that considered this bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will yield to the gentleman five minutes, 
with the understanding that immediately upon the close of that 
time I shall ask the previous question upon the adoption of the 
rule. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I hope that this rule will 
be voted down. The Committee on Rules, apparently in a spirit 
of fairness, brings in a rule to permit this bill to be considered. 
It allows only forty minutes' debate, to be followed by the offer
ing of amendments, without any possibility whatever of a word 
of explanation of those amendments. This is a farce, from a legis
lative standpoint. The bill involves vast property interests. It 
should be fairly considered in the House. There are many per
"Sons who believe it should be passed; but after an examination 
and investigation for more than three years of many of the mat
ters connected with it I am convinced that certain amendments 
should be adopted in order to perfect the bill. · 

Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, sir. 
Mr. VREELAND. I ask the gentleman from New York to in

dicate any amendments he would like to offer to the bill. There 
may be no objection to them. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If I can have the opp01·tunity to offer 
and explain amendments which seem to me essential, I shall be 

gl~~. Speaker, if the committee, in addition to allowing twenty 

minutes' debate on each side, had permitted the bill to be even 
read for the purpose of offering amendments, with discussion un
der the five-minute rule, there would be some fairness in the pro
ceeding. Few Members of this House outside of the members of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs know anything about this bill. 
Members in general have .no knowledge of what it contains; they 
have no knowledge of the matters which it affects; yet it is pro
posed to adopt this rule, which prevents the bill from being read 
for the offering in good faith of am~ndments. 

When this House faces a condition like that, I sincerely hope 
that in the interest of fairness and justice it will vote down this 
proposed rule. 

Mr. GAINES-of Tennessee. Will the gentleman explain what 
reason there is for this proposed division of these lands? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not "hankering" for a division of 
these lands at all, but a great many persons believe it should be 
done. If it is to be done, I hope that amendments, which I have 
prepared after some time spent in the examination of the bill, 
may be presented· and explained to the House. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Are not these Indians getting along 
all right now on these lands? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. A great many persons think so. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 

New York [Mr. VREELAND]. 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, no Indian bill that has ever 

come before this House, with the exception of the original Dawes 
bill, has received longer or more careful consideration from all 
those who are interested in the welfare of the Indians than this 
bill before us. The opposition to the bill comes from New York 
City-400 miles awEry from the reservations. 

It comes, among others, from my colleague from New York [Mr. 
SULZER], who, I venture to say, never was on one of these reser
vations except to ride over it on the railroad; who neve1· saw an 
Indian except those who have filled him up with misinformation 
which he has poured out upon this House; who knows absolutely 
nothing about Indians, unless it be the wooden Indians that they 
have down o:a the Bowery [laughter]; whose statements in regard 
to this bill and in regard to the author of it are absolutely untrue. 

I stand behind every line of this bill. I hold myself personally 
responsible for every line in it. I have lived for thirty years near 
these reservations, and I know all about the conditions that pre
vail there. Every line in that bill I stand for and vouch for of my 
own personal knowledge. The statement that it is an attempt to 
steal lands from the Indians I pronounce to be absolutely untrue. 
Not an acre of land is taken from these Indians under this bill. 
No Indians in the United States have been more generously 
and fairly treated than these Indians. The insinuation that the 
Standard Oil Company is interested in this bill in anyway, shape, 
or manner is a fact that my friend from New York must have 
pulled down out of the air. It exists nowhere else. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
:Mr. GILBERT. I want to knowwhat provision there is in this 

bill for the disposition of the money? Is it to be paid directly to 
the Indians, r invested, or how? 

Mr1 VREELAND. It is to be divided among the Indians. 
Mr. GILBERT. Individually? 
Mr. VREELAND. Individually; yes. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend yield a moment? 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr . . GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from New York 

says that the.Standard Oil .Company is trying to get this land. 
Mr. VREELAND. I heard him. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. On page 7 of the bill I find a line 

about oil. 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee (reading): 
That nothing in this act contained shall in any manner affect the payment 

of royalties or rents under any oil lease of lands upon either of said reserva
tions, but such royalties shall continue to be paid the same as heretofore. 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who owns these oil leases? 
Mr. VREELAND. I would say that the Standard Oil Com

pany-that is, the South Penn Oit Company-has a lease on the 
oil lands. The money derived from those lea.ses belongs to the 
Seneca Nation. This bill provides that that land shall not be 
allotted, because it js evident that it could not be, but that the 
income from it shall continue to be paid to the United States In
dian agent for distribution among all the Indians. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How did this oil company get 
these oil lands a way from the Indians? 

Mr. VRE.ELAND. They were leased in the regular way and the 
leases ratified by act of Congress, the same as leases are made 
anywhere. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who wants this allotment made? 
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Mr. VREELAND. Let me state another fact to the gentle

man, if he is interested in oil matters . . 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I only want to take care of the In

dians, that is all. 
Mr. VREELAND. This bill not only does not make-it easy to 

lease their lands for oil purposes, but it makes it impossible for 
the Indians to lease them for oil purposes. 

Only a few days ago a bill passed this Honse by unanimous 
consent, and the gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER] with
drew his objection to it. That bill provided that a whole great 
tract or territory there should be leased for oil and gas purposes. 
Under this bill, when these lands are allotted in severalty among 
the Indians, they are forbidden to alienate them for twenty-five 
years, and such a bill as that could not pass. . 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What right has Congress to allow 
the President to appoint commissi0ners to go . up there and take 
charge of this land under what you may term a species of emi-
nent domain? · 

Mr. VREELAND. The United States _has full charge of it as 
the guardian of the Indians. and has been so recognized by the 
courts since the time of Chief Justice Marshall. 
· Now, Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the Honse of Representa

tives last winter--
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask the previous question. 

· Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. SULZER. I hope the gentleman will not insist on the pre

vious question. I want to say just a word or two more in answer 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND]. 
· Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time does the gentleman want? 

Mr. SULZER. Three minutes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Could not the gentleman compromise on 

two? [Laughter.] I yield to the gentleman two minutes. 
The SPEAKER. . The gentleman has two minutes. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, in that two minutes I ask the 

Clerk to read a letter to me from the editor of Puck, Mr. Joseph 
Keppler, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Hon. WM. SULZER, 
Washington, D. C. 

NEW YORK, April 19,1904. 

MY DEAR MR. SULZER: Your kind favor of April15 is just received. Be 
assured of my keen appreciation and thanks. 

The Vreeland bill is certainly a very bad one fl'om the viewpoint of the 
Indian. Its provisions benefit the white land and oil speculators only. These 
plotters have all to gain and the Indians everything to lose. 

The Indians' consent to allotment ·can not be obtained without .fraud or 
forgery. They are practically unanimously opposed to this bill. Their daily 
prayer is to be spared its-to them-:-:-terrible enactment. 

· Your assurance, therefore, to strenuously oppose this bill and all future 
legislation detrimental to the welfare of the Indians of New York State is 
most welcome and gratifYing to me, who have always considered you a 
stanch friend of our cause~ I now know that I ma.y rely upon you. 

It may please you to learn that your loyalty and fearlessness in behalf of 
om Indian people have caused you to be referred to among themselves as 
"our friend who wields the tomahawk in Congress." 

[Laughter and applause.] 
With all good wishes, and trusting that I may have the opportunity of as

suring you of my appreciation at some future time, believe me, 
Very truly, yoms, 

JOS. KEPPLER. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
Mr. VREELAND. May I ask the Clerk what the signature 

was? · 
, The SPEAKER. Without objection, the signature will be an
nounced. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Jeseph Keppler. 

Mr. VREELAND. Who is he? 
. Mr~ SULZER. Mr. Keppler is the editor of Puck. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [J.\.fr. SIBLEY]. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I will not use the five minutes. 
"The Tomahawk of Congress" has stated that there is no Mem
ber on the floor outside of the committee who knows anything 
about this bill. I believe I am not to be included in that. I do 
not know much about the bill, but I was born within a few miles 
of that reservation, and I live very near to it. It is a contiguous 
tract alongside my Congressional district. I have been over every 
inch of the ground on foot, on horseback, and by all means of 
transportation, including floating down the river. I believe that 
this Congress can do no wiser act for the benefit of the people 

- .living· on that reservation, to better their condition, than to make 
an allotment of these lands. Under the provisions of their tribal 
.relations, no matter how well a man cultivates his tract, the coun
cil may take his little farm away from him for his newly acquired 
son-in-law. 

XXXVIII-326 

Mr. FITZGERALD. - The gentleman is entirely mistaken in 
that statement. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I think the chief and the tribal council can so 
determine. There are very few men, I believe, who are opposed 
to the bill. I believe my friend who has just risen and other 
Members on your side believe that this bill ought to pass, although 
you believe it ought to be amended; but of that I have nothing 
whatever to say. But I do speak of the justice of this bill. I be
lieve as sincerely as I have ever made a statement looking into the 
eyes of my colleagues that there is not one vicious thing about 
this bill, and I believe also that my friend bas offered it with the 
sole purpose of benefiting these people among whom he lives. If 
for the purpose of betterment it were to be amended, I should not 
object. 

I believe that my friend from New York, who has been desig
nated "The Tomahawk of Congress," makes a mistake, and he is 
wrong when he imputes to other gentlemen any motives other 
than those which ought to actuate any high-minded Member of 
this Honse who has takerl an oath to respect the laws and Consti
tution of this country, and I hope he will with~aw his reference 
in thisthatthe gentleman fromNewYork hasactedor attempted 
to act in any way except for the benefit of those among whom he 
resides and for the benefit of those men who are entitled to some 
property rights on the reservation. 

Mr. GILBERT. What do the Indians wa.nt done about it? 
Mr. SIBLEY. I believe I am not qualified to state what the 

Indians want. 
Mr. LITTLE. The bill requires their consent. 
Mr. SIBLEY. The bill requires their consent, as my friend the 

gentleman from Arkansas states. I think the gentleman from 
Arkansas has been on that committee a number of years, and I 
believe that he recognizes that the time has come-I think I betray 
no confidence when I say he has come to the belief that the time 
has come-when this allotment shall be- made. I agree with you 
all that it should be made properly; but-I do want to disclaim im
proper motives upon the part of the gentlemen who are support
ing this measm·e. [Applause.] 

Mr. VREELAND. I ask for three minutes. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 

from New York. · 
Mr. VREELAND. I stated to the House a few moments ago 

that no better considered bill had been brought ·to the considera
tion of the House during this session than this one. My colleague 
from New York [Mr. SULZER], who is undoubtedly full of kind
ness to the Indians, but lacks information about them, was en
tirely correct when he stated that this is an old matter-that this 
is an old steal, I think was the way he referred to it-that this is 
not the first attempt to bring this matter before Congress. It 
was once recommended by Secretary of the Interior Mr. Hoke 
Smith and also by Judge Browning, who was the Commissioner 
of Indian Affairs under President Cleveland. In that report 
Judge Browning, who was one of the ablest Indian Commission
ers, I think, we have ever had, mak.es unqualifiedly and without 
reservation a strong appeal in favor of passing the same legisla
tion which I am offering here to-day. 

I have not time to read his repor~. On page 22 of that report 
you will find that Judge Browning takes exactly the same ground 
that I take in this bill. · 

The only previous bill that has been intt·oduced here, so far as 
I know, was in 1897, which was in response to a report of Judge 
Browning, the Indian Commissioner at that time. It was intro
duced in the Senate by Senator David B. Hill, of New York. 

That bill called for an appropriation to pay off a land company 
which claimed to have title to these Indian lands. That bill, 
which was introduced by Senator Hill, of New York, whose name, 
I have no doubt, is familiar to my colleague from New Y ark 
[laughter], was introduced here and passed through the Senate 
of the United States. So far as I know the only previous legis
lation to which my colleague can refer is the bill introduced by 
Senator Hill and passed in the Senate in 1897. 

The same bill as we are now considering, with some changes, 
was introduced by myself in the last Congress. It was fully con
sidered for many weeks, with many hearings before the Committee 
on Indian Affairs; it was reported favorably from that commit
tee; it was discussed in this House and passed under a suspen
sion of the rules. The board of Indian commissioners in this 
city, appointed by the President, has passed resolutions, which I 
have here, in favor of this bill for two successi~e years. The 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, on page 196 of his last report, 
favors the passage of this legislation. 
~he 9onference of Friends· of the Indians at Lake Mohonk, 

wh1ch IS known all over the country,hasfor two successive years 
passed resolutions in favor of this particular bill. The Unit~d 
States Indian attorney, the missionaries among the Indians, thl 
Indian Rights Association, Mr. Philip ' Garrett, of Philadelphia, 
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who represents the interest of the Friends-all of these various Speaker, are perhaps more civilized than any other tribe of b.
bodies have time and time again considered this legislation in dians in this United States. 
aetail and recommended its passage. F"or_nearly a century they have lived there, in the State of New 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. York, surrounded by civilization, occupying in their reservations, 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on the pre- following-the Allegheny River, about half a mile on each side of 

vious question. that river a strip nearly 40 miles long, stretching through an old 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the and rich and thickly settled part of the State of New York. Now, 

·ayes seemed to have it. it has been impossible to prevent white people from intel'fering 
Mr. SULZER. Division Mr. Speaker. with and from mixing in business relations with these Indians. 
The House accordingly divided; and there were-ayes 139, The railroads had to be built over these reservations in order to 

noeG 81. get by the hills and through the valleys on their way to the great 
Mr. SULZER. Yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. West. 
The SPEAKER. Twenty gentlemen have a1isen-not a suf- Therefore, in1876, aftertheErieRailroadhad been built through 

ficient number; and the yeas and nays are refused, and the reso- western New York, on.its wayto Chicago, the railroad men were 
lution is agreed to. The reBolution provides for forty minutes' obliged to settle along the line of raiiroads and obliged to settle 
deb!l.te-twenty minutes to be controlled by those in favor of the on these reservations. There was no way to get around them. 
bill and twenty minutes by those opposed to it, members of the In that way these communities of white people that are now con-
Committee on Indian Affairs- having preference. tained in villages first settled on the Indian lands. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to It was done with the consent of the IndiallB. These Indians are 
control the time on this s:de in favor of the bill. as intelligent, in my judgment-many of them-as the farmers 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- throughout western New York. They are men who know how 
mous consent that he may control the twenty minutes~ time of to do business. They are men who know how to protect them
those in favor of the bill. Without objection, it is so oTdered; and selves in their business intercourse with white men. These In
the gentleman from New York on the Committee on Indian Af- dians voluntarily made leases with the white people and permit
fairs [Mr. FITZGERALD] will control the other twenty minutes. ted them to settle upon the reservations in the so-called '• villages.'' 
[After a pause-.] The Chair hears no objection. In 1876 these villages had become so large that Congress rati-

1\Ir. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, it has been the policy of this fied the leaseB and author·ized the Indians to make further leases 
Government for more than twenty years to allot lands among with the white people. 
the Indians and. eventually to make citizens of them. This policy So then to-day we find that there are about 8,00(} people, who 
has been pursued for years throughout the West with the Indians are constituents of mine, who are residing upon these reserva
who were only semicivilized and with many who were not civil- tions, upon lands which they have leased from the Indians under 
ized at all. Ever since the passage of the Dawes bill, introduced leases which have been ratified by act of Congl'ess. These leases 
by Senator Dawes nearly twenty years ago, that has been the es- are perpetual, having been so decided by the supreme court of the " 
tabfuhed policy of this Government. State of. New York, and are renewable once every ninety-nine 

We have had, Mr. Speaker, several different stages of treatment years for the pm-pose of readjustment of rent. 
of the Indians of the United States-. We have had the first stage, Now, Mr. Speaker, outside of these villages, which the Indians 
where the policy of the Government seemed to be to consider that have parted with in perpetuity by their own actionf not an acre 
the only good Indian was a dead Indian. That, Mr. Speaker, has of land is taken away from them, except that which they havo 
long since passed by. Then we had the second stage, where it voluntarily parted with. Not only that. but all of the provisions 
was considered to be for the benefit of the Indians to herd them of the Dawes Act have been put around this bill to protect the in
up0n reservations and keep them by themselves and maintain terests of the Indians. Before introducing the bill in Congress I 
their tribaJ relations and keep white men away from among them submitted it to the board of Indian commissioners, to the Indian 
and maintain them as tribesoflndians. I say, Mr. Speaker, that Rights Association, to the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, and 
that stage has also passed away. I asked them ta suggest any provisiollB w~ch should be added to 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a care for the rights of Indians under thiB bill. 
question? Many_ amendments were made, and I say here. Mr. Speaker, 

Mr. VREELAND. Certainly, that thiB bill is a perfected bill, made jointly with all of thesesoci-
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I willaskthegentlemanif we have eties that make it their business to-look after and protect the in

not passed several bills this session of Congress. coming from the terests of the Indians. 
Committee on Indian J.. :iairsj providing for breaking up res-erva- Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman what iB 
tiona and allotting lanes among the Indians? the necessity for the bill at all? 

Mr. VREELAND. I understand-that that is trne. Mr. VREELAND. ! .will say to my fliend the gentleman from 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. And I will ask if it is not also a Kentucky [Mr. GILBERT"] that all of these societies that are urg-

fact that we have spent more time upon thiB bill than any other ing the passage of this bill are doing it entirely on account of the 
bill before the Committee on Indian Affairs. Indians. I will say to him that here are 2, 700 people who are 

Mr. VREELAND. I think, Mr. Speaker, I ma-y say in reply to civilized people, people who take newspapers, who cultivate their 
the question of my .friend from Texas, who is also on the Com- lands, who have their own parties among themselves and conduct 
mittee on Indian Affairs, that it iB true that in thiB session more their electwns, who have a tribal government, who are as int.el
time has been spent in hearings and considPration upon thi& bill ligent as nine out of ten of the immigrants who land on our shores 
than any other one bill or two bills. before that committee. to become American citizens. 

Not only that, but in the last House, at the session a_ year ago Here are 2,700 of these Indians settled down in one of the old 
last winter, many weeks were spent by the members of the Indian States of this Union, outside of the law, without any law to "' 
Committee of the House in hearings and in conside1ing every de- govern their own property relations, without any property rights 
tail of this legislation. I want to say that I am interested in this which go to the individual, but all of them possessed only of 
legislation for two reasons, and I am perfectly frank to stat.e to tribal rights. All of their domestic relations are outside of the 
the HoUBe what those reasollB are: In the first place, every Com- law. There is no law of the State of New York that can reach 
missioner of In~an Affairs for the last ten years ha3 been urging one of these Indians. If the husband of a woman deserts his 
upon Congress to pass legislation looking to making citizens of family and goes and lives with some other woman, "they are en-
these Indians and allotting their lands. I tirely-outside of the law. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I would like to ask another que3- I say that it has created a condition of affairs here which has 
tion, if the gentleman will yield. I attracted the attention of all the societies that exist for the bene-

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. fit of Ind ans and has caused these societies to urge here, year 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is the gentleman aware of the after year, the passage of this legislation. Now, I say that I want 

amendments to be offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. to be entiirely frank with this House. I am not sure that that 
FtrzGERALD], who iB a member of the committee? reason alone, while I understand and believe in it and know the 

Mr. VREELAND. I know of some of the amendments to be necessity of this legiBlation on accmmt of these IndiallB, iB what 
offered by the gentleman from New York, and T do not know that has prompted me to spend so many days in urging this legislation. 
I would objec.t to them. Some of the other amendments, in my I am not sure that I would have done it had it not been for the 
judgment, would be fatal to the bill. 8,000 white people who live there and who are asking of me that 

Mr. BREAZEALE. How many IndianB are affected by this I endeavor to settle up these affairs; that I endea-vor to put these 
particular bill? Indians .where, while every right theyhave is to be respected, they 

Mr. VREELAND. About 2 700 Indians, who are living upon will be brought under the laws of the- State; that each one shall 
about 56,000 acres of land; living under tribal relations; living have his own lot of land, protected against alienation for twenty
outside the law of the State of New York; living where their five years, so that these lands in the State of New York shall be 
property and domestic 1·elations are outside of the laws of the State made a pla-ce of peace and prosperity and contentment for their 
of New York and of the United States. These Indians, Mr. Indianowners. 
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Mr. GILBERT. What about theh· mining or mineral rights? 
Mr. VREELAND. I will say to my friend from Kentucky [Mr. 

GILBERT] that about eight years ago oil was found on their res
ervation; that oil has been developed. The Indians leased those 
oil lands in the ordinary way, under a lease ratified by Congress, 
and they are now receiving from that oil property the royalty, 
amounting to a good many thousand dollars a year. 

So far as I know-and I am familiar with the subject-there is 
no other land in that reservation-and I am familiar with the oil 
business-that I would take and put down a well upon if' they 
would give me a lease of the whole of it. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. In allotting the lands to these Indians, is 
any provision made in this bill for segTegating the developed oil 
lands from those which are to be allotted to the Indians? 

Mr. VREELAND. There is provision that the oil lands shall 
be allotted the same as the other; but the money coming from the 
oil lands is to be paid to the United States Indian agent, as is now 
done, for distribution among the Indians. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Then the benefit of the developed oil lands 
will accrue to the entire nation? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes, sir. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas; Will the gentleman from New 

York [Mr. VREELAND] explain to the House how the claim of the 
Ogden Land Company is to be disposed of? There seems to be 
some question about that claim. 

Mr. VREELAND. The reason why these lands were not in
cluded in the original Dawes bill was because there is a question 
in regard to the title to these lands. I wish to read a letter in re
lation to this matter, which I received from ex-Senator Dawes 
shortly before his death. He says: 

No man can be more im:pi·e~ ed than I have been for the last dozen years 
with the deplorable condition of the New York Indians, as well as the incu
bus of these reservations upon the future development of western New York. 
There is no cure that I know of but allotment. They would have been in
cluded in the operation of the severalty act of 1887-

That is the allotment act, known as the "Dawes bill"
but for the trouble about their title. 

There is a company-not a corporation, but the heirs of four or 
five men of Revolutionary times-that claims to hold the pre
emption right to these reservations; that is, that claims to have 
the first and sole right to buy these lands when the Indians shall 
be through with them. 

Not only that, but all of yon gentlemen who are familiar with 
Indian laws know that the right of the Indians to occupy lands 
which are preempted exists as a tribal right; that the United 
States Supreme Court has decided that the Indians must exist as 
a tribe in order to hold their rights to these lands. Therefore, it 
has been nec-essary through all these years that these Indians 
should maintain their existence as a tribe in order to protect their 
title from the company called the " Ogden Land Company." 

I referred a moment ago to the bill which the late Senator 
Hill intToduced in the Senate of the United States in 1897, upon 
the recommendation of Secretary Hoke Smith and Judge Brown
ing, Commissioner of Indian Affairs. That bill provided that the 
claims of the Odgen Land Company should be paid off and that 
$270,000 should be appropriated for that purpose. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What provision does this bill make in 
regard to adverse claims? Does it impair or validate them? 

Mr. VREELAND. This bill provides that the Attorney-General 
of the United States shall bring suit to quiet the title to these 
lands; that he shall endeavor to find out whether the Odgen Land 
Company has any interest at all, and if so, how much; and if that 
company has no interest, then the allotments shall go·on. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. This bill does nQt confer any rights upon 
that company? 

Mr. VREELAND. Not the least; itsimplyproposestofindout 
the existing legal status of that company, whatever it may be. 

Mr. Speaker, the United States has now reached the third and, 
I trust, the last stage in its treatment of its Indian wards; that is, 
to them not as tribes of Indians, but as individuals capable of de
velopment along civilized lines. To develop habits of industry 
among them, to awaken among them the propertv instinct by 
giving to each one his own individual allotment of land, there 
must be among them a survival of the fittest. They must either 
survive as individuals or perish as tribes of Indians. The present 
policy of the GoYernment aims to develop them into useful citi
zens, who shall be absorbed into and become part of the citizen
ship of our country. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. · 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, it is proper to state at the 

outset that while a great many people favor the passage of this 
bill, yet there is one gentleman, at least, who opposes it, whose 
knowledge of the conditions of the Indians affected by the bill is 
as accurate and as great as that of any other person, with the 
exception, perhaps, of the gentleman who introduced the bill. 
Bishop Walker, of Buffalo, an Episcopalian, whose diocese includes 

the reservations affected by this measure, is heartily opposed to 
the bill. 

The bill provides for the allotment of the lands of the Seneca 
Indians in New York State in the Alleg~ny and Cattaraugus res
ervations. It first provides that the consent of a majority of the 
Indians shall be obtained before anything can be done to render 
the legislation effective. Although the United States Supreme 
Court has decided in the Lone Wolf case (1 U.S.,-) that Con
gress has the absolute power to dispose of Indian lands as it deems 
proper without the consent of the Indians affected, yet I deem it 
advisable to make provision for the obtaining of their consent to 
any proposed legislation unless there be peculiar reasons to dis
pense with such consent, so that their interests may be properly 
safeguarded and their just demands respected. 

With the addition of certain amendment:; that I shall ask the 
House to adopt, the bill is less objectionable than any that has 
ever been ·m·ged for the allotment of the lands of these Indians. I 
am inclined to believe from investigations made as a member of 
the Committee on Indian Affairs that a condition exists on the 
reservations that should in some way be changed. Many who 
have given closeattention tothematter-=-personswhoareentirely 
disinterested-insist that legislation along the lines suggested in 
the pending bill is imperative. 

Could I have my way, Mr. Speaker, I would not at this time 
provide for the allotment of the lands of these Indians. Since 
the bill is before the House, however, I shall endeavor to have 
adopted some amendments that in my opinion will somewhat im
prove it. The following provision is found on page 5 of the bill: 

Provided further, That at any time after the expiration of six years after 
such allotments have been made the Secretary of the Interior, upon presen
tation of a certificate signed and acknowledged by the county judge, the sur
rogate, and the clerk of the county in which any such allottee may reside, 
stating that such allottoo in their knowledge and opinion is temperate, indus
trious, competent to mana~e his affairs, and qualified for citizenship, may 
cause such patent in fee simple to issue at once to such allottee under such 
regulations as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

I shall ask the House to adopt an amendment striking out the 
following language: 

Upon presentation of a certificate signed and acknowledged by the county 
judge, the surrogate, and the clerk of the county in which any Ruch allottee 
may reside, statmg that such allottee, in their knowledge and opinion, is 
temperate. industrious, competent to manage his affairs, and qualified for 
citizenship-

and inserting after the word "cause," in line 23, the words" in 
his discretion." 

The effect of this amendment will be to give the Secretary of 
the Interior authority to issue a patent in fee to any allottee after 
six years if he deems it proper so to do. I shall ask to have the 
provision for a certificate from the county judge, clerk, and sur
rogate eliminated, for a reason very obvious to those who are 
familiar with the conditions about Indian reservations 

Before I call attention to that phase of the matter, however, I 
desire to point out that in no legislation allotting Indian lands, 
where, for any cause, the power to alienate the allotment has 
been permitted within twenty-five years from the date of the 
allotment, have the local authorities been clothed with powe1~ to 
pass upon the qualifications of the allottees for citizenship, so that 
a patent in fee to their lands might be obtained. 

The reason is quite obvious, Mr. Speaker. In this case, for in
stance, the lands to be allotted are rich in gas, in oil, and in min
erals. So long as the powar of alienation is suspended the Indian 
is in no danger of having his land taken improperly. In the com
munities wherein the lands affected by this bill are located the 
interests of the white people are considered much superior to 
those of the Indians. It is the same in all communities under 
similar circumstances. 

The officials named in the bill to furnish the certificate required 
would be so strongly predisposed in favor of the whites and the 
desire to have the Indian land given to him with such a tit!e as to 
make it part of the taxable property of the county would be so 
strong that the entire matter might better be left to the Secretary 
of the Interior, so that a thorough investigation by an Indian 
Office inspector may be assured for every application made for a 
patent in fee by an allottee. 

It can readily be seen that if an allottee be permitted to come 
to the Department with such a certificate as is required by this 
provision of the bill that there shall be less disposition on the 
part of the Department to make the thorough and inde;>endent 
investigation that each case should have. 

Another amendment that it is my purpose to offer will place 
in the bill a provision contained in the bill as it passed Congress 
on a previous occasion. It is provided that none of the land in 
the villages of Salamanca, West Salamanca. Red House, Vandalia, 
Carrollton, and Great Valley shall be allotted; but the lessees 
shall be permitted to obtain a patent to the leased lands by pay
ing a sum of money which, if invested at 4 per cent, would yi.,..ld 
the annual rental of the leased land. 
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:M:r. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an 
interruption? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
:Mr. VREELAND. I did not understand the gentleman ex

actly. Did he say that h:i wished to offer an amendment ·in re
gard to the terms under which an individual after six years could 
become a citizen? 

Mr. 'FITZGERALD. I have already stated that. 
Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman bekindenongh to state 

it again? 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD. ·I will move to strike ont on page 5 all 

contained in lines 18 to 23, commencing with the words "upon 
presentation " and down to the word " citizenship," and after the 
word' ' cause," in line 23,1 shall move to insert the words" in 
hls discretion," so that the Secretary of the Interior in his discre
tion may have that power. 

On page 7, in line 2, after the word "Provided,'' I shall offer an 
amendment which will restore to the bill a provision which was 
in it when it passed the last Congress. As I have already stated, 
the lessees in these villages. who pay in rent for lots from six to 
ten dollru.·s a year, may obtain patents to those lots upon paying a 
sum of money which, if ·invested at 4 pe1· ce:nt, will yield the annual 
rental they now pay. 

In th~ former bill itwas a1so provided ihatin case$200,000was 
·paid to the so-called " Ogden Land Company " to extinguish the 
interest or lien or claim which it is said they have to these reser
vations. thelesseesshouldpayinaddition asnm wbich wonld be so 
proportionate to the sum paid to the Ogden Land Company as 
.the area of the land that they have under lease would bear to all 
of the land covered by the claim of the Ogden Land Company. 

It was estimated by the gentleman from ew York that if 
$200,000 were paid to extinguish this so-called claim, the lessees 
in the--villages would be compelled to pay at least$20,000 in addi
tion to the other sums. 

I know of no reason for omitting this provision D;.om this bill. 
lf the lands are to be allotted; if by any possibility the so-called 
''Ogden Land Company'' has any interest in these lands for which 
compensation must be made; if the lessees in the villages are to 
obtain patents in fee to the lands occupied by them, they should 
J>ay their proportionate share of the amount required, if any, to 
acquire the interest of the Ogden Land Company. 

There is one other amendment which I shall offer to the bill. 
The right or claim ofihe so-called" Ogden Land Company" ha-s 
been the subject of controvers_y for many years. -some contend 
that the persons 'known a.s the "Ogden Land Company" have the 
fee of these reservations, subject to the tribal 'right of occupancy 
of the Indians; many others insist that the so-called " company " 
has the right of preemption or, as it is described, the fu·st right to 
pnrchase from the Indians if thetribal relation is to be destroyed. 

If ther-e be any "right whatever possessed by this so-called 
"company" in these lands, I am qn.ite satisfied, after an ex
haustive examination of the authorities, that it is merely a right 
to negotiat e with the Indians for the lands before they are other
wise disposed of. With a former Member of this House, who 
gave the subject much consideration, a man eminent on the bench, 
a Republican, and of great legal acumen, the late Charles H. 
Daniels, I believe that the Ogden Land Company's claim is a 
myth, for it has been repeatedly defeated in the courts of the 
State of New York, with the exception of the case of Chrystie 
against The Seneca Nation (126 N.Y.) 

In that case it appears that to lands apart from those contained 
in the reservations affected by this bill the company had negoti
ated with the Indians, had agreed upon terms, had fully complied 
with the conditions of -the agreement, and under the circum
stances were held to have a good title. That is not the condition 
of the lands in this bill. 

The bill in its present shape provides that the right or claim of 
the so-called" Ogden Land Company '' shall be determined in the 
courts in an action or proceeding brought or participated in by 
the Attorney-General of iibe United States. Then if it be fotmd 
that the Ogden Land Company has some interest that has some 
value this bill provides that the Secretary of the Interior shall 
ascertain the value of the interet and negotiate for its purchase 
in the name of the United States and in trust for the Indians. 

If unable to agree with the so-called "Ogden Land Company " 
within four months, then provision is made to condemn the inter
est or right that may be found to exist. I sball offer an amend
ment that will take from the SecTetary of the Interior the power 
to negotiate for the purchase of any right that may be found to 
exist, and leave the bill in such a way that the right or interest, if 
any, shall be obtained by condemnation. I shall do this because 
of the very great difference of opinion that exists regar ding the 
value of the supposed rights of this company. 

In the language that I shall ask to have stricken ont, too, there 
is , in my opinion, words which may give a right never urged by 
the representatives of this so-ealled "company." The bill directs 

that if it be adjuaged that the·company have "a valid interest to 
or vested interest in, said lands, or entitled to recover damage~ 
as ·for a breacl~. of contract for the purchase of such 1ands," the 
interest sball be acquired. 

ShoUld it be determined that this company bas a right to nego
tiate for the purchase of these lands., before it could be entit1ed 
to recover damages it wonld ·be obliged to show·that it was in a 
position-ab1e to purchase-to acquire the land. The language 
just. read would make such proof unnecessary. It should be 
·stricken out. 

Mr. VREELAND. I wonld ask my co1leagne from New York 
if this bill does not provide that the Ogden Land Company must 
prove their claim in court, whether they have any title, and, if 
so, how much? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It provides that they may recover dam
ages for a breach of contract of purchase, and that is reading into 
.their claim something that they have never made. 

Mr. VREELAND. Has the gent1eman prei-Jared an amend· 
ment -to cover that? If so, I wHl not object to it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I want to strike ont the provision which 
permits the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate for the purchasa 
of any interest it may be determined the COIIlJ>any has. If_h~ is 
to do that, there should be some limitation upon -the amount he 
·shall -pay; or, better, leave it to be acquired by condemnation 
proceedings. 

Mr. -VREELAND. I do not want to interrupt my friend unless 
with his permission. I would ask .him if the Secretary of the In
-terior can do anything more-than negotiate under this bill, pro
viding the Ogden folks can establish the claim, without coming 
back to Congress to obtain money whereby to carry it out? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know, I will say to the gen
tleman. Although 1 hav:e read this bill carefully, .1 do not 
know. 

Mr. LACEY. I wonld like to ask my colleague on the commit
tee if he thinks it .is possible that the rights of the Ogden Land 
Company could be reached by condemnation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not think so. 
Mr. LACEY. How could they take private property for -pri-

vate use? • 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I do notihinkwe could m9.ke it a pnblic . 

use-merely by declaring in -the bill that it is a public use. 
Mr. LACEY. I would also like to ask the gentleman if there 

·is not a suit ·pending in the supreme court of New York in which 
this same question is involved, and in which they directed the 
attorney-general to investigate? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is, and that meets with my ap
prova1. I ask, Mr. Speaker, if it be necessazy that amendment 
be offerea during the Uiscussion? 

The SPEAKER pro -tempore (:Mr. OLMSTED). They can be 
offered when the discussion is closed. 

Mr. FITZGERA.Iro. How much time have I left, Mr. Speaker? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 'I he gentleman has eleven min

utes remaining. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I yield:ten ·minntes to my colleague [Mr. 

SULZER], who ·is opJ>osed to the bill in its entirety. 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, as I said before, the realpnrpose 

of this bill is to take away the Indians' land, and incidentally to 
revive and give a legal status to what is known as the ' Ogden 
land -grant claim.'' I speak from personal knowledge, having been 
more or less familiar with this subject for the last fifteen years, 
both as a member of the New York legislature and as a Member 
of Congress, and I stand here to-day and declare that if this bill 
becomes law in lass than twenty years the white peonle will have 
the Indians' lands, the Indians will not have a dollar of the money 
left, and then they will be a public charge on the taxpayers of 
the State of New York or on the citizens of the United States. 

The Gove1-nment of the United States more than a hundred 
years ago gave these lands to the Indians under a solemn treaty, 
by which it was .agreed that the Government under no circum
stances nor at any time would ever take these lands away from 
the Indians. That is a contract. We shonld not break it now. 
The Government never wonld attempt to take these lands away 
from the Inaians, and the few people in the western part of the 
State of New York, represented by the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. VREELAND], would not now want -to take these lands away 
from the Indians if it were not for the fact -that recently it has 
been discovered that these lands contain valuable deposits of oil 
and natural gas. This is the chief reason this iniquitous bill is 
now to be jammed through this House by a special and per
emptory rule. 

Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? 

Mr. SULZER. I have not time now for I want to read what 
a distinguished Republican, a former Member of this House, a 
gentleman who occupied for many years a very conspicuous po
sition on the other side of this Chamber, a manwhoiswell kncwn 
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in the State of New York, who has given this subject a great deal 
of careful study and who knows whereof he speaks-I say I want 
to read what the Ron. John Van VoOI'his, formerly a Member of 
this House, from the city of Rochester, says in regard to this bill. 
He says in a recent address: 

Mr. VREELAND eays he represents 100,()1() people in his district. That 
means white people, of com· e. It doesn't mean a single Indian, because an 
Indian has no vote and no representation. As a. matter of fact, the Indians 
are again...<>t Mr. VREELAND' bill. They <llilike its terms and its fe:ttm·es. 
And if the Indians don't want it, what have the rest of us to say? By a treaty 
made with the Indians at Canandaigua in li91 this Government haS guaran
teed to them the absolute owner,hip and control of those lands in question. 

Why, then, should white people poke their noses into this affair under the 
pretense of bettering the Ind1an's condition? Because the white peopleha.-e 
an interest of their own in this matter. They are trying to get these lands 

· away from the Indians. There has ne.-er yet been a Representati>.e from 
that district who wasn't inimical to their interests. in fa.ct, if he wanted to 
be elected to Congress. I look upon this bill of Mr VREELAXD'S, therefore, 
as An entering wedge in an effort that is about to be made to drive those In
dians off their lands. 

·white speculators want to get at the valu.'l.ble oil privileges that are on 
thor.:e reservation lands, as they have in the past secured most of them for 
nothing. I would like at this moment to put Mr. VREELALffi on the witness 
stand under oa.th, and ask him if it is not a fact that he himself has got rich 
off the every Indians, and if one corporation formed to exploit these lands 
was not formed by himself. 

I state the e things only to show the animus which brought forth this bill. 
There i:; always some measure of this kind before Congre ~. and the In<iians 
are continually baing compelled to go to Washington to fight these things, 
until it appears almost that the Government, instead of being the guardian 
of the Indians, is in reality their oppressor. 

Mr. Speaker, that is from a Republican-from a recent speech 
of John Van Voorhis, a former Member of this House. He knows, 
no doubt, whereof he speaks. But let me read what Charles T. 
Andrews says in theN ew York Sun in regard to this bill. I have 
only time to read the concluding paragraph. Mr. And.I·ews is the 
New York State inspector of Indian schools. He says: 

But let not Congress, deceived by sophistry or overpersuaded by impor
tunities, dishonor itself, disgrace the nation, and make its last transaction 
with the Iroquois Indians infamous by robbing the helpless remnants of that 
once powerful tribe of $200,(0) for the benefit of the most unscrupulous land 
speculator , who for two-thirds of a century have robbed, cheated, and de
bauched the Indians of the great Six Nations. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 
I wish I could read all of this masterly article, but I have not 

the time. Now, you listened a few moments ago to a letter writ
ten to me by Mr. Joseph Keppler, the editor and proprietor of 
Puck. Mr. Keppler is a patriotic and disinterested citizen; he is 
a public-spirited man who has taken a great deal of interest in 
these Indians; he has looked into this matter and he knows the 
evil this bill will accomplish if it becomes a law. He raises his 
voice to-day as a citizen of this country in protest to this bill, and 
says: 

The Vreeland bill is certainly a very bad one. * * * Its provisions bene
fit the oil and iand speculators only. These plotters have all to gain and the 
Indians everything to lose. The Indians' consent to allotment can not be ob
tained without fraud or forgery. They are practically unanimously opposed 
to the bill. Their daily prayer is to be spared from its enactment. 

Let me now read, Mr. Speaker, a brief extract from a letter to 
me from W. H. Samson, the president of the Rochester Historical 
Society, a very distinguished gentleman of New York, who re
sides in Rochester. He says: 

The purpose of the Vreeland bill, in my opinion, is to get the Indians' land 
and not to Christianize the Indians, not to civilize them, and one of the sad
dest and most discouraging things about the whole business is that Mr. 
VREELAND has deluded a whole lot of good people into the idea that its pur
pose is strictly philanthropical. 

Mr. Speaker, I quote from these statements and letters to show 
how utterly iniquitous and indefensible this legislation really is. 
This bill should be defeated. It has been in Congress in one shape 
or another for years, but the purpose is always the same-to get the 
lands of the Indians and out of the proceeds of their ultimate 
sale pay the Ogden land-grant claim. 

When De Witt Clinton was governor he told the Indians that 
"all the right which the Ogden Company has to your reservations 
is the right of purchase when you deem it expedient to sell them." 
In 184.0 the committee of the general council of l\Iassachusetts 
said, in regard to the claim that under the agreement with New 
York, "Massachusetts held the sole and exclusive right to pur
chase the lands whenever the Indians should voluntarily dispose 
of them. .,.. ·:<- * The sole and exclusive right to plrrchase the 
lands of the Indians gave no other title or interest in the land 
whatever. * if ·& Such interest or title could be assigned only 
by a sale or conveyance thereof by the Indians.'' 

The Constitution of the United States provides that" all treaties 
shall be the supreme law of the land." On November 11.1794, a 
treaty was negotiated at Canandaigua between the United States 
and the Six Nations of Indians. It was ratified by the Senate of 
the United States on January 21, 1795. The council with the In
dians was solicited by the United States, and the purpose thereof, 
as stated in the treaty itself, was to remove from the minds of the 
Indians" all cause of complaint and establishing a firm and per-

manent friendship with them." The tl:eaty descri ed in detail 
the boundaries of the Seneca Indian lands, and. then said: 

Now, the United States acknowledge all the land within the aforemen
tioned boundaries to be the property of the Seneca Nation, and the United 
States will never claim the same nor distm.-b the Seneca Nation nor any of 
the Six Nations or their Indian friends residing thereon and united with them 
in the free uRe and enjoyment thereof, but it shall remain theirs until they 
choose to sell the snne to the people of the United States, who have the right 
to purchase. 

This treaty is a part of "the supreme law of the land," is as 
binding as any treaty with a foreign power, and it gives to the 
Seneca Indians a much stronger title to their lands than that of 
aboriginal occupancy. This point was emphasized by the Su
preme Court of the United States in 1866. when it declared that 
the right of these particular Indians do not depend upon statutes, 
"but upon the treaties," and •· it is to these treaties that we must 
look to ascertain the value of these rights and the extent of them.'' 
(5 Wall., 768.) 

And so the matt-er stands. The Indians of western New York 
own their lands. and the United States has not only said so, but 
has solemnly pledged itself never to claim the lands and nev-er to 
disturb the Indians "in the free use a .1d enjoyment thereof." 
The Ogden Land Company has the first right to buy. but it has 
nothing more than that. To compel the Indians to pay $200.000 
for the extinguishment of the right would be a monstrous out
rage. It seems to me, therefore. that it is the imperative duty of 
all friends of the Indians and of all who believe in honesty and 
fair dealing to oppose the passage of the Vreeland bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will suspend for 
one moment. The Chair feelS it his duty to remind the gentle
man that the rule of the House forbids reference to Members by 
name, and it is just as much a violation of the rule to read some
thing somebody else has said as if the gentlem~ had stated it 
him elf. It is also against the rules of the House to impugn the 
motives of other gentlemen. 

Mr. SULZER. I am not impugning motives. The gentleman's 
own statement does that. I am stating facts. These letters I 
read violate no rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

Mr. SULZER. I ask for a few minutes more. 
'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 

[Mr. FITZGERALD] has one minute remaining. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I have only one minute, and I promised 

that to the gentleman from Arkansas [1\fr. LITTLE]. 
. Mr. SULZER. Then one word more, Mr. Speaker. I think I 
have made this matter clear to the House. I have no more to say. 
I leave it now to the judgment and conscience of 1\lembers. My 
vote now, as in the past, will be cast agairu;t this infamous and 
iniquitous Indian land steal. [Applause.] 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 
time to the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE]. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
is recognized for one minute. 

Mr. LITTLE. Could the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
VREELAl~D] yield me some time? 

Mr. VREELAND. I have five minutes, and I yield three min
utes to the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Arkansas 
is recognized for four minutes. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise principally for the purpose 
of expressing the hope that the amendments offered by the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] will be adopted by the 
House. With these amendments on the bill I have no hesitancy 
in saying that in my opinion it ought to pass. I say that in the 
face of the extravagant statements made by my friend the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. SuLZER]. The trouble is that the 
oil companies have already got the reservation under leases ap
proved by the Congress of the United States, so that question is 
not in this proposition at all. It simply is a proposition to divide 
the lands of these Indians among themselves, each getting the 
part to which he is entitled. That can not be done except by their 
consent, according to the provisions of the bill: and if they are all 
opposed to it, as the gentleman from New York lMr. SULZER] 
suggests, there will be no division of the lands. 

In the next place, there is no such thing as a $200,000 steal prop
osition in this bill. There was at the time the statement was 
written which the gentleman has just read to the House. A bill 
was reported to pa1 the Ogden Land Company $200 000 for its 
claim, which I believe was a wild-cat claim, and if the gentleman 
wants to use that word as referring to that claim I have no objec
tion; but I know the gentlemen upon the Committee on Indian 
Affairs all know that for five years I have stood against the pay
ment of that claim and in part contributed my influence to de
feat this bill, both in the committee and in the House. It is not 
treating either the committee or the House fairly to charge them 
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with infamy in regard to this matter. [Applause.] I know that 
we investigated it> and thatweinvestigated it carefully,dayafter 
day and week after week, ancl the charge is wholly unjust and un
founded, and the bill that we are now asked to vote upon provides 
that whatever claim the Ogden Land Company has or claipls to 
have shall be determined by the courts of the country, as they 
have a right to have it determined, ancl then if that company has 
any just claim let it be paid. 

So far as I am concerned, I do not believe it bas any just claim; 
but it insists upon the justice of the claim which it asserts, and it 
is necessary to clear the title to these lands in order to give the 
Indians a clear title to their lands, so that they can dispose of them 
in the future if they desire to do so. If the white men propose to 
rob these Indians of their little allotments when they get them, 
if the laws of the country are enforced they will wait twenty-five 
years before they get many acres of it tmder the provisions of this 
bill. As to the sale of the town lots in the villages and the pro
visions for the payment in this bill, I am not sufficiently fal!liliar 
with the facts to be prepared to speak with reference to their 
sufficiency. Those who are familiar with it, more so than I am, 

The amendment of Mr. FITZGERALD was agreed to. 
The committee amendment as amended was adopted. 
The following amendments, reported by the Committee on In

dian Affah·s, were read and adopted: 
Page 7, line 12, after the word "pending," insert "or such other action as 

may be hereinafter authorized." 
Page B, end of section 5, insert "or such other action, either in State or 

Federal court, as will, in his judgment, best determine the question." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The committee amendments are 

now concluded. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I offer the amendment which I send to 

the desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 5, strike out from the "upon" in line 18 down to and including · 

the word "citizesnhip" in line 23; and insert, after the word" cause," in line 
23, the words "in his discretion." . 

The amendment was agreed to. 
:M:r. FITZGERALD. I offer a further amendment, which I ask ... 

the Clerk to read. · 
The Clerk read as follows: 

think it a just compensation, so I do not hesitate, especially on On pageB, strike out, commencing with the words" or entitled" in line 2 
that score. But one of the amendments offered by the gentleman down to and including the word "land " in line 14:. 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] provides that in the event in Mr. VREELAND. I offer an amendment to an amendment, 
the future it is determined that the Ogden Land Company has which I ask the Clerk to read. 
any claim and it must be paid, the people who own these town The Clerk read as follows: 
lots shall pay their pro rata ~hare of the money to go to the Strike out on page B in line 2 to line 4. the words "or entitled to recover 
Ogden Lancl Company. Tba t was in the bill last year. Wi tb damagas as for a breach of contract for the purchase of such land." 
these amendments I hope the bill will pass. [Applause.] . Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, that is not an amendment 

Mr. VREELAND: Mr. Speaker, I do not know that I d~su·~ to I to my amendment. 
occupy any more trme except to say that the commumcation The SPEAKER pro tempore. One moment. Does the Chair 
read by the gentleman from ~ew York_[Mr. SULZER] emana~es understand that the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND] 
from the lawyer for the Indian council-the officeholders wno proposes an amendment to the amendment offered by his collearne 
would be out of a job in case this bill passes, and who are there- [Mr. FITZGERALD]? 0 

fore against it. He is a man of somewhat violent expressions, Mr. VREELAND. Yes. ' 
who lives about 125 miles away from the reservation and never The SPEAKER pro tempore. Or does he propose a new amend-
was there, I think, but once. ment? 

He was at one time a Member of this body and was on the Mr. VREELAND. As I understand it my colleague from New 
point of being turned out of it for the violence of his expressions York [Mr. FITZGERALD] offers an ame~dment, that on page 8, 
in this House. . . . line 2, commencing at the word "or," the remainder of the page 

I now yield whatever time I have remammg to the gentleman shall be stricken out down to and including the word "land," in 
from Texas [Mr. STEPHENS]. [Applaus~.] . . . . line 14. I offer as a substitute for that on page 8, commencing at 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Spea..rer, 1t will be 1mposs1ble the word" or" in line 2, that all shall be stricken out down to 
for me in the brief time I have to address the House to explain and including the word" lands "in line 4 and that the balance 
this bill. I will therefore content myself with the s~atement that shall stand. ' ' 
I thin~ the bill sh<:mld pas~. It bas been well considered by th~ The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state the parlia
Committee on Indian Affairs and bas passed the House once, and menta1-y situation to be that the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
with the amendment suggested by the gentleman fl'Om New York FITZGERALD] offers to amend by striking out certain words. The 
[Mr. FITZGERALD], who is .also a ~ember of the CO!fliDittee, I other gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND] offers an 
think that it would be nothmg but nght. to pass the b11l. amendment, which is to strike out certain words which are within 

"The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time for debate fixed by and much le s than the part proposed to be stricken out by the 
the rule having elapsed, the question is on the_ passage of the bill. first amendment. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have some amendments Mr. VREELAND. I offer that as a substitute. 
which I wish to offer. The SPEAKER pro tempore. And under the rules the amend-

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. OLMSTED]. Do the am~nd- mento:ffered by the second gentleman from New York [Mr. VREE
ments of the gentleman propose to amend the amendments of the LAND] is in the nature of a perfection of the paragraph, and is 
committee? . therefore a preferential amendment, to be voted upon before the 

Mr. FITZGERALD. One of theamendmentsl.Sanamendment amendment offered by the gentleman from NewYork [Mr. FITz-
to a committee amendment. GERALD 1 is put. The question is upon the adoption of the amend-

Mr. VREELAND. I as~ that the ~ote be !J.rst taken on the ment offered bythe gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND]. 
amendments of the Comnnttee on Indmn A!falrs. . The amendment of Mr. VREELAND was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Those will be first m order. The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is upon the 
Additional amendments! unless offered as ~mendments to ~om- adoption--
mittee amendments, wilf . be reserved until all .the committee Mr. FITZGERALD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I will modify the 
amendments have been disposed of. The Clerk Will read the first amendment. As a part of it has been adopted already, I will now 
committee amendment. . move to strike out all that part of the bill commencing with the 

The following amendments reported by the committee were word "then," in line 4, down to and including the word "land," 
read and agreed to: in line 14. 

On page 5, in line 17, sti·ike out "one year" aud insert "six years." The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the amend-
On page 6, in line U, strike out "and one-half." ment. 
The following amendment reported by the committee was read: The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 6, at the end of line 23, insert, after the word ''patent," the fol

lowing: 
"Provided, That to secure the said patents, payment must be ~de by the 

lessees of said lands within four years from the date of the extinguishment 
of the said Ogden Land Company's title or dtim, if such title or claim be 
found to exist by the decision of the courts as herein provided." 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As an amendment to that amendment, I 
offer what I send to the desk. -

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 7, at end of line 2, add:. . ~ . 
"An d provided fut·the-r, That m case It shall be determmed that the so-called 

Ogden Land Company has a valid claim, lien, interest 1n, to, or upon the 
lands to be allotted hereunder, each lessee in the towns shall pay in addition 
to the sum to be computed as aforesaid a further sum, which shall bear the 
same proportion to the suni which shall be ~aid in extinguishment of the 
cl!l.im interest, or lien of the so-called Ogden Land Company as the area of 
the la~d9 so leased by him be::..r to the total area of the lands to which the 
claim of the so-called Ogden Land Company attaches on the Cattaraugus, 
AI.:.e.sany, and Tuscarora reservations." 

Beginning with line 4, stlike out the following words: "then, and in that 
case, the Secretary of the Interior be and he is hereby, authorized, empow
ered, and directed to ascertain the value of such interest and to negotiate for 
the purchase of the same in the name of the United States and in trust for 
the benefit of said Indians, as ;provided in this act; and in ca!:'e the Secretary 
of the Interior is unable within the p riod of four months from the final de
termination of ~;aid action to agree with the said Ogden Land Company, or 
the individuals composing the same. upon the value of its or their right, title, 
interest, claim, and demand in and to said land." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the amend
ment originally offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr.· 
FITZGERALD] will be modified as he has suggested. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that we devote 
about five minutes to the explanation of this, to be divided ce
tween my colleague and myself. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New YGrk 
asks unanimous consent that there may be five minutes debate 
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upon this subject, the time to be equally divided between him
self aml his colleague from New York. Is there objection? 

1\fr. MAHON (from his seat). Regular orde1·! 
The SPEAKER pro tempme. The regular order is demanded. 

The question js upon the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York. 

:1\lr. VREELAND. A parliamentary inquiry. Was there ob
jection to the request of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD]? If so, who made the objection? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that the 
regular order was demanded, which is equiyalent to an objec
tion. 

1\fr. VREELAND. By whom? , 
• 1\Ir. FITZGERALD. :Mr. Speaker, I submit that nobody arose 
to demand the regular order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will again put the 
question, in order that there may be no doubt. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] asks unanimous -consent that 
five minutes may be deYoted to debate upon this amendment, 
one-half to be used by himself and the other by his colleague [M1·. 
VREELAND]. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I will take two minutes 

and give· my colleague three. 
The language that I desire to strike from this bill permits the 

Secretary of the Interior to negotiate for the a-cquisition of any 
right or interest that the courts may find the Ogden Land Com
pany to have. It also prondes that if he can not get an agree
ment on the price within a certain time he shall ascertain the 
value of the intel·est by condemnation proceedings. 

It seems to me, considering the wide difference of opinion that 
has been expressed regarding the value of this so-called ''right,'' 
that it would be unwise to leave it, without any restrictj.on what
ever, in the power of the Secretary to negotiate for the purchase 
of the rights, if any. If the amendment offered by me is adopted, 
the right or interest of this company, if any, will be fixed by con
demnation. I believe that that is the proper way to do it. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the desire of 
my friend and colleague [Mr. FITZGERALD] in this matter, this 
does just what he proposes to do. . 

In the first place, this bill sends the Ogden people to the courts 
to prove their claim, if they have any. Many gentlemen for 
whose opinion I have much respect declare that they belie\e the 
courts will decide that this company has no claim. 

I trust that they may be right about it. But suppose that the 
courts declare that they have a vested interest there whlch must 
be disposed of before allotment can take place, what then? Un
der the provisions of this bill, instead of waiting to come ba-ck to 

ngress for the passage of further legislation, the Secretary of 
the Interior is directed to find out what thcir interest is worth to 
the best of his. ability. 

He is directed to do just what Congress would direct him to do 
if we came back here for further legislation under this bill. 
Therefore I say that the amendment of my friend from New 
York would mean nothing but delay in caiTying out the provi
sions of the bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken about the 
amendment. The amendment I offer compels him at once to con
demn this interest, instead of permitting the Secretary of the In
terim· to negotiate for its purchase. It merely strikes out that 
part of the bill which empowers the Secretary to ne~otiate, and 
in case he does not get an agreement within four months, to pro
ceed to condemnation. My amendment compels him to condemn, 
at once, without negotiation. 

Mr. VREELAND. I sympathize entirely, Mr. Speaker, with 
the object desired by my colleague: but from my understanding 
of the bill, which has been 1·eached after many years of familiarity 
with it, I think that the object which he desires would better be 
arrived at by defeating the amendment to strike out. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is upon the adop
tion Of the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taJren; and the Speaker pro t-empore announced 
that the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask for a division. 
The House divjded; and there were-ayes 74, noes 110. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 

being engro sed, it was accordingly read the third time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage 

of the bill. 
Mr. SULZER. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. SULZER. I would like to know whether the bill has been 

engros;.sed. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair states that the bill 
has been ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and has 
been read a third time. The question is on the pas~age of the 
bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. For what purpose does the gen

tleman rise? 
Mr. SULZER. My point of order is that if the bill has not 

been engrossed it can not be passed. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the passage of the bill. 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 

ayes appeared to have it. 
Mr. SULZER. Division, :Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided; and there were-ayes 187, nces 55 . 
So the bill was passed. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 
On motion of Mr. VREELAND, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the bill -was passed was laid on the table. 

MINERAL LANDS. 
:Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unammons consent for the 

present consideration of the bill H. R. 13298. 
The bill was read, as follows: • 

A bill (H. R.l&-:-93) to amend section 2327 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to lands. 

Be it enact-ed, etc., That section 2327 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows: 

"Snc. 2327. The description of vein or lode claims upon surveyed lands 
shall designate the location of the claims with reference to the lines of the 
public survey, but need not conform therewith; but where patents ha>e 
been issued for claims upon llll.Stl1'Ve-y-ed lands, the surveyors-general, in ex
tending the public survey, shall adjust the same to the boundaries of said 
patented claims so as in no case to interfere with 01' change the true location 
of such claims as they are officially established upon the ground. Where 
p tents have issued for mineral lands, those lands only shall be segregated 
and !'hall be deemed,to be patented which are bounded by tho lines actually 
marked, defined, and established upon the ground by the monuments of the 
official sUITey upon which the patent grant is based, and surveyors-gene-ral 
in executing subsequent patent surveys, whether upon snr1eyed or unsur
veyed lands, shall be governed accordingly. 

The said monuments shall at all times constitute the highest authority as 
to wha.t land is patented, and in case of any conflict between the mid 
monuments of such patented claims and the descriptions of said claims in 
the patents issued therefor the monuments on the ground shall govern, and 
erroneous or inconsistent descrii>tions or calls in the patent descriptions shall 
give way thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. The qnebtion is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this bill is to direct 
and prescribe the practice with reference to determining the rela
tions of patent-ed mining claims to the public domain and ascer
taining, in case of controversy, what land the Government has 
really conveyed. It amends section 2327 of the Revised Statutes, 
which is the section now in force with regard to this matter. But 
in thus amending the etatute it does not, in the opinion of its 
framers and supporters, change the existing law or do anything 
more than to put in statutory form what the law really is and 
always has been since the time of the yearbooks. The bill is sub
stantially the same as Senate bill 3596, which passed the Senate 
on March 5la.&t. Indeed, the language of the two bills is identical 
to and through the word" accordingly," in line 7, page 2, of the 
bill. Thereafter the Senate bill reads as follows: 

The said monuments shall at all times constitute the highe5t authority as 
to what land is patented, and erroneous calls in the patent description shall 
gi>e way thereto. 

And the bill now under consideration reads as follows: 
The said monuments shall at all times constitute the highest authority as 

to what land is patented, and in case of any conflict between the said monu
ments of such patented claims and the desct•ii>tions of said claims in the p:~.t. 
ents issued therefor the monuments on the gt•otmd shall govern, and errone· 
ous or inconsistent descriptions or calls in the patent descriptions shall gi1e 
way thereto. 

It will be seen that the only difference between the two bills is 
that the language of the House bill is slightly more specific and 
seeks more in detail to correct the evils which both bills are de
signed to remedy. Both bills prescribe that the patented area 
shall be held and considered to be that ground which is actually 
marked, defined, and estabUsh~d on the ground and inclosed 
within the actual monuments, and the House bill merely follows 
this requirement to its conclusion, and provjdes that erroneous 
and inconsistent ''calls,' and descriptions in the patents shall not 
prevail as against the actually established physical boundaries of 
the property patented. The proposer of the Senate bill has ac
cepted the amendment effected by the House bill, and, indeed, it 
seems transparent to anyone who considers it for a moment that 
the language of the Senate bill limited to erroneous " calls " 
might be held tQ be inadequate to reach the point of an incon
sistent description. 

In other words, the "calls" in the patent, which are the ties 
or distances to corners of the public survey, may be absolutely 
accurate, and yet, for some reason or another, the description 
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itself may be eiToneous or inconsistent with the actual ground. 
Thus a patent description may describe accurately a segment of 
the earth 's surface correctly connected with the public survey 
and still may not be the claim which the miner thought he was 
patenting. 

The evil that these bills seek to remedy is one that can hardly 
be appreciated in its full extent by those not familiar with the 
great and growing industry which has been so potent in the 
wonderful growth and prosperity of our western country, namely, 
the development of our mineral resources. 

The matter, however, has received the consideration of three 
committees of this Congresa and has been made the subject of 
strong favorable reports from each one. The Senate bill was 
pa~ed after an elaborate report from the Senate Committee on 
Mines and Mining. That bill, when brought to this House, was 
referred to the Committee on the Public Lands. Meanwhile the 
House bill, introduced prio-: to the passage of the Senate bill, was 
referred to the Committee on M.ines and Mining, and the favor
able reports of both these committees are now on file in the House. 
The coinmittees of both Houses have also had the benefit of the 
views of eminent counsel who have made mining rights and liti
gation their specialty, and these gentlemen also urge very 
strongly the adoption of some such measure. I quote from the 
language of the chairman of the House Committee on the Public 
Lands: 

The generalrnle of law is that where there is a conflict between the de
scription in a conveyance and an actual, natural, or artificial boundary that 
the monuments prevail over t he description in the conveyance. 

Thls rnle of law, we believe, is applicable to patents as well as in every 
other kind of conveyance. There is some conflict with this rule of law in the 
administration of the law in the Land Department, so it is claimed; and it is 
fm·ther claimed that in construing the effect of a patent, where there is a 
conflict between the monuments and a patent, that the patent is held to con
trol as against the actual location of the monuments as located upon the grant. 

In a matter of this kind there should be uniformity between the courts 
and in the Department. 

Your committee believe that this bill is only declaratory of existing law; 
but to secure uniformity of construction your committee believe that this 
bill ought to be enact ed mto law. 

The difficulty which is thought to justify this legislative action 
is of comparatively recent origin, but it is growing, and unless 
something is done very promptly almost incalculable injury will 
be done to the mining interests of the country and a cloud and un
certainty will be cast over the security of ownership in mining 
property that will be absolutely ruinous to individuals and work 
great detriment to those large, progressive, and rapidly growing 
sections to whose prosperity the mining industries have con
tributed in so marked a degree. 

The mining laws require, in addition to a discovery of mineral 
and the several acts of location of a claim, the expenditure of a 
considerable sum of money upon the claim and then a formal sur
vey and location by an officer of the Government-viz, a deputy 
mining surveyor-as prerequisites to the issuance of a patent. 

This surveyor is required to permanently mark by substantial 
boundaries the ground which the prospector and locator has thus 
appropriated and for which he is seeking a Government title. 
The claim then becomes a definite, certain tract of ground, whose 
boundaries and extent can be ascertained by the eye or by phys
ical inspection. The act of the survey and the determination of 
its position is hedged about by many formalities, and it should be 
and is, under the intention of the law, the conclusive determina
tion of that which the owner claims and holds. Conflicts and in
tersections with existing claims are required to be set forth, and 
every possible step is taken to render the location definite and cer
tain. So far all is well. But the laws further require the deputy 
surveyor to report the results of his work to the surveyors-general 
in the various States and Tenitories, and then official maps of the 
public domain upon which the claims are situated are made from 
these results, and these become a part of the permanent records 
of the Interior Department. 

These surveys are required to be connected, when situated upon 
surveyed public domain, with corners of the public survey. It 
often happens that these surveys, made many years ago and in
distinctly marked, are in themselves faulty, and that the comers 
of the ground are not in the places indicated on the maps. The 
plats of these surveys, however, as they appear in the offices of 
the surveyors-general in many cases show these surveys as they 
hypothetically should be, regardless of the real facts. All the 
errors which attended the original survey and all the possibilities 
of error therein become applicable to the survey of a mining claim, 
or rather to the written description of it, and these errors are ag
gra-vated, when transcribed, by the above-men-Honed discrepancies, 
sometimes occmTing between the real and the assumed position 
of the monuments of the public surveys. Add to these diffic.ul
ties the fact that the deputy surveyors do not always agree in their 
work; that the surveys are often made, particularly in periods of 
rapid de-velopment and mining excitement, in great haste and in 
exceedingly rugged and difficult country, and it is not to be won
dered at that many and serious en-ors do creep in. · 

In the last few years it has been the practice of the Interior 
Department to regard the official data collated from various 
som·ces and then tra,nsclibed upon plats, showing the positions 
of the boundaries of the public surveys according to the office 
memoranda with regard thereto and comprised in what are called 
" extended sheets," as the final authoritv for the location of a 
mining claim. When an application is made for patent on sup
posedly vacant ground and the preliminary surveys are made, the 
question as to whether or not the ground is open to appropriation 
and patent is determined by what is shown upon the plats, re
gardless of what may be the fact on the ground. In this way it 
is claimed that in actual cases mining locations which are many 
feet, sometimes appreciable fractions of a mile, apart are made to 
show a paper conflict; and, on the other hand, ground which is 
located, appropriated, and patented, and in actual physical occtf
pation, shows as unappropriated ground, subject to location and 
patent. 

The statement of these conditions is enough to show how great 
is the hazard and what a disastrous effect this ruling has and ~ 
bound to have upon the mining industry of the country. 

Time and again have we heard that one of the great causes of 
our recent national prospelity, which is our common cause of con
gratulation, is the wonderful increase in the mineral output of 
the country in the last decade-an output w.li,ili for the fiscal 
year ending January 1, 1903, reached the tremendous aggregate, 
according to the very conservative figures of the Director of the 
Mint, of $151,758,000 in gold and silver alone, or nearly three 
times as much as it was for the corresponding period thirty years 
ago. The influx of this great amount of precious metals into the 
avenues of trade and the marts of the world is agreed by all to have 
been one of the great determining factors of our national wealth 
and progress dming the last decade. 

The further continuance of this source of wealth is absolutely 
dependen"t upon the security which the investor has in the safety 
of the title to his mining property, and anything that Congress 
may do or fail to do which interferes in any way with this feeling 
of security is bound to have a prejudicial influence far wider than 
the particular industry affected. Moreover, not only will the de
veloping of mines and prospects be retarded by the continuance 
of this uncertainty, but the search for minerals and the discovery 
of new mines will be even more seriously int erfered with. 

Hitherto the hardy prospector who has braved all the hardships 
and inclemencies of a mountain region in his search for wealth 
at the hand of natm·e, a wealth, too, that is untainted by any op
pression of the sweat shops and the grinding down of labor, a 
wealth the acquisition of which makes no one poorer but every
one 1icher, will have little rea on to continue in his arduous 
labors. Hitherto he has had sublime confidence in the protection 
which the Government has thrown around his little holding so 
soon as it has given him his title thereto. If now, this faith is 
shattered and if he must maintain a constant watch and ward to 
protect his property, he certainly will find other avenues for his 
enterprise, and the country must suffer accordingly. 

Every consideration of justice, prudence, and wise legislation, 
every regard for simply self-interest, demands the immediate 
enactment of this measure. 

1\fr. Speaker, before the bill is ordered to be engrossed I would 
like to offer a formal amendment, which is to change the lan
guage on the first page. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amenclment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting in lina 9, page 1, after the words "have bean," the 

words "or shall be." 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BROOKS, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

CLERKS OF COURTS AT NEWBERN AND ELIZABETH CITY, N: C. 

1\fr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani~ 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which I send 
to the Clerk's desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 1«87) to amend chapter 508 of the United States Statutes at 
Lar~e, volume 32, part 1, Fifty-seventh CongreEs, entitled "An act to 65-
tablish and provide for a clerk for the circuit and district courts of tte 
United States held at Wilmington, N.C." 
Be i t enacted, etc., That chapter 508 of the United States Statutes at Large.z 

volume 32, part 1, Fifty-seventh Congress, entitled "An act to establish ana 
provide for a clerk for the circuit and distrH:t courts of the United States 
held at Wilmington, N.C.," approved Aprill5, 1902, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so that the same shall r ead as follows: 

" That section 3,chapter 262, of the Unit ed States Statutes n.t Large, volume 
17, be amended by adding thereto, at the end of said section, the following: 

" 'And the circuit and district judaes for the eastern district shall appoint, 
besides a clerk of said court, held at Raleigh, additional clerks. who shall re-
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side and keep their offices at Wilmington, Newbern, and Elizabeth City, and 
be clerks both of the district and circuit courts held at Wilmington, New
bern. and Elizabeth Citv, and who shall have the custody and conh·ol of the 
r ecords of s.1.id courts, snail give the same bonds r equired of the clerk of cir
c.nE and d~strict courts of said district, and shall receive the same fees and 
compen...«ation for services performed by clerks of such courts now fixed by 
law.'" 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

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

On motion of Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, a motion to re
conside rthe vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the 
table. 

AMENDING LA. WS RELA.TL~G TO SHIPPING COMMISSIONERS. 

1\Ir. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (S. 3118) to amend the act approved Febl'uary 18, 18%, entitled "An 

act to amend an act entitled 'An act to amend the laws relative to ship
ping commissioners,' approved August 19, 1890, and for other purposes." 
Be it enacted, etc., That so much of the actappro\ed February 18, 1895, en-

titled "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act to amend the laws relative to 
shipping commissioners,' approved August 19, 1890, and for other purposes," 
as reads "shall be liable to a penalty of not exceeding $100" is hereby 
amended to read "shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor. and shall be im
prisoned not more than six months or fined not more than $500, or both." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? . 
Mr. BAKER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have an explana

tion of this bill. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. S~eaker, as the law now stands
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (to :Mr. BAKER). The bill is all 

right. 
Mr. BAKER. This makes a misdemeanor for what the penalty 

is now a fine, and we have already got penalties enough. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, the gentleman is flying in the face 

of all the friends of organized labor all over the country. Does 
the gentleman want to hear an explanation? 

Mr. BAKER. I do. I am listening to an explanation. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. As the law now stands, for fraud on a 

sailor in undertaking to secure him a job by the man ordinarily 
called " a professional crimp" the penalty is in a civil action. 

Mr. BAKER. This makes that a misdemeanor, and if so I am 
in favor of the bill. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It doe3 exactly that thing. M1·. Speaker~ 
I guess we can go on. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On mo,tion of Mr. GROSVENOR, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

LOCK A.ND DAM Di THE TENNESSEE RIVER NEAR CHATTANOOGA., 
TEXN. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of the bill which I send to the 
Clerk's desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent for the j!resent consideration of the following bill~ 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the bill as amended, as follows: 
A bill (H. R.l5014) to enable the Secretary of War to contract for the erec

tion of lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennessee River near 
Chattanooga, Tenn. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, fully 

authorized and empowered to grant permission to the city of Chattanooga, 
Tenn., or to a private corporation or company, or to individuall>, as provided 
in section 5of this bill, to build and construct a lock and dam across the Ten
nessee River at "Scott Point," near Chattanooaa, Tenn., under his direction., 
supervision,. and conb·ol, and in accordance with and conformity to the plans 
and designs made by Maj. Dan C. Kingman, an engineer of the United States 
.Army, in pursuan~':l of ~n act of Congress passed on March 31 1899, with such 
changes and modifications as the Szcretary of War may direct: Provided, 
That the said contracting municipality or parties shall purchase and pay for 
all lands on either side of the river that may be necessary to the successful 
construction and operation of said lock and dam, includmg flowage rights 
and rights of way for ingress and egress f1·o:m public highways, and deed the 
same to the Umted. States, and make all ex·~avations, erect all stone, con
crete, and timber work, furnish all materials uf every character, and pay for 
all labor employed in ~he construction of said lock and dam, and give. said 
lock a:::J.d drun to the Umted States completed, free of all cost, expense, claims, 
or charges of any kind whatsoever, except for expenses connected with the 
preparation of plans and the superintendence, as provided in section5 of this 
act, and further excepting the cost of the lock gates and ironwork and ma
chinery necessary to operate the lock when completed, which shall be fur
nished by the United State::;. 

S:EC. 2. That the said municipality, corporation1 company, or individuals 
undertakinS, the construction of said work shall begm the building of said lock 
and d'l.m within eighteen months from the passage of this act, and the same 
shall be completed within four years from the date of beginning the con
sb'11ction, the right being reserved to the United States to enter on the con
struction of !;a!d lO<·k and dam if deemed advisable at any time before the 
work is commenced by said contractin~ parties; or if begun and not carried 
on in strict accordance with the directions of the Secretary of War, then the 

'Gnited States may assume the further construction and completion of said 
work at its option., the cost of such further construction and completion to 
be paid by the said contracting municipality, corporation, company, or indi
nduals. 

SEC. 3. That the deed to the United States to the land to be purchased and 
donated to the same, as mentioned in the first section of this act, shall be ex
ecuted and delivered within twelve months after the passage of this act; and, 
further, that the Secretary of War sl::.all determine from time to time whether 
the work is being properly done, and may require an increase in force to be 
employed by the contractor so as to force the work to completion within the. 
limit mentioned in the act. 

SEc. 4.. That in consideration of the comtruction of said lock and dam, free 
of cost to the United States except as provided in section 1 of this act, the 
United States hereby grants to the municipality, corporation, company, or 
persons constructing said lock and dam under the provisions of thi~ ad such 
rights as it possesses to use the water power produced by said dam, and to 
convert the same into electric power or otherwise utilize it for a pE~riod of 
ninety-nine yeara: Provided, That it or they shall furnish the necessary elec
tric current while its or their power plant is in operation to move the gates 
and operate the locks and to light the United States buildings and grounds. 
free of cost to the United Sta.tes: And pmt·ided further That the plans for 
the necessary works and structures to utilize said water power shall be ap
proved by the Secretary of War, and that nothing shall be done in the use of 
the water from said dam or otherwis9 to interfere with or in any way im· 
pede or retard the proper and complete navigation of_ the river at all tlllles~ 
nor in any way to interfere with the use and contl·ol of the same by the U nlt.ea 
States for the purposes of navigation: And provided ftu·ther That the Secre· 
tary of War is hereby authorized to prescribe r egulations to govern the use of the said water power and the operations of the plant and force employed 
in connection therewith; and no claim shall be made against the United States 
fol' any failUl'e of water power resulting from any ca.use whatever. 

SEC. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of War in contracting 
for the erection of the said lock and dam to give the preference, opticn, or 
first right to conb"act to do said work to the city of Chattanooga, 'l'enn., 
but if said city of Chattanooga shall fail within four months from thE! passage 
of this act to formally notify the Secretary of W a.r of its intention to construct 
said lock and dam ana to enter into contract to do so, then to C. E. James 
and J. C. Guild, residents of Chattanooga, Tenn., their heirs and a signs. 
In case of failure on the part of said C. E. James and J. C. Guild, residents 
of Chattanooga, Tenn .• their heirs and assigns, for a. further period of e:!ght 
months to formally notify the Secret.<try ofWarof their in ntiontoproceed 
with the construction of the lock and dam as herein pro ed, then it shall 
be lawful for the Secretary of War to contract with any primte corporation, 
company~ firm, or persons for the construction of S2.i.d lock and dam on the 
terms ana in the manner herein provided: Provided, That the Secretary of 
War may require the contracting party to execute a bond, with proper sure
ties, before the commencement of the work in such amount as he may con
sider necessary, not exceeding $100,000\ to insure the commencement, prosecu
tion, and completion of the work herem authorized and compliance with the 
terms, conditlom, and re9_uireme-nts of this act: Prou'ided ju1·the'r, That the 
plans, including specificatiOns and drawings for the work, shall be prenared at the expense of the United States, under the direction and subject to the 
approval of the Secretary of War and the Chief of Engineers, United States 
Army, by the officer of the Corps of Engineers, United States Army, having 
under his charge the work of improving the Tennessee River, who shall at 
the expense of the United States maintain a suits.ble force of inspectors upon 
the work to see that the plans and specifications are strictly carried out, and 
such conditions or safeguards as the Secretary of War and the Chief of En
gineers may deem essential to securing proper results shall be made e part of 
the contract. 

The expense for plans as well as for the maintenance of the force of in
spectors herein referred to shall be paid from the amount appropriated for 
preliminary examinations, surveys, contingencies, etc., made in section 2 of 
the river and harbor act of June 13,1002. 

SEc. 6. That in the event the city of Chattanooga undertakes the erection 
of said lock and dam the Secretary of War shall extend the time provided 
herein for beginning the work on the same for a period not exceeding twelve 
months from the pas...'l3.ge of the enabling act that the general assembly of 
the State of Tennessee may pass at its next regular session, enablin~ said 
municipality to undertake said work, if the same be necessary· and m the 
same event he shall extend the time for the completion of baid lock and dam 
twelve months. 

SEc. 7. That the right is expressly reserved in the United States to revoke 
by act of Congress the rights, privileges, and benefits conferred by this act; 
but in the event of such revocation the United St:l.tesshall pay to the munici
pality, corporation, company, firm, or persons who m,ay erect &'lid lock and 
dam under the provisions of this act, as full damage, the r easonable value 
of all properties erected and lands purchased by them necessary for the en
joyment of the benefits conferred upon them by the provisions of this act: 
Provided, That to insure compliance with the terms of the contract and of 
this act, or to protect the interests of navigation, the Secretary of War shall 
have power at any time, before or after the completion of the work, to order 
a suspension of all privileges granted by this act: .Andprot•ided.furt' er, That 
compliance with such order of suspension may be enforced by the injunction 
of the circuit court of the United States exercising ju..."isdiction in the district 
in which the work is situated, and proper proceedings to this end shall be in
stituted by the Attorney-General upon request of the Secretarv of War. 

SEc. 8. •rha.t nothing in this act shall be cunst1·uad as in a:::J.y 'W~w interfer
ing with the exclusive jurisdiction O\er and control by the United States of 
the TenneS3ee River and the lock and dam therein to be erected for the pur
pose of navigation, nor as repealing or modifybg any of the pr.Jrisions of 
law now existing in reference to the protection of navig2.tion. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. BURTON. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the substitute is 

to be adopted in place of the original bill. I did not follow exactly 
the different amendments prescribed, but take it for granted they 
have all been enumerated. 

Mr. MOON of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman the 
amendments are those that the gentleman and the Secretary of 
War placed in the bill, and the bill as now read to the House is 
identical with the substitute. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third read
ing· and being engrossed, was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MooN of Tennessee. a motion to reccnsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on tj_e table. 

The srEAKER. Without objection, the title will be amended. 
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LAWS ll.EL.A.T~G TO AMERICAN SEAMEN, HARRY C. MIX. 

:Mr. GROS'VENOR. Mr. Speaker. I sent up to the Clerk's desk Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimou consent to 
the wrong bill. I sent up a bill relating to the clothing of the pass the bill H. R. 875. • 
seamen which bill already has been passed by the House. I now The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous 
"k unanimous con ent to vacate the order. consent to pass the following bill, which the Clerk will report. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the order will be vacated. The Clerk read as follows: 
:Mr. GROSVENOR. And I now ask unanimous consent to pass A bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of Harry C. Mix. 

the billS. 4375. Be it enacted etc., That Harry C. Mix, of Bibb County, Ga., be, and he is 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous hereb~ relieved from any and all liability to pay a. cert..'l.in recogniza nee gjven 

consent for ~he present consideration of the following bill, which ~K it:e 23f~;;. a~dJ~~~~ 1~~~TK £-e~~:f 8~~~71~~.~; :,~~:~:eo~~~ 
the Clerk Will report. zance they acknowled~ed themselves to be held and firmly bound to the 

The Clerk read as follows: United States of America that the &'tid A. F. Holt should personally appear 
• . at the then next term of the district coUl't of the United State3 for the south-

An ac~ (S. ~.J) to amend section 24 of the. act approv~d December 21, 1 98, ern district of Georgia, to be held at Sa>annah, Ga., in Eaid ilistrict, on the 
· entitle~ An act to amend the laws relating to Amerl::;an seamen, for the first Monday in January, 1895 and p.t the succee:'ling term o.r terms, should 

protection of such seamen, and to promote commerce. · theca e be continued, the said A. F. Holt being charged with the embezzle
Be it enacted, etc., That so much of paragraph (a) of section 24: of the act ment of postal funds: Prmide~~ hou:eve1·, That the s~d Harry C. Mix shall 

apprm-ed December 21,1 98, entitled "An act to amend the laws relating to fir t pay to the Government of me United States all cost3 that may have ac-
American eamen, for the protection {)f such scame~ and to promote com- crued upon any proceeding instituted for the purpose of fm·feiting such 
merce," as reads "If any person shall dem..'\nd or receive, eithe1· directly or recognizance. -
indirectly, from any seaman or other person seeking employment as seaman, Th SPEAKER I th b · t' ? [Aft J Th 
or from any per~on on hi behalf, any remuneration whatever for providing . e • s ere 0 JeC 10n er a pause. e 
him with employment, he shall for every such offense be liable to a penalty Charr hears none. 
of not more~ ~100," ~ hereby a.m~ded to read "If any person shall de: The bill was ordered to be engro sed and read a third time; and 
mand or!ece1ve, e1ther directly or mdirectly, from any sea.m&J?.or other per- being en!J'l·ossed it was read the third time and pa sed 
son seeking employment as seaman, or from any person on hiS behalf. any o;- ' • ' . - • 
ramunemtion whatever for providing him with employment, he shall for On motion of Mr. BARTLETT, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
every ~mch offense be. deemed guilty of a misdemeanor _!1nd sh.:ill be impris- which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
oned no: mm·J than SlX months or fined not more than $500." 

SEC. 2. Thnt this act shall tako effect on and after July 1, 100!. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Afte1· a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; ancl 

being engrossed, was r·ead the third time, and passed. 

REnrBURSING GOVERXORS OF ST.A.TES AND TERRITORIES. 

:Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following bill, which I will send to 
the desk and ask to have read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani-
OZ.!.RK AND - ROKEE CE1-.T?fR.A.L R.AILROAD COMP~"Y AND ARRAN- mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which he 

SA.S VALLEY AI\~ WESTERN RAILWAY co:m>ll\'Y, sends to the desk and of which the Clerk will report the title. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to pass The Clerk read as follows: . 
the bill (S 5454) which is now on the Speaker's table A bill (S. 1.343) ¥'amend an act atJproved March 3, 18'J9, en~itlecl "An ~m to 

· . · . amend an act entitled 'An act to rmmburse the governor of Stn.tes n.nd Ter-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanrmous 1 ritories for expenses incurred by them in aiding the United States to ro.ise 

consent to take from the Speakers table and pass the Senate bill, and organize and suplJlY and equip the Volunteer Army of the Uuitad States 
which the Clerk will report in tho existing war w1th Spain,' approved July 8, 1898," and so fortll, and for 

The Clerk read as follows': other purposes. 
A bill (S. fi454) permitting the Ozark and Cherokee Central Railroad Com

pany and the Arkansas Valley and Western Railway Company, anq each 
or ruther of them, to sell and convey their railroads and other P.roperty in 
the Indian Territory to the St. Louis and San FranciEco Railroad Com
pany or to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, and 
for other purposes. 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Ozark and Cherokee Central Railroad Com

pany may sell and convey to the St. Louis and San Fre.ncisco Railroad Com
pany or to tho Chieagol Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company all that 
].18.rt of the railroad or said first-named railroad company extending from 
Fayetteville to Okmulgee which is situate in the Indian Territory, together 
with a.ll the property. rights, privileges, and fl·anchises appurtenant or re
lating ther3to, such s:ile and con>eyance to be made upon such t.erms a11d 
conditions a.s may be agreed upon by the boards of directors of the respective 
companies parties thereto. 

SEc. 2. That tho Arkansas VaJley and Western Railway Company may sell 
and convey to the St. Louis and San Francisco Railroad Company or to the 
Chicaao, Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company all of the railroad of said 
Arka~s Vallev and Western Railway Company extending from Tulsa Junc
tion Ind. T., to Enid and Avard, Okla., together with all the property, rights, 
priVneges, and franchises appurtenant or rela~ thereto, such sale and con
veyance to be made upon such terms and conditions as may be agreed upon 
by the boards of directors of the respecti>e companies parties thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

would like to ask for some explanation of this bill. 
Mr. CURTIS. This bill was recommended by the Department 

and unanimously reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. SULZER. What Department? 
Mr. CURTIS. Department of Interior, and simply permits two 

short railroads to be sold that now belong to the stockholders of 
the parent companies. The stock is all owned by the stockholde1·s 
of the Rock Island and Frisco Company. They are not compet
ing lines but are feeders. They consist of 200 miles of road. 

Mr. SULZER. These are competing lines? 
Mr. CURTIS. Notatall. Theyarebranchesofthesame com

pany now. They are feeders; they are not parallel lines. 
1\Ir, SULZER. Why does not this bill provide this transfer 

shall be made upon consent of the stockholders or two-thirds of 
the stockholders? Why should it be on consent of majority of the 
board of directors? 

Mr. CURTIS. Because they have control of the matter under 
their charter. 

Mr. SULZER. Are there no individual stockholdel'S outside of 
the directory? 

Mr. CURTIS. Oh, I suppose there are a few. 
Mr. SULZER. I do not care to object. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [Mter a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 

being engrossed, was read the tillTd time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker I reserve the 

right to object for the purpose of making a statement, that punc
tually at and after twelve minutes past .5 o'clock I shall object to 
any more unanimous consents. I do not want to be invidiou , but 
I think this is rather important. I now withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act of Congres.~approved M::.rch 3, 

1899, entitled "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act to reimburse the gov
et·nors of States and Territories for expenses incurred by th m in ruding tho 
United Statestoraiselllld organize a.nd supply and eqniptheVolunteer Army 
of the United States in the existing war with Spain,' approved July 8, 18Dl:l, 
and for other purpose~" be, and the same is hereby, ::unended by strildn6 
therefrom the words ' nineteen hundred and two" and inserting in lieu 
thereof the words "nineteen hlmdred and six;" so that the same shnll road: 

'· EC. 6. That all claims for reimbursement under this act or the a.ct ap
pro,ed July 8, 1898, shall be presented in itemized form to the Treasury De
partment on or before January 1, 1000, or be forever barred. ' 

SEc. 2. That any claim or any item of a claim heretofore pre anted under 
t?.e r,rovisio~s of said acts approv~d July 8 1893, and March 3, 189'J, respec
tive y, and disallowed by any Auditor, the Comptroller, or any other ofi:icer 
of the Treasury Department, shall, on application of the governor or other 
duly authorized officer or agent of the Stn.te or Territory, made on or before 
the 1st day of January, 1900, be reopened, considered, audited, and ettled 
anew by said officers of the Treasury Department in accordance \\ith the 
provisions of said acts. 

The following committee amendment was read: 
Strike out all of section 2 and insert the following: 
"That where the go,ernor of any State or Territory has fm'ni..Qhed mili

tary transport.atio~ or has pm·chased m.• authorized the purchase of supplies, 
or incutTad expenses for services rendered, and which purchas of supplies 
and expenses for military transportation and services rendered ha\e b:}en 
certified by the governor of snch State or Territory nece~ · ary, just, and 
reasonable for the organization, maint:mance, transportation. nnd comfort 
of troops raised by him and accepted into the sernce of the United States 
Army m the said war with Spain, the Secretary of the Trea ury be, and he 
is hereby, authorized to allow in the settlement of claims for reimbursement 
now on file in the office of the Auditor for the War Department, such item 
or parts thereof as have been dis..'tllowedin the consideration of said claims, 
for the reason that they appear to have been for stor fm'Ilished or expenses 
incurred or transportation furnished after the troop raised had been mn · 
tered into the £erviceof the United States, and the certificate of the guvernor 
of any such State or Territory that such expemos were incurred in good 
faith for the sole purpose of a1ding the United StAtes in the rnisin1r, or~n
izati~n. transportation, and equipment of troops, shall be held to ba suffiment 
to authorize the final settlement and payment in full of such claims for r eim
bursement.'' 

The SPEAKER. I s there objection? 
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I desire to seml forward an amend

ment. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject I would like to hear from the gentleman from Pennsyh-ama. 
Th·. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, this bill interests nearly all of th~ 



1904. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 5211 
States. During the war with Spain the original act required the 
governors _of States by the 1st of January, 1904, to have their 
claims in. The Comptroller of the Treasury made his decisions 
about the time the act was expiring, but the governors did not 
receive or have any knowledge of those decisions. It is merely to 
let in two classes of claims. These troops were in the field. The 
States had their troops in their different camps. The United 
States mustering officer went to these camps and mustered them 
into service. 

By telephone message the Secretary of War requested the gov
ernors to take care of these troops until they could be t aken and 
moved by the United States War Department. These governors 
did so. When it came to the Comptroller of the Treasury, he sus
pended all these claims-he did not reject them-holding that 
undel' the original act he could not allow any money for the 
maintenance and support of the troops after they had been mus
tered into the United States service. This is simply to auth01ize 
the Treasury Department, on claims that have been suspended, to 
pay these governors the amount they paid for clothing, food, and 
for taking care of these troops. 

I want to state further, Mr. Speaker, that when the Senate bill 
came to the Committee on War Claims section 2 of it provided 
that all the accounts should be reopened and reaudited. The Com
mittee on War Claims struck that section out and confined it to 
the claims that I have just mentioned. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. AB I understand the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON], this is a bill which provides on what 
terms the Auditor shall audit these accounts? 

MJ.·. MAHON. Yes, 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. And it is intended to allow the claims of 

soldiers from the time they went to the mustering camp and not 
from the time they were actually mustered in? 

Mr. MAHON. No, no. They have been paid up to the time 
- they were mustered, but these troops were held in the State camps, 

and by order of the Secretary of War the governors took care of 
them for some ten or twelve days or two weeks, until the United 
States Government marched them out of the State camps. The 
States provided all the rations and food, and took care of them 
during that time. The Comptroller holds that after they were 
mustered in he can not pay them, under the original act. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And that is all that is covered under this 
bill? 

Mr. MAHON. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman 

from Pennsylvania whether, if unanimous consent is given, he 
will yield for an amendment? 

Mr. MAHON. That depends on what the amendment is. 
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I sent forward an amendment which 

I think will improve the bill. 
Mr. MAHON. Oh, no; the gentleman submitted that amend

ment to the committee, and the committee rejected it unani
momly. Its adoption would open up the whole matter. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does this bill apply to all the 
States alike? 

Mr. MAHON. All the States alike. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right 

to object, I would like to ask the gentleman if the Indianapolis 
tlaim is em bodied in this? 

Mr. 1\-fAHON. There are nothing but State claims. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I mean the claim now growing 

out of the fact of soldiers being taken to Indianapolis and destroy
ing property at the camp. Would this bill open up the matter so 
as to allow that kind of a claim? 

Mr. MAHON. No; the claim must come from the governor of 
a State. 

Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker. reserving the right to object. I would 
like to ask the gentleman to permit the amendment to be read. 
No harm can be done by that. . 

Mr. MAHON. Well, read it. I have no objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. POU rose. 
The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield 

for the offering or for the reading of the amendment? 
Mr. MAHON. Just for the reading. . 
Mr. POU. :M;r. Speaker, I will say to the gentleman that if the 

amendment is voted down I propose to support the bill in its 
original form. 

Mr. MAHON. Let it be read for information. 
Mr. POU. I do not care to withdraw my objection unless the 

gentleman will agree to permit me to offer the amendment. 
Mr. MAHON. Well, read it. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, we want also 

to have some anangement or understanding about being heard 
on this amendment. We desire, on behalf of the State of North 
Carolina at any rate, to be briefly heard. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I think the House 
has gotten into a little confusion on this subject. The gentleman 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. M.A..HoN] is asking for unanimous con
sent, and, as I understand, no unanimous consent has been 
granted. Yet I think some gentlemen are laboring under the 
contrary impression. I ask the Chair what is the parliamentary 
status? 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent has not been given. 
And now the Chair will ask, Is ttere objection? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I reserve the right to object 
unless some ari'angement such as I have indicated can be made. 

Mr. POU. There is an agreement, as I understand, that my 
amendment may be read. 

The SPEAKER. During the delay of ascertaining whether 
there is unanimous consent, many other gentlemen are waiting 
to submit their propositions. . 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. In order to dispose of this matter 
for the present, I object. 

RICHARD T. CORBIN. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, reported back with amendments House resolution 279, 
which was read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Honse is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House (miscellaneous items, 19D:3) , 
to RichardT. Corbin the sum of $60, for services rendered as a laborer in the 
Doorkeeper's department during the month of April, 1903. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol-
fu~: . 

In line 3 strike out the words "miscellaneous items, 1903." 
In lines 5 and 6 strike out the words "during the month of April, 1903." 
The amendments were agreed to; and the resolution as amended 

was adopted. 
STllliOGR.APHER IN OFFICE OF JOURNAL CLERK. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, reported back House resolution 314, which was read, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That for the remainder of this session there shall be employed 
and paid out of the contingent fund of the House, at the rate of $6 per day, a 
stenographer in the office of the journal clerk. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
CAMPBELL SLEMP. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, reported back favorably House resolution No. 322, which 
was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the Honse is hereby authorized and directed to 
pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to CAMPBELL SLEMP, the sum 
of $1,500, being the amount expended by and recommended to be paid 
to him, as shown in House report from the Committee on Claims, No. 2374, 
second session Fifty-eighth Congress, on account of mandamus proceedings 
beforethesupremecourtofthe State of Virginia in thecase of Slemp against 
Rhea growing out of the election in 1902 of a Representative to the Fifty
eighth Congress from the Ninth Congressional district of Eaid State of Vii·
ginia, said amount to be paid upon vouchers to be approved by the Com
mittee on Accounts. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I should like to understand 
something about this resolution. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say 
for the information of gentlemen that this is merely a resolution 
for the payment of the expenses of CAMPBELL SLEMP in con
nection with the election contest of Slemp v. Rhea for his seat in 
the Fifty-eighth Congress. The claim was favorably reported by 
the Committee on Claims in this Congress, but on account of the 
difficulty of getting a bill for payment considered, the session be
ing so near its close, the matter was re-referred to the Committee 
on Accounts. 

The committee has carefully investigated the whole matter and 
has unanimously reported this resolution, and while the commit
tee hesitated to consider this resolution to be paid out of the con
tingent fund, as the Committee on Claims has stated in their 
report, it is unquestionably a saving to the Government of the 
difference between $10,000 and $1,500. Had Mr. Slemp left this 
contest to be settled by the House of Representatives, which he 
had a right to do, each one of the contestants would have been 
entitled to $2,000, and Rhea would have drawn the salary for at 
least one year, making a total cost of $10,000, and this resolution 
pays all for $1,500. 

Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Is this for the payment of any expenses which 

have been incurred in connection with the House of Representa
tives? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. In connection with a Mem
ber of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, wen, suppose a Member incurs a board bill. 
Does that give the Committee on Accounts jurisdiction? Is this 
item for anything that has occurred in connection with the House 
of Representatives? 
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Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. Only in this way-
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not think the time has gone by. 

I make the point of order against this being a privileged reso
lution. 

Mr. MADDOX. I am glad the gentleman did that, because I 
was going to make the same point. _ 

The SPEAKER. The Chair asks unanimous consent that the 
matter go over until to-monow morning, so that the point of 
order may be passed upon. It has proper clothing from the con
tingent fund, but the point of order is made, and the Chair is not 
prepared to rule upon it. The Chair asks unanimollS consent 
that the matter may go over until to-morrow morning. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
FOLDING SPEECHES AND PAMPHLETS. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the sum of not exceeding $3,000 is hereby authorized to be 
expendedl under the direction of the Doorkeeper of the House, for the pur
pose of fo ding speeches and pamphlets, at a rat.e not exceeding $1 per thou
sand; and the Clerk of the House is authorized to make payment hereunder 
out of the contingent fund of the House upon vouchers approved by the Com
mittee on Accounts. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
ADDITIONAL CLERK TO COMMITTEE mr E:r-."ROLLED BILLS. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolv~d, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be, and 
he is hereby, authorized to appoint an additional clerk to said committee, 

_ who shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $6 
per day during the re~IU~.inder of the present session. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
B. B. HARE. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, out of the contingent fund of the House, to B. B. Hare the sum of 
saz.20, for services rendered as clerk to the late Representative G. W. Croft. 
of South Carolina, from March 1, 190-t, to March 10, 190-!, inclusive. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
JOEL GRAYSON. 

:Mr. HUGHES of We"t Virginia, from the Committee on Ac
counts, submitted the following resolution, which was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and be is 
hereby. authorized and directed to pay to Joel Grayson, for services and ex
:p~_:f!SElS incurred by him on the compilation of the antitrust laws, the sum of 
$&Jll, to be paid out of the contingent fund. 

A committee amendment, striking out $800 and inserting $400 
was read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is this a privileged matter? 
The SPEAKER.. It seems to the Chair that under the rules it 

is. The rule is very broad. It covers all matters
Touching the expenditure of the contingent fund of the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does this matter properly 
come under the head of an expenditure from the contingent fund? 

The SPEAKER. On its face it is for an expenditure from the 
contingent fund, for an employee of the House. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should like to have the Chair tell us what it 
is for and what it is about. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair yields to the gentleman from West 
Virginia. [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I will say for the informa
tion of the gentleman that it is for compiling the antitrust laws. 
No doubt the gentleman has received some copies of this book for 
distribution through the folding room. As I am not an attorney 
I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] to 
make the explanation more full. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should like to inqub:e who authorized this 
gentleman to do this, and why he now comes here to ask pay
ment for it? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I will undertake to explain 
this resolution to my colleague and to the House. The compila
tion is a very valuable one. It was made by Mr. Grayson, a House 
employee in the document room. It is a compilation of all the 
antitrust laws. It took a great deal of work. It has been printed 
by the Government, and this simply pays for the work of the 
compilation. I do not know that it was authorized by the Ho~se 
in the first place, but the Government has accepted the compila
tion, has published it as a document, and has put it to the credit 
of Members of the House in the folding room. This is simply to 
pay $400, the amount that the committee have recommended. 

Mr. MADDOX. And all this was done without any authority 
of law up to date. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I do not think so. The House has had it 
printed-ratifying the work-has accepted it; and on the quantum 
meruit this gentleman, I should think, would be entitled to what 
it was reasonably worth. The resolution as introduced provided 
for the payment of $ 00; but after hearing the endence on the 
matter the committee concluded that S!OO would be a very mod
erate and reasonable compensation. 

:Mr. MADDOX. I agree, if I may be allowed a minute or two, 
with all you say as to the document being a valuable one; but, 
gentlemen, this is an infamous system of business. Now, the idea 
that a man may undertake to do a work that he thinks is valuable 
and then come to Congress and unload it upon us! 

Mr. BARTLETT. He has not unloaded it upon us? 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 
Mr. MADDOX. Yes. sir. • 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman will remember that there was 

some so-called ''antitrust " legislation enacted in the closing days 
of the last Congress? 

Mr. MADDOX. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Grayson went to work and got up all this 

compilation. He made no pretense that Congress was pledged to 
pay him anything for doing it. He never has made any pretense 
that Congress has to make any payment. It was necessary to 
make the compilation, not only for the benefit of Congress. but 
for the country, and it was distributed very widely, because 
there was a very great demand for such information. Now, the 
question simply is, having made that compilation, without any 
claim of liability on the part of the Government, whether it is 
our part to recompense him for that service. 

Mr. MADDOX. Your explanation is full and satisfactory. But 
what I want to fight as long as I can is the idea of a man getting 
up a publication and then coming to Congress. But if this was 
done voluntarily, why that does away with my objection, and I 
am just as willing to pay him as any man in this House. 

Mr. BARTLETT. :My colleague will understand me, and he 
understands me as well as any man in the House, so far as I am 
concerned I am fully in accord with hitn. This compilation was 
made at the end of last Congress at the suggestion of some very 
prominent gentlemen who took part in the antitrust legislation. 
Mr. Grayson went to work and overhauled the st ~ tutes and col
lated them and made them easily accessible. It was necessary 
in order that the country might know what really were the laws 
upon this subject. -

Mr. PAYNE. The suggestion is whether this ought to go over 
with the other and have it decided whether the Committee on 
Accounts have jurisdiction to pay claims for .which there is no 
law and no employment. I think that is a matter that ought to 
be determined. I think the thing ought to be determined here 
and determined now. whether the Committee on Accounts may 
make expenditures from the contingent fund of the House and 
ha-ve them privileged where there is no law upon which they are 
based. -

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the gentlem1.n from New 
York, the Chair can have no doubt about this being within the 
jurisdiction of the Committee on Accounts. be a use it proposes--

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman will allow the Chair, it is 
not necessary for the Chair to hear the gentleman from Georgia 
furth.el". The Chair will say to the gentleman from New York 
that the Chair is quite well satisfied, after something of an ex
amination, that this is a privileged report and that it is not upon 
all fom·s with the other resolution. 

Mr. PAYNE. I want to suggest right there whether the chair
man of the Committee on Accounts can under the law make pay. 
ments that are not in pursuance of law. If this contingent fund, 
which is provided by law, can be expended for all sorts of pur. 
poses, it ought to be known to the House. As I understand it, 
this man was never employed by the House in any capacity, but 
was employed by one Member of the Hou e. 

Mr. MANN. The.gentleman is entirely mistaken. He is an 
employee of the House all the time, provided for in the legisla
tive executive, and judicial appropriation bill by name becauFe 
he is the most valuable man connected with the House as an em
ployee. [Applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. Was he employed for this purpose? 
Mr. MANN. He was not employed for this purpose. He vol~ 

untarily did this work in the document room. 
Mr. PAYNE. Because he happened to be an employee of the 

House he did this work. Now, the question is whether that is a 
proper expenditure for the Committee on Accounts to make. 

Mr. HUGHES of Wet Virginia. I want to say for the infor
mation of the gentleman from New York that the Committee on 
Accounts does not bring in any resolution appropriating money 
out of the contingent fund until they have carefully investigated 
each case. They have done so in this case. and they think this 
gentleman entitled to this money; and therefore they bring in this 
resolution. 
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.Mr. GROSVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques

tion. Is tlli q document in the nature of ammunition for the trust 
busters to s <:nd out? 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. I guess you might consider 
that it was. 

:Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the House will not refuse to pay 
for it, then. 

]fr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I want to say in refm·ence to 
the senices tllat this employee rendered that these laws were 
pas eu at vmious times. There were some of them incorporated 
in nrlpropriation bills, and this employee, at the suggestion of 
somo very prominent gentlemen of this Honse, went to work and 
compiled them. This work has been one of the most valuable 
that has been done. It has been distributed by Members of the 
Ron e to their constituents all over the country. It is now ready 
for distribution. and is accessible. Thollou.sehasavailcd itself of 
the ·v:ork. and the sum proposed to be paid is a very reasonable 
one, and the man who performed the work ought to receive it. 

The SPEAKER. Is the point of order made against the reso
lution? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, the point of order 
ha.s been raised against the other resolution which is to be con
siclered in the morning, and I want simply a decision as to what 
the rights of the Committee on Accounts are. 

:Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from New York--
::Mr. PAYNE. If the gentleman will allow me, I will not make 

the point of order on tills. 
The SPEAKER. It seems, on second thought. it is perhaps too 

L1.te to make the point of order, because this matter has been 
debated. Now, a motion to postpone would be in order. 

:Mr. HAY. Regular order, Mr. Speaker! 
:Mr. PAYNE. I understand there is but one other report from 

the Committco on Accounts; therefore a motion to adjourn will 
be in order and take it over until to-morrow morning. [Cries of 
" Let us vote!"] I will not press the motion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I sayaword? Mr. Speaker,! desire to 
sav. as a member of the minority of the Committee on Accounts, 
we have been very careful and have never undertaken to attempt 
any legislation on any matter wrnch we did not believe we ought 
to have, and we have refused time and time again and have sent 
bills back which were referred to us upon the ground that we 
had no jurisdiction, and both the majority and minority members 
have endeavored to confine themselves strictly--

Yr. PAYNE. I am m::tking no reflection upon the committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 

G. S. W. LEWIS. 

Mr. HUGHES of West Virginia. There is one more report, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
• House resolution No. 273. 

Resolved, That the DoorkeepEir of the Rouse be, and he is hereby, author
ized to pay, out of the contingent fund of the Hom;e, G. B. W. Lewis, colored, 
for services rendered as s laborc1· from January 12, 1004, to and including 
Ja.nun:ry 16,1004:, at the rate which he was receiving on January 12, 1904. 

The amendments were read, as follows: 
In line 3, aft.Pr the word "colored," insert tho words "the sum of $10." 
Strike out lino!J U and 7. 

Tile amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
s::::..~ATE DOCUl!lli'T NO, 2:l5, FIFTY-EIGJITH CONGRESS, SECOND 

SESSION. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LA..~DIS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present 
the following House resolution. · 

Tho SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana presents the 
following re;.;olution, which the Clerk will report. 

Tho Clerk read ns follows: 
Rcsult·ed, Tllo.t tllero be printed for the use of tbe House of Ropresenta.

ti'I;"M, to bo dil'ltrihntt•d thn>ngh tho llon.so document room, 100,000 copies of 
Senn.te DocUlllont No. l!J.j,ll'itty-cighth Congress, second session. 

Mr. TAW.3EY. What iR that? 
Mr. CHA.RLE~ B. LANDIS. This is a. document incluuing the 

order of the Gommissiancr of Pensions, under the dato of March 
15. l!l04, concerning pensions under the act-of June 27, 1800. 

Mr. GAINES of Tenues~ce. How many thousand? 
Mr. CIIA.H.LES B. LANDIS. One hundred thousand. I will 

say that the Rnperintendent of the document room states that-

hirt
.Mr. ~Ann;s of Tennessee. It has bmm printed twenty-five or 

t . Y times in the Co.·mmssroNAL RECORD, about 15,000 daily 
cop1es of which go out all over the country--

ir_he 0S~~~R. Does tbe gentleman from Indiana yield? 
. r. L.U:U.1.LES B. LANDIS. I do not. I was saying the su

penntendent of the document room states from the demands 

alJ:eady made he is satisfied tllat 100,000 copies of this order will 
not be su.fticient. 

l\fr. GAINES of TenneAsee. Sufficient for whom? 
1\Ir. CHARLES B. LANDIS. For the people-for the <lemands 

of Members of Co11gre. s, and the demands on the Pension Bureau. 
1\Ir. GAINES of Tennessee. How are you going to distribute 

them? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. They will be ilistl'ibuted through 

the House document room. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I suggest to tho gentleman they be put 

in the foluing room. 
:Thfr. CH.AH.LES B. LANDIS. No; they will be distributed from 

the House docnment roam. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, if they are to be diJ tributed 

through the House document room, it is the most industrious 
Member, the one who gets there first, who will get as many as he 
wants. I believe they ought to be distributed through the fold
ing room and distributed equally among the Members. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say the total cost of the 
100,000 copies will not be in excess of $300, and if an additional 
demand is made more will be printed. · 

Mr. GIBSON. Let onEl-half be distributed through the docu .. 
ment room and the other half through the folding room. 

Mr. MANN. If it goes through the folding room the expense 
of distribution will be a good deal more than $300 and if it goes 
through the document room anyone will got as many as they 
want without trouble. I think 100,00:> will do and leave plenty 
over. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The committee thought it best 
to have them distributed through the House document room. 

The question was taken. and the resolution was agreed to. / 
NOR TilER!'" P ACIFIO RAILROAD COMP ..U.'Y, ETC. 

1\fr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following conference 
report, to be printed in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. It will be printed under the rules. 
The conference report and statement are as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the House to the bill S. 47GD, 
entitled "An act validating certain conveyances of the Northern 
Pacific Railroad Company and the Northern Pacific Railway Com
pany," having met, after full and free conference have agreed to 
recommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as fol
lows: 

That the House recede. 
JOIIN F . LACEY, 
J OS. :ThL DIXON I 

Managers on the part of the House. 
KNuTE NELSON, 
CIIARLES w. F A.ffiB.A....""mS, 
E. W. PETTUS, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement is as follows: 

The effect of the agreement is to place the conveyances of lots 
in the railway right of way in the even sections on the same foot
ing as those in the odd-numbered SQCtions. 

The United States Supreme Court in its decision holds that the 
right-of-way title is a base fee with reverter to the Government, 
aud that no title has vested in the owners of tho adjacent land. 
This being the case, it is deemed necessary and proper to valiuato 
the conveyances in all the sections. 

IDi'IWLLED BILLS SIG.mD. 

Jon..~ F. LACEY, 
Jos. M. Drxo~. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Dills, re
ported that they had examined nnd found truly enrolled bills of 
tho following titles; when tho Speaker signed tho samo: 

H. R. 11128. An act to modify and amend an agreement with 
the Indians of tho Devils Lake Reservation, in North Dakota, to 
accept and ratify tho same as amended, and making appropriation 
and provision to carry the 5amo into effect; 

H. R. 8878. An act to extend the provisions of the act of Janu
ary 21, Hl03, to the Osago Reservation, in Oklahoma Territory, 
a::::1d for other purposes; 

H. R. DC!-18. An act to amend tho first section of an act provid
ing that the circuit court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit 
of the United States shall hold at lertst one term of said court 
annually in tho city of Montgomm-y, in the State of Alabama, 
npprovEd January 30, lOO:J; 

II. R. 12147. An act to amend chapter 74.!>, second session Fifty. 
seventh Congre s. approved February 23, 1003, b~ing "An act to 
establish United States courts at Wilkesboro, N.C.;" 

H. R. 7634. An act to establish a life-saving station in Sussex 
County State of Delaware; 



5214 CONGRESSION.AL RECORD-HOUSE. APRIL 20, 

H. R. 1!3121. An act for the extension of Twenty-third street 
from S street to California avenue; 

H. n. 10418. An act toratifyandamend an agreement with the 
Sioux tribe of the Indians of the Rosebud Reservation in South 
Dakota, and making appropriation and provision to carry the same 
into effect; · 

H. R. 1350!l. An act authorizing the Secretary of War to trans
fer to the Columbia Military Academy certain property in Maury 
County, Tenn.; 

H. R. 119G8. An act to incorporate the Washington Sanitary 
Housing Company; 

H. R. 12G55. An act for the relief of John Bremond; 
IT. R. 108~1. An act for the relief of Julius A. Kaiser; 
ll. R. 14413. An act permitting the building of a dam across 

the ~Iississippi River between the counties of Stearns and Ben
ton, in the State of :Minnesota; and 

H. R. 14901. An act to provide for payment of damages on ac
count of changes of grade duo to construction of the Union sta
tion, District of Columbia. 

REGUL.ATISG PRACTICE OF :MEDICTh"'E IN I~"'DI..L.~ TERRITORY, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 119G3) 
regulating the practice of medicine and surgery in the Indian 
Tenitory, with a Senate amendment. 

The enate amendment was read. 
1\Ir. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House concur in 

the Senate amendment. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at ~ o'clock and 35 minutes 

p. m), the House adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 o'clock m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com

munication was taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit
ting, in response to the inquiry of the House, a statement of na
tion:U banks that have applied to the Secretary of the Treasury 
for the retirement of national-bank notes-to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and ordered to be p1·inted. 

REPORTS OF CO:MMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII bills and resolutions of the follow
in"" titles wero severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follow~: 

:Mr. HENRY of Texas, from the Committee on the ,Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15228) establish
ing a regular term of the United States circuit and district courts 
at Ea«t ct. Louis, ill., reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2G83); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 31G5) providing for 
second ancl additional homestead entl'ies, and for other purposes, 
reported the arne with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2G84); which said bill and report were 1·eferred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15087) 
to amend an act entitled "An act authorizing the construction of 
a bridge acros-· the Cumberland River at or near Carthage, Tenn.,'' 
approved 1\Iarch 2, Hl01, reported t3e sam.e wit~out. amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 268..>); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Bou!!e Ca1endar. 

Mr. HEPBURN, from the Committee on Interstate ancl For
eign Commerce, to which was referreu the bill of the Senate (S. 
534~) to provide for the temporary government of the canal zone 
at Panama, the protection of the canal works, and for other pur
poses reported the same with amendment, accompanied by are
port (No. 2G88) ; which said bill and report were 1·eferred to the 
Committee of the \Vhole Hou"e on the state of the Union. ~ 

"Mr. VOLSTEAD, from the Com.mlttee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13052) for the 
disposition of certain school lands in Oklahoma Territory, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2089); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Comm.i ttee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. to which was refen·ed the bill of the House (H. R. 
145!:.10) tc authorize the courts of county commissioners of Houston 

and Dale cotmties, Ala., to construct a bridge across the Choctaw
hatchee River between Houston and Dale counties AJa., reporte(l 
the samo with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2G!Jl); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, towhich 
was referred the House resolution (H. Res. 283) that the Attorney
General of the United States is requested to inform tho House of 
Representatives whether any investigation was ever had of the 
so-called "anthracite coal trust," etc., reported the same ·without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2G94); which said reso
lution and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House resolution (H. Res. 284) that the Attorney-General is re
quested to inform the House of Representatives whether any crimi
nal prosecutions have been instituted against the individuals or 
corporations in the Northern Securities cases, etc., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. ~6!J5); 
which said resolution and report were 1·eferred to the Rouse Cal
endar. 

l\Ir.l\IANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1380) to 
provide for a site for a depot for the Revenue-Cutter Service, re
portecl the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2G9G): which said bill "'and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from tho Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Hou e 
(H. R. 151~5) authorizing the construction of a wagon, toll, and 
electric railway bridge over the l\Iissouri River at Lexington, 
:Mo., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2097); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

:Mr. CURRIER, from the Committee on Elections No. 2, to 
which was referred the House resolution (H. Res. 30G) relating to 
the contested-election case of Bonynge against Shafroth. reportetl 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2705); 
which said resolution and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 

REPORTS. OF CO~Il\IITTEES 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 
Honse, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen ions. to 
which was refened the bill of the Hou e (H. R. 1J1L'3) granting 
a pension to Ella F. Kenncaly, reported the ~arne with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 260S); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calemla;. 

1\Ir. ALDER HEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (II. H .. 3024) granting 
an increase of pension to Ira W aluo. reported the same >vi th amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2GOU) · which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1\Ir. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen-
ions, to which was referred the bill of tl1e Honse (ll. R. 14.8iG) 

granting an increase of pension to Francis Stadler jr., reported 
the Rame with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2G10); 
which said bill ancl report were 1·efened to the Private Calendm·. 

Mr. :MIEHS of Indiana, from tpe Committee on Invalid Pen·· 
sions, to which was r ferrell the bill of the Honse (H. H.. 4152) 
granting au increase of pension to George B. Hartley, reported the 
samo with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2Gl 1); which 
sai.cl bill ancl report were referred to tho Private Calentlar. 

1\Ir. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on In valid Pen
sions, to which was refened the l)ill of the House (H. R. 7373) 
granting a penRion to Harriet J. Woodbury, rcportecl the same 
without amendment, accompani.e<.l by a report (No. ~012); which 
said bi.ll ancl report were referred to the Private CalP.mlar. 

1\fr. SULLOWAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pen~ions, to 
which was referred tho bill of the House (H. R. 740) granting an 
increaFJe of pension to Ira 1\feserve. reported tho samo with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2G1u); which said bill ancl 
report were refened to the Private Calomlar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalhl Pen-
ions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 144. i) 

granting an increase of pension to Charles W. Lee, reported the 
snme with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2614); 
which said bill and report were referred to tho Privato Calendar. 

l\Ir. CROWLEY, from the Committee on InvaliJ Pensions: to 
which was referred the bill of the HonRe (H. R. 15076) granting 
an increase of pension to Lawrence Le Dron, reported the same 
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with amendm...ant, aceompanied by a report (No. 2615); which 
said bil1 and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
"8280) granting an increase of pension to James A. Morrison, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2616); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr.l\IIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14490) granting 
a pe2sion to Degraphenreed P. McKinley, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2617); which said bill 
and report were refened to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refened the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13605) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
E. Conatt, rep"Jrted the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2618); which said bill and report were refened to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14890) granting an increase of pension to 
Alien R. Harris, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2619); whic{l. 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. 14343) granting an increase of pension to 
William Neuborg, reported the same with amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2620Y; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R.14612) granting 
an increase of pension to Myron Imas, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2621); which said bill 
and report were referr.ed to the Private Calendar. · 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15148) granting 
an increase of pension to Armour W. Patterson, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2622); 
which said bill arulreport were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11336) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel R. Hazen, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2623); which 
said bill and.report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13373) grant
ing an increase of pension to William W. Dennis, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2624); 
which ·said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 93.94:) 
granting an increase of pension to Mrs. John Leffler, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2625); 
which said bill and. report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H: R. 12348) granting 
an increase of pension to John Pickering, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2626); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions; to 
which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 10851) granting 
an increase of pension to Nancy Smallwood, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2627); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendal.'. 

Mr. MIERS of Indian-a, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 11827) 
granting an increase of r>ension to Daniel Smith, reported the 
same with am.endmeJ:!t, accompanied by a report (No. 2628); 
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. 934) granting an increase_ of pension to 
Frank Brock, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2629); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to 'Yhich was referr~d the bill of the ~ouse (H. R.10334) granting 
an mcrease of pensiOn to John S. Alhson, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2630); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
!Vhich was refer!ed the ?ill of the House (H. R.1305) granting' an 
mcrease of pens1on to Gilbert A. Kenney, rep·orted the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2ti31) ; which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from ·the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of'" the Home (H. R. 3107) 

granting an increase of pension to James E. Chappall. reported 
the same with am-endment, accompanied by a report (No. 2632); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHE.A.D~from the Committee onlnvalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11374) grant
ing an increase of pension to William Wells, reported the same ·. 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2633); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON,fromtheCommitteeonlnvalidPensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3431) granting an in
crease of pension to William Basnett, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2634); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4341) g1·anting a pen
sion to Henry Armstrong, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2635); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4340) granting an 
increase of pension to Rose MacFarlane, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied hy a report (No. 2636); 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 Senate (S. 5125) granting an increase of pension to Wil
liam 0. White, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2637); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON~ from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3203) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Foster, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2638); which said 
bill and report were referred to the P1ivate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refened the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3616) granting an increase of pension to 
Frances E. Plummer, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2639); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3335) granting an 
increase· of pension to John Waldo, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2640); 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 Senate (S. 538) granting an increase of pension to 
Alice W. Stoodley, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2641); which said bill and repor-t 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2399) granting a pension to Michael Nelli
gan, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 264.2); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 39S9) 
granting an increase of pension to Eugene Schilling, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a rep art (No. :..u43) ; 
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 Senate (S. 3915) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Bollinger, alias Benjamin Bell, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2644); 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 Senate (S. 5349) granting an increase of pension toRe
becca Aum~m, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2645); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

:1\fr. CROWLEY, from ~he Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
!VhiCh was refel!ed the bill of the Senate (S. 5372) granting an 
mcrease of pensiOn to JesEe W. McGahan, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report· (No. 2646); 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 Senate (S. 5230) grantinganincreas.f} of pension to John 
D. Inger, repm·ted the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 2647); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referre<i the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1564) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel W. Working., reported the S3.me without amendment, acA 
companied by a report (No. 26i8); which said bill and report were 
referred to the PriTate Calendar~ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was r-eferred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1808) granting a pension· to James L. Dyer. 
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reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 2649); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri
vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5265) granting an ip.crease of_ pension to 
·James Stout, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 

· by a report (No. 2650); 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 Senate (S. 5289) granting an increase of pensiqn to 
Peter Baker, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2651); 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 Senate (S. 5161) granting an increase of_ pension to 
William H. Seip, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2652) ; which said bill and report were re-
ferred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2183) ·grant
ing an_increase of pension to David L. Miller, reported t:P.e same 
without amendment, accompanied bra report (No. 2653); 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 Senate (S. 5270) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen R. Ostrander, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a 1·eport (No. 2654); 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 Senate (S. 3432) granting an increase of pension to 
Rosaline V. Campbell, reported the same without amendment, ac
'companied by a report (No. 2655); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from theCommitteeoninvalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate:-(S. ,2730) granting an 
increase of pension toJasperN. Jennings, reported the same With
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2656); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 43"3) 
granting an increase of pension to William L. Johnston, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by" a report (No. 
2657); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOW AY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
:which was refened the bill of the Senate· (S. ·5205) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph Dickinson, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2658); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4187) granting an in
crease of pension to William G. Tompkins, reported the same 
Without amendment, a-ccompanied by a report (No. 2659); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. Sl\IITH, from the Comri:Littee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 493) grant
ing an increase of pension to Richard E. Bouldin, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2660); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

:Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referi·ed the bill of the Senate (S.2116) granting.an 
increase of pension to Edna Stevens, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2661); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calenda~. 

' - Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2803) grantiilg an 
mcrease of pension to William H. Ijams, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2662); whichsaid 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5179) granting an in-crease of pension to 
Alonzo Gardner, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2663); which said bill and report were 
1·eferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4337) granting an 
increase of pension to William H. Hess, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2664); 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 Senate (S. 405) granting an increase of pension to Darius 
W. Owens, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 2665); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same 'committee, to which was refen-ed the 

bill of the Senate (S. 5076) granting an increase of pension to 
Stacy Williams, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2666); 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 Senate (S. 5034) granting an increase of pension to 
George A. Miller, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2667); 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 Senate (S. 5101) granting an increase of pension to · 
Lew!s Y. Foster, reported the same without amendment, accom
panied by a report (No. 2668); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. -

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3304) 
granting an increase of pension to Andrew A. Kelley, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
2669); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of ~he Senate (S. 4679) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel R. Shankland, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied .by a repor~ (No. 2670); which said bill and report 
were refen-ed to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5282) granting an increase of pension to 
William P.- Vohn, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2671); 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 Senate (S. 741) granting an increa e of pension to Wil
liam D. Woodworth~ reported the same without amendment. ac
companied by a report (No. 2672); 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 Senate (S. 4223) granting an increase of pension to 
William P. Jackson, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2673); 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 Senate (S. 5213) granting an increase of pension to 
Theodore J. Widvey, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2674) ;. 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 Senate (S: 5111) grant.irig an increase of pension to 
Charles W. Barrett, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2675); which said bill and repor1 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committEe, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 3890) granting an increase of 'pension to 
James N. Culton, reported the £:ame without amendment, ac· 
companied by a report (No. 2676); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Privat3 Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refe1Ted the 
bill of the Senate (S. 5191) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth C. Way, reported the same without amendment, ac
companied by a report (No. 2677); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referrred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to Alex
ander D. Tanyer, reported the same without amendment, accom· 
panied by a report (No. 2678); 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 Senate (8. 73) granting an increase of pension to Wil
liam H. Colville, reported the same without amendment, accom· 
panied by a report (No. 2679); which said bill and report we! e 
referred to the Private Calendar. -

Mr. CROWLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3666) granting an in
crease of pension to James W. Carrier, reported the same with .. 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2680); which sail 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD,from theCommittee on InvalidPensiml!'! ... 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3245) granting an 
increase of pension to Oscar F. Bartlett, reported the same with
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2681); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PATTERSON of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Honse (H. R. 53('9) 
granting an increa-se of pension to John McConnell, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2682) 1 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendb.r. 
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Mr. THOMAS of Iowa, from the Committee on the Judiciary. 

to which was referred the Lill of the Senate (S. 4682) for the re
lief of Henry Bradley, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 2686)-: which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10077} granting 
a pension to Julia A. Henderson, reported the same with amend
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 2690): 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. _13911) granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
Hitt, reported the same with amendment. accompanied by a report 
(No 2693); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
Under clause 2 of Ru1e XXII, committees were discharg-ed from 

the consideration of bills of the following titles; which wel·ethere
npon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 10a4:3) granting a pension to Anna Mansfield
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 10918) for the relief of W. M. Coulling....:..Com
mittee on 11filitary Affa,irs discharged., and referred to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 15186) granting a pension to Albert Sidney 
Coomer-Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
Under clause 3 of Ru1e XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

of the following titles were introduced and severally reterred as 
follows: 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 15253) to protect the monuments 
already erected on the battlefields of Bull Run, Vll'ginia. and other 
monuments that may be there erected-to the Committee on 
Military Affain. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 15254) to 
prev~nt superannuation in the public service-to the Committee 
on Reform in the Civll Service. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 15255) to reclassify employees in the civil 
service-to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. RODEY: A bill (H. R. t5256) to authorize the appoint
ment of police judges in in-COrporated cities, towns, and villages 
in the everal Territories-to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. MORRELL: A bill <IL }{. 15257) extending the provi
sions of the pension laws of the United States to persons engaged 
in the operation and construction of military telegraph lines dur
ing the war of the rebellion-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: A bill (H. R.15258) authorizing the town 
of Otsego, in the county of Wright, and the villags of Elk River, 
Minn .. to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
~By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 15259) to amend section 

3255 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, concerning the 
distilling of brandy from fruits-to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HAY~ A resolution (H. Res.342)relativetofund of the 
Soldiers' Home, District of Columbia-to the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs. · 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 

the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follow : 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 15260) for the relief of 
Edward Cahala.n-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By 1\Ir. BING.li.A.L'f: A bill (H. R. 15261 J granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth Kane-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. BRICK; A bill (H. R. 15262) granting an increase of 
pension to Charles Brick-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By :Mr. BROOKS: A bill (H. R. 15263} granting an increase of 
pension to Henry Hatch-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DRESSER: A bill (H. R. 15264) to correct the military 
record of George Stroop-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRlliCOLL: A bill (H. R. 15265) for the relief of the 
heirs of Asa 0. Ga.llup-to the Committee on Claims. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 15266) for the relief of John Kurtz-to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A bill (H. R. 15267) granting a pension 
to Thomas C. Hughes-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

XXXVITI-327 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 15268) granting an increase 
of pensi<>n to Francis E. Brigham_._to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HEMENWAY: A bill (H. R.15269)grantingapension 
to Anna C. Owen-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JACKSON of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 152·70) granting 
a pension to George Todd-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. • 

By Mr. KYLE: A bill (H. R. 15271) granting an increase of pen
sion to Gavin W. Ryan-to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R.15272) for the relief of the heirs 
at law of Willi~m C. Dixon, deceased-to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. LLOYJ): A bill (H. R. 15273) granting an \ncrease of 
pension to Thomas Hancock-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions . 

. By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 15274:) granting an increase <>f 
pension to Richard Wareham-to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McCREARY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 15275) to 
correct the military record of John Flaherty-to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania~ A bill (H. R. 15276) granting 
an increase of pension toN. Warren Pulsifer-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 15277) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Whatley-to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 15278) for the relief of the legal 
representatives Qf Peter Glenn, deceased-to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL of California: A bill (H. R. 15279) to remove the 
charge of desertion against J. J. Fisher-to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Ru1e XXIT, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Three petitions of citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa., against the passag-e of the Hevburn-Dolliver 
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURNETT: Petition of citizens of Winston County, 
Ala., in favor of a parcels-post bill-to the Committee on the Post-
Office and 'Post-Poad.s. · 

By Mr. CAMPBELL: Petition of Rev. L. D. Noel and 105 
others, of Howard, Kans., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Petition of Councilman D. F. Grady, Dr. 
W. H. Jordan, Eugene J. Dullea': and P. J. Finneran. of Provi
dence, R. I., committee representing the Ancient Order of Riber
nians, advocating the passage of the bill to erect a monument to 
Commodore John Barry-~o the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. CON~L: Petition of the International Association 
of Machinists, Electric City Lodge, No. 230, of Scranton, Pa., in 
favor of the passage of an eight-hour law-to the Committee on 
Labor. 

Also, petition of A. A. Chase, of Scranton, Pa., in favor of bill 
H. R. 8678. to increase the appropriation for agricultural experi
ment stations-to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of Norton Brothers and others, of 
Granville, N. Y .• against the passage of bill H. R. 11964:-to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the United Laborers and Pavers' Union, 
Local No. 9750, of Troy, N. Y., in favor of the eight-hour and 
anti-injunction bills-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DRESSER: Papers to accompany bill to correct the 
military record of George Stroop-to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of the Bronson Chemical Com
pany and others, of Providence. R. I., in favor of the passage of 
bill H. R. 93Ua-to the Committe~ on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. HERMANN: Petition of Shipwrights, Joiners, and 
Caulkers, Local No. 12, of Portland~ Oreg., in favor of an eight
hour bill and an anti-injunction bill-to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HILDEBRANT: Petition of riflemen of Ohio, in favor 
of hills a R. 14:04:7 and S. 5094 and 4:875-to the Committee on 
Militia. 

Also, petition of B. Schlesinger, of Xenia, Ohio, in favor of bill 
H. R . 139g7-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

.P.J o, resolution of the general assembly of Ohio, relative to the 
advancement of T. M. Anderson to the grade of major-general
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany bill to correct the military record of 
Samuel Anderson-to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Resolution of the Twenty
saventh District Republican Club, of New York City, urging an 
amendment of the contract-labor clause of the immigration law
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Als~, resolution of soldiers and sailors of the civil war, of Ocean 
County, N.J. against placing a statue of Gen. R. E. Lee in Stat-

• uary Hall-to the Committee on the Library. 
By Mr. LAMB: P etition of the Chelf Chemica.I Company in 

favor of bill H. R. 9302-to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Petitions of John Decker, Joseph Huchin, 

and Bernard Mintzer, of Brooklyn, N.Y., favoring clause in post
office appropriation bill relative to convict labor___: to the Commit
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McMORRAN: Petition of citizens of Deb:oit, Mich., 
in favor of the passage of bill H. R. 14620-to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. MARTIN: Petition of N. A. Swickard and 41 others, of 
Canton, S. Dak., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. -

By Mr. :MORRELL: Petition of the International Brotherhood 
of Steam Shovel Dredge Firemen, Deck Hands, and Scowmen, of 
Chicago, lll., against the United States Government constructing 
steam dredges. etc.-t.o the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, r esolutions of the Catholic Total Abstinence Union and 
Division No. 16, Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., in favor of bill for erection of a monument to the memory of 
Commodore John Barry-to the Committee on the Library.· 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of Timothy G. Darling and 27 others, 
of Auburn, N.Y., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. REID: Petition of G. H. Cunningham and 12 others, of 
Moulton, Ark., in favor of the Hepburn-Dolliver bill-to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of S. P. Johnson 
and others, of New Decatur, Ala., in favor of the Hepburn-Dol
liver bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Petition of W. B. Alexander 
and others, of Pine Bluff, Ark., against the passage of a parcels
post bill-to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Papers to accompany bill H. R. 
5383, granting an increase of pension -to Samuel Shafer-to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bill H. R. 707, for the relief of W. R. 
McGuire-to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petition of the 1\I. M. Fenner Medicine 
Company, of Fredonia, N.Y., in favor of the passage of bill 
H. R. 9302-to the Committee on Ways and Means. , 

Also, petitions ?f Isaac M. ~ongworthy and.$.... J. Armstmng, 
of Alfred, N. Y., m favor of bill H. R. 9313-to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

SENATE. 
THUR-SDAY, .A-Jn··il21, 1901,. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDw .A.RD EvERETT HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro

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

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

EASTERN RAILROAD AND BOSTON AND MAINE RAILROAD. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu

nication from the Secretary of the Treasm·y, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of March 3, 1903, a report from the Com
missioner of Internal Revenue relative to the amounts paid as 
taxes by the Eastern Railroad Company and the Boston and Maine 
Raih'oad in excess of the amount legally due under the acts of 
Cong1·ess; which, on motion of Mr. LODGE, was, with the accom
panying paper, ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

REJECTED OR &USPENDED CL.A.IliS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu

nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of the 16th instant, a report from the 
Auditor of the War Department relative to all claims for horses 
and other property lost in the military service of the United 
States; which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to printed. 

:ESTATE OF JAMES BOYCE, DECEASED. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu

nication from the Attorney-General, transmitting, in further re
sponse to a resolution of the 16th instant, an additional judgment 
rendered by the Com·t of Claims in the Indian depredation case 
of Henry W. Boyce, administrator of James Boyce, deceased, not 
heretofore reported to Congress; which, with the accompanying 

paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and or-
dered to be printed. ' 

LIST OF JUDGMENTS. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com

munication from the_ Secretary of t~e Treasury, transmitting, in 
:·esponse to a resolution of the 16th msta~t, an additional list of 
Judgments rendered by the Com·t of Claims amountingto$4 235.73 
whicp. have been p~·es~nted to t~e Treasury Departmex'tt, and 
reqmre an. appropnation for then· payment; which, with the 
accompanymg paper, was referred to the Committee on Appro
priations, and ord~red to be printed. 

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

BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2816) to amend section 3095 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to manner of importation· 

A bill (S. 4375) ~ amend s.ection 24 of the act approv~d Decem
ber 21, 1898, entitled "An act to amend the laws relating to 
American seamen, for the protection of such seamen, and to pro
mote commerce;" and 

A bill (S. 5454) permitting the Ozark and Cherokee Central 
Railroad Company and the Arkansas Valley and Western Rail
war Go~pany, and each or either of them, to sell and convey 
therr rap.roads and othe:: prope!tY in the Indian Territory to the 
St. Lams and San FranciSco Railroad Company or to the GhicaO'o 
Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company, and for other purpo~s: 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amen?-ment of ~h~ Senate to the bp.l (H. R .. 11963) regulating the 
practice of mediCme and surgery m the Indian Territory. 

The :nessa;ge ~ther .ann~mnced that the House had passed the 
followmg bills; m which It requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 875) for the relief of Harry C. Mix· 
A bill (H. R. 7262) to provide for the allotme~t of lands in 

severalty to Indians in the State of New York and extend pro
tection of the laws of the United States and of 'the State of New 
York over them; to provide for the sale of lands now leased in 
perpetuity, and to provide for disposition of the so-called'; Ogden 
claim·'' 

A bin (H. R. 8690) to amend the law relating to taxation in the 
District of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 13298) to amend section 2327 of the Revised 
Statu~s of the United States, relating to land; 

A bill (H. R. 14467) to amend chapter 508 of the United States 
S_tatu~s at Large, volu:ne 32, Part I_, Fifty-seventh Congress, en
titled An act to estabhsh and proVIde for a clerk for the circuit 
andd district courts of the United States held at Wilmington, N. C.; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 15014) to enable the Secretary of War to permit 
the erection of a lock and dam in aid of navigation in the Tennes
see River, near Chattanooga, Tenn., and for other purposes. 

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

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

A bill (H. R. 7634) to establish a life-saving station in Sussex 
County, State of Delaware; 

A bill (H. R. 8878) to extend the provisions of the act of Janu
ary 21, 1903, to the Osage Reservation, in Oklahoma Territory 
and for other purposes; ' 
. A bill (H. ~· 96~8) to amend the first section of an act provid
mg that t~e crrcmt court of appeals for the fifth judicial circuit 
of the Umted States shall hold at least one term of said court 
annually in the cHy of Montgomery, in the State of Alabama · 
approved .January 30, 1903; ' 

. A bill ~H. R. 1041.8) to ratify and amend an agreement with the 
S1oux tnbe of Indians of the Rosebud Reservation in South Da
kota, and making appropriation and provision to carry the same 
into effect; 

A bill (H. R. 10891) for thA relief of Julius A. Kaiser 
A bill (H. R. 11128) to modify and amend an agreen{ent with 

the Indians of .the Devils Lake Reservation, in North Dakota, to 
accept and ratify the same as amended, and making appropriation 
and provision t.o carry the same into effect· 

A ~ill (H. R. 11968) to incorporate the Washington Sanitary 
Housmg Company; 

A bill (H. R.12147) to amend chapter 749, second session Fifty
seven~h Con~ress approved February 23, 1903. being "An act to 
establish Umted States courts at Wilkesboro, N.C.;" 

A bill (H. R. 12655) for the relief of John Bremond· 
A bill (H. R. 13~09) .a?thorizing the Secre~ary of W~r to trans

fer to the Columbia Military Academy certam property in Maury 
County, Tenn.; 

A bill (H. R. 14413) permitting the building of a dam across the 

.. 
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