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methods being used in Congress against reporting at once the I the erection of a suitable memorial at the National capital in 
Ste\ens bill, for repeal of duty 'On wood pulp-to the Committee recognition of the services of the enlisted men of the Army, 
on Ways and Means. Navy, and Marine Corps, which was referred to the Committee 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of citizens <>f Milford and North on the Library. 
Attleboro, Muss., for amendment to Sherman antitrust law, for He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 2, United 
the Pearre bill regulating injunctions, employers' liability bill, Hatters of North America, of Bethel, Conn.; of sundry union 
and national eight-hour law-to the Committee on the Judiciary. labor men of Charleston, W. Ya., and of sundry citizens of 

By Mr. WILSON <>f Pennsylvania: Petitions <>f Local Uni<>n .1. Tewark, N. J., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
No. 287 of the International Brotherhood of Blacksmiths and to the so-called "Sherman antitrust law," relating to labor or· 
Horseshoers and others, of Galeton, Pa., for amendment to the ganizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Sherman antitrust law, for the Pearre bill regulating issuance Judiciary. 
of injunctions, employers' liability bill, and national eight-hour He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 247, Inter-
bill-to the Committee on the Judiciary. national Brotherhood of Stationary Firemen, of Li bon Falls, 

By Mr. WOOD: Petition of Excelsior Lodge, No. 11, Brother- 1\Ie.; of Local Lodge No. 23, International Brotherhood of Pulp, 
hood of Locomotive Firemen and Engineers, of Phillip burg, SuJphite, and Paper Mill Workers, of Berlin, N. H., and of A.di
N. J., for pending bills having for their object the presenution ronduck Local Lodge, No. C5, International Brotherhood of 
of the lives of locomotive firemen-to the Committee on Inter- Pnlp, Sulphite, and Paper ·J\Iill Workers, of Piercefield, N. Y., 
state and Foreign Commerce. remonstrating against the repeal of the duty on white paper, 

Also, petition of James Horan, of Trenton, N. J"., praying for wood pulp, and the materials used in the manufacture thereof, 
legislation to modify the antitrust law, to regulate and limit which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
the issuance of injunctions, for employers' liability, .and for the Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 15, Inter
extension of the eight-hour law-to the Committee on the national Brotherhood of Paper Makers, Pulp, Sulphite, and 
Judiciary. Paper Mill Workers, of Lisbon Fulls, :Me., remonstrating against 

Also, petitions of directors of the Trades League of Philadel- the repeal of the duty on white paper, wood pulp, nnd the ma
phiu and of the Union League Club, of Chicago, for H. R. 10457, terials used in the manufacture thereof, which was refetTed to 
for forest reservations in White Mountains and Southern Appa- 1 the Committee on Finance. 
lachlan Mountains-to the Committee on Agriculture. He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 1663, of Bath, 

SENATE. 

SATURDAY, April, ~5, 1908. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. EDWARD E. HALE. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 

proceedings when, on request <>f Mr. TELLER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
ESTIMATE OF A.Pl>ROPBIATION. _ 

The VICE-PRESIDE~"'T laid before the Senate a communi
cation from the Sect·etary of the Treasury, transmitting a let
ter from the Secretary of State submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for inclusion in the diplomatic and consular ap
propriation bill relative to the preparation of reports and ma
terials necessary to enable the Secretary of State to utilize and 
carry out the work partly performed by the Joint High Com
mission in 1898 for the settlement of questions relating to 
Canada, etc., which, with the accompanying paper, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

.A. message from the House of Representatives, by 1\Ir. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
~589) granting an increase of pension to Susan M. X eo man, 
with an amendment, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amemlment of the Senate to the bill (II. R. 17874) granting 
pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the civil war and certain widows and dependent children of 
soldiers of said war, with amendments, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 6028) to pro-ride for safety of life on nayigable 
waters during regattas or marine parades. 

VISITORS TO WEST POINT. 

The VICE-PRESIDE..~..IT appointed 1\fr. But.KELEY and Mr. 
McCREARY members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the 
Senate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the 
Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., in compliance with 
section 1327 of the Reyised Statutes of the United States. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Tbc VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of Third Divi
sion, Ancient Order of .Hibernians, of Hartford, Conn., remon
strating against the ratification of the treaty of arbitration be
tween the United States and Great Britain, which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition <>f the Merchants' Association of 
the State of New York, praying for the appointment of a cur
rency commission, which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

lle also presented a petition of Phil Sheridan Post, No. 14, 
Department of the Potomac, . Grand Army of the Republic, of 
Washington. D. C., praying that an appropriation be m~de for 

Me., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so
called .. Sherman antitrust law" relating to labor organiza
tions, which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Greene, :M:e., 
pra:y-ing for the passage of the so-culled " rural parcels-post bill," 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices :and Post
Roads. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Union No. 182, 
International Molders' Union of Belle"\ille, ill., and u. petition 
of sundry citizens of Johnson City, Ill., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the so-called " Sherman antitrust 
law" relating to labor organizations, which were referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the National Business League 
of Chicago, Ill., praying for the enactment of legislation pro
viding for the enlargement of the Navy of the United States, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

1\Ir. PLATT presented petitions of the American Publishers' 
Association of New York City, N. Y., and of the .A. ociated 
Press, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the repeal of the 
duty on white paper, wood pulp, and the materials used in the 
manufacture thereof, which were referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Buffalo, . ..r. Y., remonstrating against the passage of the so
called "Aldrich currency bill," which was ordered to lie on th~ 
table. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants' As ociation 
of New York "'City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla
tion providing for the appointment of a commission to consider 
changes in the present currency system, which was ordered to 
lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Brooklyn, Cohoes, ilion, Lockport, and Olean, all in the State 
of New York, praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the so-called "Sherman antitrust law' relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

l\Ir. WETMORE presented a memorial of Local Division No. 
19, .Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Providence, R. I., and a 
memorial of Local Division No. 10, Irish National Foresters, 
of Central Fulls, R. I., remonstrating against the ratification 
of the treaty of arbitration between the United States and 
Great Britain, which were or<fered to lie on the table. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Woonsocket, R. I., praying for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the so-called "Sherman antitrust law" relating to 
labor organizations, which were referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 1 

1\Ir. BRA..:t\'DEGEE presented a petition of the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to establish a national forest reser\e in the Southern .Appa
lachian and White Mountains, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. i 

Mr: ST.EWA.ll.T presented a petition of Local Grn.nge No. 23, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Sheffield, \t., prn ing for the pas
sage of the so-culled "rurnl parcels-post bill," and also fGi" the 
passage of the so-culled " Crumpacker bill " pronding for the 
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employment of additional clerks for the taking of the Thirteenth 
and subsequent censuses, which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

1\fr. LODGE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Mon
son, 1\fass., and a petition of sundry citizens of Boston, Mass., 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the so
called "Sherman antitrust law" relating to labor organizations, 
which were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

1\fr. CURTIS presented a petition of the Zodiac Club, of Law
rence, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation provid
ing for competiti"re examinations for clerks employed in the 
taking of the Thirteenth and subsequent censuses, which was 
referred to the Committee on the Census. 

He also presented petitions of sundry labor organizations of 
Fort Scott, Parsons, Pittsburg, and Kansas City, all in the 
State of Kansas, praying for the adoption of certain amend
ments to the so-called!' Sherman antitrust law" relating to labor 
organizations, which were referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Mr. DII .. LINGHAM. presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Berlin, Vt., and a petition of sundry citizens of Hartland and 
Taftsville, Vt., praying for the passage of the so-called " par
cels-post bill," which were referred to the Committee on Post
Offices and Post-Roads. 

1\fr. STEW ART presented a petition of Local Union No. 28, 
Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of 
America, of Rutland, Vt., praying for the adoption of certain 
amendments to the so-called "Sherman antitrust law" relating 
to labor organizations, which was referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a petition of Tunxis Grange, No. 
13, Patrons of Husbandry, of Bloomfield, Conn., praying for the 
passage of the so-called "rural parcels-post bill," which was re
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Third Di-vision, Ancient Or
der of Hibernians, of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against 
the ratification of the treaty of arbitration between the United 
States and Great Britain, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

.Mr. BRANDEGEE presented a memorial of Third Division, 
Ancient Order of Hibernians, of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the treaty of arbitration between the 
United States and Great Britain, which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

He also presented a petition of the City Club of Chicago, Ill., 
and a petition of the Trades League of Philadelphia, Pa., pray
ing for the enactment of legislation to establish a national for
est reserve in the Southern Appalachian and White Mountains, 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 
Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 

was referred the bill (S. 6074) to provide for holding terms of 
the United States circuit and district courts at Springfield, 
Mass., reported it without amendment. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 130) to constitute Eastport, Idaho, in 
the customs collection dish·ict of Montana and Idaho, a subport 
of entry and delivery, asked to be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Com
merce, which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 
Mr. FRYE introduced a. bill (S. 6826) to correct the military 

record of Albert S. Austin, which was read twice by its title 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6827) granting an incre..ase 
of pension to Christian Paul, . which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. GUGGENHEIM introduced the following bills, which 
were severally read twice by their titles and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6828) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
A. Wyeth; 

A bill ( S. 6829) granting an increase of pension to Willard 
1\lorris (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 6830) granting an increase of pension to Theo
dore D. Mather (with accompanying papers). 

1\fr. GORE introduced a bill (S. 6831) providing for the 
platting and selling of that part of the southwest quarter and 
the west half of the southeast quarter of section 14 in town
ship 7 north, range 10 west of Indian meridian, lying south of 
the right of way of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail
way Company, situated in the county of Caddo, Okla., for town
site purpo~es, which was read twice by its title and referred to 
the Committee on rndian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 6832) pro-viding for the holding 
of the United States district courts at Hugo, Okla., which was 
read twice by its title and referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill ( S. 6833) granting an honorable dis
charge of George Vandegriff, which was read twice by its title 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

1\fr. WARREN submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $2,446.34 to pay Howard B. Carpenter the balance due 
him for survey of boundary line between the States of Idaho 
and :Montana, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com
mittee on .Appropriations and ordered to be priJ!.i:ed. 

1\lr. DIXON submitted an amendment providing that the un
expended balance of appropriation in pursuance of treaty stip
ulations for subsistence and civilization of the Northern Chey
enne and Arapahoes for the year 1907 be appropriated and 
made available for the fiscal rear ending June 30, 1908, etc., 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 
bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompany
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

AMENDMENT TO OMNIBUS PUBLIC BUILDINGS BILL. 
Mr. BROWN submitted an amendment proposing that the 

limit of cost of the United States post-office and site at Kear
ney, Nebr., be increased from $85,000 to $110,000, intended to 
be proposed by him to the onmibus public buildings bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds 
and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENTS TO OMNIBUS CLAIMS BILL. 
1\fr. WETMORE submitted two amendments intended to be 

proposed by him to House bill 15372, known as the " omnibus 
claims bill," which were ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE submitted an amendment- intended to be 
proposed by him to House bill 15372, known as the " omnibus 
claims bill," which was ordered to lie on the table and be 
printed. 

Mr. WARREN submitted an amendment intended to be pro
posed by him to House bill 15372, known as the " omnibus 
claims bill," which was referred to the Committee on Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

WILLIAM EOLDENWECK. 
Mr. CULLOM. I should like to call up the bill (S. 890) for 

the relief of William Boldenweck, assistant treasurer of the 
United States at Chicago. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill wiU be read for .the infor
mation of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. The naval appropriation bill has been continued 
so long that it is essential that it should be passed to-day. I 
must object after this to any time being taken for the consid
eration of bills. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope this bill will take but a few moments. 
Mr. HALE. If it gives rise to any debate, of course I must 

object. 
Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 
The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, 

the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. It authorizes the proper accounting officers of the 
Treasury, in settling the accounts of William Boldenweck, as
sistant treasurer of the United States at Chicago, to pass to the 
credit of said Boldenweck the sum of $173,000, being the sum 
which was stolen from the subtreasury at Chicago during the 
year 1907. 

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

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HALE. I ask that the naval appropriation bill be pro
ceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 20471) making appropriations for 
the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1909, and 
for other_purposes. · 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington (Mr. 
PILES]. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 85, line 17, before the words " first
class battle ships," strike out " two " and insert " four." 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. [Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it. 
The noes have it, and the amendment is disagreed to. 
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1\Ir. HALE. I would be very glad to have the bill disposed 
of in that way, but hvo or three Senators-

Mr. PILES. Mr. President--
1\Ir. HALE. If the Senator will wait a moment, if no Sen

ator desires further to debate the bill, I am entirely willing 
and ready for a vote, and will call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. rresident, my purpose in rising is 
to present an amendment if there is no amendment pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in Committee of the 
Whole and open to amendment. 

Mr. FRYE. There is one pending. 
1\Ir. CULBERSON. I inquired if there was an amendment 

pending. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no amendment pending. 
1\Ir. HALE." I withdraw the call for the yeas and nays. 
1\Ir. CULBERSON. I offer the following as an additional 

section. 
Mr. PILES. Mr. President~-
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 

to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Let the amendment proposed by me be 

read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. T}le Secretary will read the amend

ment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 

the following paragraph : 
That none of the amounts herein appropriated for construction shall 

be expended where any laborer or mechanic doing any part of the work 
contempla.ted by the contract, in the employ of the contractor or any 
subcontractor contracting for any part of said work contemplated, sha.ll 
be required or permitted to work more than eight hours in any one 
calendar day 'upon such work except upon permission granted by the 
Secretary of the Navy during time of war or a time where war is 
imminent, or where any great.national emergency exists: And provided 
tw·ther, That the contractor contracting with the United States shall, 
in the event of the violation of said covenant as to hours of labor, for
feit to the United States the sum of $5 for each laborer Oi' mechanic for 
every calendar day for which be shall have been required or permitted 
to labor more than eight hours upon the work under sucb contract. 

.Ur. PILES. Mr. President, I understand that the amendment 
I proposed to the pending bill was \Oted upon. I had gone out 
of the Chamber for a few moments to meet a gentleman from 
my State. .My understanding was that several Senators desired 
to address the Senate and that the matter was to be further con
sidered. I should like to haYe the amendment reconsidered and 
brought again before the Senate. If not, I reserve the right to 
renew my amendment in the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. That right, undoubtedly, the Senator will have. 
Mr. PILES. I do not think the amendment ought to be dis

posed of in the way it was. I do not think an amendment of 
this character and importance ought to be taken up and passeu 
upon suddenly 'Yhen the Senator who offered it had been called 
out of the Chamber. For that reason I hope the Senator from 
Maine will consent to a reconsideration ·of the question and let 
us have a vote upon it. 

.Mr. HALE. I did not push the vote. The Chair put the 
question to a vote, as was proper. The Senator from Rhode 
Island [Ur. ALDRICH] was to speak first to-day and was present, 
and he stated that in order to have a vote, he did not care to 
go on, and the Chair put the Yote, as was naturaL There has 
been no attempt on anybody's part to foreclose the amendment 
or debate upon it. All the rights that the Senator from Wash
ington or any Senator has will be entirely preserved in the Sen
a te. There will be no a ttempt in this case to prevent a square 
tand-up Yote of the Senate finally on the proposition. The 

Senator will get all his rights. I did not push the matter. 
1\f r. PILES. I will ask the Senator if he does not think, then, 

that under all the circumstances the vote ought to be recon
sidered and the amendment taken up in the usual way in Com
mittee of the Whole? 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator thinks that that is preferable, I 
will not object. Either way would take the same length of time. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. It can be offered in the Senate. 
Mr. HALE. As the Senator from Indiana says, it can be of-

fered in the Senate. . 
1\lr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to understand the parliamentary 

condition as clearly as poEsible. I am not nearly so well versed 
in parliamentary procedure as the Senator from l\Iaine, but I 
understand that wl:.en the bill goes out of Committee of the 
Whole and is in the Senate it is still open to amendment. 

l\Ir. HALE. It is open to amendment. 
Mr. ALDRICH. In every part. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. And the amendment of the Senator from 

Washington can be offered in the Senate as though it never 
had been offered before . 

.Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 
1\.lr. BE.VERIDGE. And then the bill with the amendment is 

still open to debate in the Senate as much as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

.Mr. HALE . .As to that or any other amendment. 
Mr. TELLEn. Mr. President--
1\fr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana is clearly right 

in his st.:'ltement. 
I\lr. BEVERIDGE. I merely want it so tbat we may under

stand it. I was not sure myself. Of course the Senator from 
Maine and the Senator from Rhode I sland are masters of par
liamentary procedure. So we do understand that when the 
bill comes out of Committee of the Whole into the Senate the 
rights of the Senator from Washington are not impaired, and 
he will then have the right to offer his amendment again in the 
Senate just as fully as in Committee of the Whole and to debate 
it to that extent. 

1\Ir. HALE. Then, on the suggestion of the Senator from 
Indiana, I will ask that we shall go on with the bill. 

Mr. PILES. I prefer that the amendment shall now be re
considered and that we shall proceed with it in the manner 
in which we were proceeding upon it originally. The RECORD 
now shows that the amendment was defeated, and I think it 
would be better under all the circumstances to have the amend
ment proceed on the same line we were proceeding with it be
fore the vote was taken upon the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washing
ton move a reconsideration of the vote by which the amendment 
was rejected? 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. PILES. Certainly. 
.1\Ir. HALE. The Senator need not move to reconsider it. If 

the Senator is not content with the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Indiana, I am entirely willing that by unanimous 
consent the vote shall be regarded as reconsidered and the 
amendment be before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to a reconsidera
tion of the vote by which the amendment was rejected? The 
Chair hears none. The amendment is before the Senate, and 
the question is upon agreeing to the s!lme. 

.1\Ir. TELLER. I rose to make that suggestion. That was 
the only purpose I had in rising, and it is now disposed of. I 
suppose the debate will go on as if the vote had not been taken. 

1\Ir. HALE. Yes; and in the meantime the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is the one 
offered by the Senator from Washington. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I withdraw the amendment proposed by 
myself until the other is disposed of. 

Mr. HALE. That is better. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is the one 

offered by the Senator from Washington. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment. 

1\Ir. ALDRICH. 1\Ir. President, the pending proposition is 
to authorize four ships of a certain type instead of two as 
suggested by the Committee on Naval Affairs in a bill makmg 
appropriations for the extension and the support of the Navy 
for the coming fiscal year. The bill carries aggregate appro
priations in excess of $123,000,000. The extraordinary con
tention of the Senator from Washington [.1\Ir. PILEs] and the 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] that this amendment is 
one of great national and international importance, and that 
the governments and cabinets of the world are waiting breath
lessly upon the decision of the Senate upon it, if it were not 
for certain serious aspects of the case, would be simply 
ludicrous. 

If the Senator from Indiana had said to the Senate that the 
question whether the recommendations of the British Admiralty 
as to whether they should build one ship or three ships of the 
D1·eaanought type was a question which involved the peace of 
the world, one which involved the honor and the supremacy of 
Great Britain, that statement would have been considered ab
surd. Is there anything about the condition of the United 
States that takes away the element of absurdity from the 
proposition made by the Senator from Indiana? I think not. 

I have said that there were certain very serious aspects to 
this case. I regret exceedingly the tone of the remarks of the 
Senator from Washington and the Senator from Indiana upon 
the floor on yesterday. I suggest to Senators that a self
respecting nation, jealous of its rights and its powers and feel
ing its responsibilities as a member of the great family of na
tions, would look with more disfavor upon insinuations and 
innuendoes made upon the floor of the American Senate by per
sons claiming to have the authority of the President of the 
United States than they would upon open threats or open mani
festations of hostility. 

The suggestions that there are nations professing friendly 
reln.tions with the United States that have designs not to be 
spoken of above a whisper that would be detrimental to the 
interests of the United States, should certainly not be stated 
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here unless known to be true. These insinuations should not 
in any eyent affect our vote on the pending amendment. 

Does any Senator suppose that our friendly or unfriendly 
relations with other countries is to be determined by the fact 
that we lli'l-ve thirty-thl:·ee battle ships instead of thirty-one? If 
there is any nation that has designs upon us, are they likely to 
yield their purposes if we have thirty-three battle ships instead 
of thirty-one? Does any Senator have any such idea? 

:Mr. President, in my opinion neither the Senator from Indiana 
nor the Senator from Washington had any authority to speak 
for the President of the United States in this regard, and when 
the Senator from Indiana said in his place in the Senate that 
if this amendment was to be considered in executi-ve session 
it would receive the unanimous vote of the Senate--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr . .ALDRICH (continuing). Plainly stating as plain as lan

guage could, that there are in existence facts known to him and 
perhaps known to others that would lead the Senate, if they 
were -voting free and with a knowledge of the facts, to an oppo
site conclusion--

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator, of course, does not want to 
misquote me nor any man, nor to do any man an injustice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; certainly not. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not my remarks here, and I have 

not had time to go o-ver them. Otherwise they would ha-ve ap
peared in the RECORD. I ha-ve sent for them and will have them 
in a moment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will pardon me just a mo

ment. Neither the Senator from Washington nor myself said 
to the Senate that we spoke on the authority of the President 
any more than any other Senator might. I made distinct refer
ence only to his message, and I said-and I have my remarks 
downstairs and will get them-that what he might have in his 
mind no man knew. 

As to the executive session, the Senator is again wrong. The 
Senator from Maine [Mr. liALE] put to me the question, naming 
a certain foreign friendly power, whether I thought there was 
any similarity in the situation between us and that specific 
power and the situation that existed between that power and 
another friendly power prior to a recent war. I responded
and the Senator from Maine [l\Ir. FRYE], sitting in his seat in 
front of me, said from his chair "that is right "-that it was 
not proper to discuss a possible conflict, in my judgment, upon 
the floor of the Senate in open, or even hardly in executive, 
session when naming particular powers. The Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] instantly recognized that, and said he 
thought that it was true, and withdrew his question. 

Mr. President, I merely make this interruption so that the 
Senator may not go on upon a misapprehension. I did very 
carefully and definitely state, and it will be found in my re
marks, the exact limitations to which I thought we might go in 
debate upon that question. 

While I am on my feet I will say that I had and I shall 
later on in the debate produce speeches by a very eminent Sena
tor--

1\Ir. ALDRICH. That is hardly an answer. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; it is merely a correction; but if the 

Senator does not want me to make the statement I shall not 
make it. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. But I do not like to have you make too 
many speeches in my time. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Of course I will not say more than I 
think the exigencies call for. I have and, if necessary, I shall 
produce speeches made heretofore by an eminent Senator, a vet
eran Senator, where the limitations of debate upon such a ques
tion as this that I yesterday marked out were not at all fol
lowed, but were e..'S:.ceeded, and where trouble between this and 
another friendly power was set forth in such vigorous terms 
that it got the attention of the entire country. I suppose the 
older Senators here will remember that debate. Also I shall 
produce the speeches of other very distinguished Senators of 
like character. By them I shall show that my remarks yester
day were moderate and mild compared with theirs on former 
occasions. 

Mr. ll.A.LE. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Maine? 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
l\fr. HALE. I only wish to have the Senator yield that I 

may co!ltribute my clear recollection. The Senator from In
diana. has not stated all that was said. When reference was 
made to the discussion in executive session, and when it was 
said that only there and in an extreme case should it be dis
cussed, the Senator from Indiana did say that if this matter 

could be discussed in executive session there would be no vote 
against four ships. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 
1\fr. HALE. My recollection is--
1\Ir . .ALDRICH. That was my statement of what the Sen

ator from Indiana said. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Rhode Island 

permit me? 
The VICE-PRESIDE...~T. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator desires to withdraw the 

statement or explain it, I am quite willing to yield. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have my speech, which when published 

will stand the test. The Senator from Maine must do me the 
justice to say--

1\Ir. ALDRICH. I am talking about the speech as made and 
not as it will appear in the RECORD. 

1\Ir. HALE. Other Senators heard all this. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Very well; all right. The speech will ap

pear just as it was made. But I have no objection to anything 
I said if other Senators do. It was not said in executi-ve session. 
l\Iy recollection of what I said in answer to the Senator from 
:Maine is that I said nobody knew what information the Chief 
Executi-ve, the Commander in Chief of the NaYy, has. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. The statement was not in that connection. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes, in that connection; and I said that 

doubtless if we could discuss this matter fully there would not 
be many votes against it. Executive session was not mentioned. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. My recollection is perfectly plain, and I am 
willing to leave it to the recollection of Senators who heard 
the Senator from Indiana. The impression made upon me, and 
I assume it is the impression made upon every Senator, was 
that there were facts in this case known to the Senator from 
Indiana that would have changed the result if they were known 
publicly. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but 
what I did say was that no man knew what facts the President 
had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not what I am talking about. That 
is not the statement I am discussing. The impression made 
upon my mind, and, I think, the impression made generally, 
was that there were facts in existence in this case that, if they 
were known to the Senate generally, would change the •result 
of this vote. I -venture to deny for the President of the United 
States and for the Administration and for the members of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations, who, I hope, will be heard 
from in this connection, that there are any facts with refer
ence to our relations with any friendly power that if they 
became known would affect the question now pending before 
the Senate. 

It is undoubtedly true that the President of the United 
States is in favor of four battle ships; he has made his posi
tion known to the Senate and to Senators; but that he is in 
favor of this change for any such considerations as those urged 
by the Senator from Indiana on yesterday I deny. Now, if 
there are any such facts within the knowledge of the Senator 
from Indiana, he is bound to say so to the Senate and to the 
country. I think there are none. 

1\Ii.". President, the Senator from Indiana says that if we 
vote for four battle ships peace is secured, and that everything 
is to be harmonious and lovely in the future; but that if we 
vote for only two battle ships that there is great danger of 
war, and that e-very evil to which mankind is liable is certain 
to result if the Senate declines to follow his judgment and his 
opinion. 

The Senator from Indiana says that we should not have had 
the Spanish war if we had had two more battle ships in 1898. 
Everyone who knows anything of the circumstances under 
which that war was brought about and the attitude which 
Spain was obliged to take by reason of conditions in her own 
country and not here, realizes that statement is very far from 
the facts. If we had had forty battle ships at that time Spain 
would have been obliged to go to war to preserve her Govern
ment at home, if for no other reason. 

The Senator from Indiana said that Great Britain owes her 
exemption from war to her great navy, and that she could not 
have carried on the Boer war successfully-perhaps the Senator 
should like to interrupt me about that-unless she had a great 
navy. Is there anything in the facts to justify that statement? 
I think not. The Boer war did not grow out of the fact that 
Great Britain had a navy. It was carried on in spite of the 
fact that Great Britain had a navy. It was not pllt down by 
the use of the navy. The navy of Great Britain had no more 
to do with it than the Navy of the United States, either 1n its 
inception or in its conclusion. 
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.Mr. NELSON. l\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDEXT. Does· the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
1\Ir. ALDlliCH. Certainly. 
l\fr. NELSON. I desire to call the Senator's attention to the 

fact that the American mules, which the British succeeded in 
getting in the Boer country, enabled them to succeed in that 
war. 

llr. ALDRICH. I think that that fact had more to do with 
it than the na>y of Great Britain. 

The Senator from Washington and the Senator from In
diana assume that there is something almost sacred about the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Washington for four 
ships. As I haYe said, why four ships and not five; why not 
six, or seven, or ten? If there is some great war cloud hanging 
over this country, if the Pacific Ocean is to be, as the Senator 
from Washington says, the storm center of a great conflict, 
why does the Senator from Washington show this modesty and 
forbearance with reference to the safety of his constituents? 

Mr. PILES. l\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Washington? 
l\fr. ALDRICH. I do. 
l\fr. PILES. I wish to say to the Senator from Rhode Island 

that I did not speak with any authority of the President. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am glad to hear one disclaimer. We may 

have perhaps another disclaimer from the Senator from In
diana. I do not know whether he is going to make it later or 
not. I hope he is. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I dislike to interrupt the Senator any 
more, but I wish to answer him. 

Mr. PILES. I read the portion of the President's special 
message to Congress which I thought was necessary for me to 
present in the course of the remarks I made. I have had no 
communication with the President on this subject, direct or in
direct. I got my communication from him through his message. 

I beg the Senator's pardon, but I made no statement yester
day that the Pacific Ocean was to be the storm center of any 
war or that we were to have any war. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. Mr. President--
1\fr. PILES. If the Senator will pardon me a moment--. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
1\fr .• PILES. What I said was that if we had a war, the Pa

cific Ocean would be the storm center of that war. That was my 
statement. 

1\fr. ALDRICH. If we should get into war with Germany, I 
suppose the Pacific Ocean would not be the storm center. 

Mr. PILES. I maintain, and I think it must be apparent to 
all men who have thought of the situation, that if we do have 
a war, the next war we will have will be on the Pacific Ocean. 
I apprehend no war, but I wish to state, as I said yesterday, 
that in my judgment if we do have a war the Pacific Ocean will 
be the storm center of that war. 

1\ir. ALDRICH. That is what I am finding fault with, or 
trying to find fault with, in my feeble way. The Senator made 
a statement that the Pacific Ocean would be the storm center. I 
suggested then that that was only another way of saying that 
there is a possibility of war. with Japan. There is no other 
power with which we could engage in war in which the Pacific 
Ocean could be made the storm center. 

What I am objecting to as strongly as I can is the insinua
tions made by both Senators that there is some mysterious, 
baneful influence or disaster hanging over the people of the 
United States that should force us to favor four battle ships, 
and I was discussing the sacredness of this number. I should 
like to have some Senator tell me why thirty-three battle ships 
instead of thirty-one can be relied upon to preserve the peace 
of the world. Does any Senator here think that Great Britain, 
for instance, if we should have differences with her, would yield 
her convictions as to what her honor or her interest required 
because the United States had thirty-three battle ships instead 
of thirty-one? 

If there is any danger of a conflict between the United States 
and any power, does any Senator suppose that that power, 
whether Japan or Great Britain, or any other country on the 
face of the globe, would change their convictions of duty to 
themselves and to their people simply because the United States 
has two more battle ships? The contention, Senators, is abso
lutely absurd. 

The Senator from Indiana also proposes to try Senators as to 
their loyalty to the Navy and its traditions and its prowess upon 
the question whether they are going to vote in this body for 
four battle ships or for two. I will say to him and to the Senator 
from Washington that there were patriotic Senators who de
voted their time and their energies successfully to the upbuild-

ing and the preservation of the American Navy before the ad
vent of the Senator from Indiana or the Senator from Washing
ton. I have misread the history of my country--

1\fr. PILES. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is

land yield to the Senator from Washington? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. PILES. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode Is

land if he heard me make any statement in my remarks which 
challenged the patriotism of any Senator on this floor--

1\Ir. ALDRICH. No; perhaps not--
Mr. PILES. Or that, by the greatest stretch of imagination, 

could be assumed--
Mr. ALDRICH. Perhaps not their patriotism, but their judg

ment. When the Senator said that we have a fleet composed 
largely of ships of an obsolete type, I think that was an inti
mation that the men who are controlling the e matters, both 
in the Department and in Congress, had not kept abreast with 
the times, at least in providing for the construction of a Navy. 

1\ir. PILES. Mr. President, if the Senator will pardon me a 
moment, the Senator is mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 
.M:r. PILES. My statement was that there were eleven, as I 

understood, of the thirty-one battle ships that are of an obso
lete type. I said nothing more and nothing less than that and 
I meant not to impugn any Senator's motive or the moti~e of 
anyone else in not keeping our Navy up to the standard. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not suggesting that the Senator from 
Washington or the Senator from Indiana impugned the motive 
of anybody. But if I heard the Senator from Indiana cor
rectly or understood the force of his argument, it was that we 
had reached a crisis in national affairs, and that whether a 
Senator was loyal to the American Navy, whether he was loyal 
to ~e great principles of peace, whether he was loyal to a 
des1re to promote the future welfare of his country was to de
pend upon whether he would vote for four battle ships. We 
were held up, as it were, and told that the President of the 
United States having asked for four battle ships, we could not 
refuse without ignoring the experience of the world without 
turning our back upon the American Navy and pu'tting the 
Unite'd States into a position where she would be defenseless 
in case of a war, which seemed to be impending somewhere in 
the universe. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. I do not intend to interrupt the Senator 

any more than is absolutely necessary for the correctness of 
this debate, preferring to reserve such things as I have to state 
until afterwards. Not only was there no imput.o'ltion of any 
Senator's patriotism, but I particularly said-! remember the 
statement, which I have since read, in my remarks made di
rectly to the Senator from Rhode Island-that the Senator 
from Rhode Island was as patriotic as any Senator in this 
Chamber, and that every Senator in this Chamber was as patri
otic as every other Senator in this Chamber. Those were the 
exact words addressed particularly to the Senator from Rhode 
Island. 

Next, with reference to this being a crisis, having referred to 
the large number of incidents where wa r had come unexpect
edly, I said it might be possible, in view of the past that this 
will be a critical vote. Now, those were the statem~nts really 
made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I have not misrepresented the Sen
ator. Certainly I have not done so intentionally. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I know you have not, but I made that 
statement directly and emphatically and in plain words. So 
far from impugning anybody's patriotism, I stated positively 
that I asserted the equal patriotism of all, and especially that 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was possibly an impeachment of our in
telligence, rather than our patriotism, that was intended to be 
conveyed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not say anything about that of 
course. We have different views. ' 

1\fr. ALDRICH. I understand the Senator from Indiana 
stated-I do not want to misquote him, and I do not think I 
do-that if we were not to have a navy which was adequate for 
the purposes of peace, any money taken for the support of the 
Navy was, I think he used the word "filched," from the people 
of the United States. Now, let us examine that question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to say that I will not interrupt 
the Senator again, but I can not permit him now to go on mnking 
statements that he says I made, but which I did not make; and 
later I shall give precisely the statements that were made as 
I have before me just exactly what I did say. ' 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I certainly heard the Senator make the :Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought I ga\e at least two recent, def-

statement on two different occasions, but I am entirely willing inite, admitted, historical examples; and when I come to say 
that the Senator shall modify it or explain it in any way he what I have to say--
pleases-- 1\fr. ALDRICH. What were they? 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. No; not at all. I stand on that particular 1\fr. BEVERIDGE. When I come to say what I have to say, 
statement precisely where I did stand, and I will repeat it when I shall repeat them and illustrate them. 
I come to reply to the Senator. Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator from Indiana not state in 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must be evident to the Senate that I am two words what they were? 
laboring under a great deal of difficulty in discussing this ques- 1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes; perhaps not in two words, but in 
tion with the Senator from Indiana in having to rely upon my three or four words. I said that if Japan, at the close of the 
recollection of what he said, though I think my recollection is Chino-Japanese war, had had her present navy, she could not 
perfectly clear. hav-e been forced, and would not have been forced, to recede to 

But is it true that we must hav-e a navy which is adequate China the Liaotung Peninsula. That is a fact admitted by all 
or hav-e no navy at all? Who is to decide the question of students and historians, and that recession was the sole cause 
adequacy? We had in 1808 a new navy, a reconstructed navy. of the war between Russia and Japan. Does the Senator from 
Now, does the Senator from Indiana mean to say that the Navy Rhode Island deny that? 
at that time was inadequate? Who is to determine the ques- Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana assumes two or 
tion as to the adequacy of the American Navy, except the repre- three different things of which I have no knowledge and as to 
sentativ-es of the American people, taking into consideration which I assume he has no definite information. 
all the circumstances and conditions which surround the coun- Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Rhode Island assumes 
try? Are we to hav-e a navy as large as that of Great Britain? a good many .things. 
There is not a Senator who listens to me who does not know Mr. ALDRICH. I do not like to assent to a conclusion until 
the conditions and circumstances under which the navy of 

1 
I know something about the premises. 

Great Britain is maintained. Are we to go into competition f Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am stating this as a fact, and the Sena
with European nations, especially with Great Britain, as to tor asked rye for an illustration. 
the size of our Navy? Who is to determine this question? Is I say, second, that I believe it is the consensus of students-
the Senator from Indiana to be the sole judge of the question I say this after having giv-en some little attention to it-that 
of the adequacy of the Navy? I submit that it is the duty of again before the Russo-Japanese war broke out, if Russia 
the Congress of the United States to provide a navy which is had had a great up-to-date effective nav-y there is little doubt 
adequate and efficient. I think they have done so. What addi- but that that controv-ersy would hav-e been settled by diplo
tion shall be made in this bill to the naval programme is a macy. If there has been a student or writer who disagrees as 
question not of sentiment; it is a question not of peace; but to those recent historic significant examples, I do not know who 
it is a question of practical administration, taking into con- he is, and I would be glad for the Senator from Rhode Island 
sideraton all the facts and circumstances that surround us. to point him out. There are two examples. I shall give more 

The Senator from Indiana said yesterday that those of us when I come to reply. 
who would not agree with him upon this proposition must dis- Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, both of the cases cited are 
agree solely upon the ground that we did not think war was based upon pure speculation. I said, and I repeat it, that I 
possible. Am I mistaken in that statement? believe there is not a single example in modern times or in 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator that I have ancient times where the question of the size of a. navy was the 
made up my mind not to interrupt the Senator. sole controlling element in a decision for peace. The Russo-

JUr. ALDRICH. That is all right. I am glad to have the Japanese war began, not because Japan had a larger or a more 
Senator interrupt me. effectiv-e navy than Russia had, but because of underlying causes 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But I hav-e my remarks here, and I with which the Senator from Indiana is as familiar as I am. 
think I shall answer the Senator to his satisfaction. I hope so. If I am not mistaken in my recollection, the Senator from 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Indiana said on Indiana, in a book which he wrote upon the subject of "The 
three or four occasions that we could not resist the amendment Russian Advance," thought that the Russian nav-y at that time 
proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. PILEs] except was fully equal, if not superior, to the Japanese navy, and 
upon the theory that we thought war was impossible. Every that this superiority or inferiority could not have had the least 
man who listens to me knows that nothing is impossible in the effect on the result. 
scope of human existence. I say to the Senator from Indiana Mr. BEVERIDGE. There again: The Senator has not done 
that in v-iew of the circumstances and conditions in which the me the honor of reading that chapter in that book in which, in 
United States finds herself, when we consider that the finances my feeble way, I discussed that question. I ca.n remember only 
of a country are the principal element to be considered, when now that I said that, from an uninstructed obsener's point of 
we consider that there is not an European nation that could view, the Russian ships looked to be in much better condition 
be advantaged by war with the United States or by permitting than people supposed they were. Yesterday the Senator from 
a war with the United States, I say-and I mean to give my 1\faine [Mr. HALE] said that I had predicted a certain thing, 
words all the power which I can give them-that war between which was the precise reverse of what I actually did say. 
the United States and any other nation is improbable; and I be- Mr. HALE. If the Senator from Rhode Island will permit 
lieve there is no Senator present who does not in his heart of me-
hearts agree with that statement. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is-

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I said that same thing three times during land yield to the Senator from Maine? 
my remarks. Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, if that is true, why are the Senators .Mr. HALE. Since the Senator's ample denial that his book 
who do not agree with the Senator from Indiana as to the showed, from his view, the superiority of Russia ov-er Japan and 
preci~e number of battle ships to be appropriated or provided the power of that great Empire to sweep Japan from the face of 
for in this bill held up as the enemies of peace, simply because the earth, I have given myself the pleasure of going ov-er the 
they do not agree with the Senator upon a practical propo- pages of the Senator's book, The Russian Adv-ance; and the 
sition? whole book, Mr. President, is devoted to the proposition that no 

Now, is it true that anywhere at any time, the size of a. nation could stand in the East before Russia; that anywhere a.nd 
nation's navy has had anything to do with the question of everywhere she would dominate and prevail, and would driv-e 
a declaration of war? Can any Senator remember a case in every nation from the Pacific. [Laughter.] 
the history of the world where that has been the element 1\fr. ALDRICH. That is my recollection of the book. 
which has been decisiv-e in the question of peace or war? I [Laughter.] 
shaJl be glad if any Senator can cite an instance. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator repeat that query? Island will permit me to say that, in view of the interpretation 
Mr. ALDRICH. I think there nev-er was a time in the of my poor literary effort made by the Senator from 1\laine, at 

history of the world when any war has been decided with ref- this "late and appreciative day," to use the language of the 
erence to the relative size of the navies of the counb·ies in- Senator from Iowa on another occasion, I think I shall hav-e to 
v-olved. make, before the debate is ov-er, profert of exactly what I did 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I am glad to hear that statement re- say my_self on this particular subject. 
peated the second time. I did not catch it the first time, be- Mr. HALE. Or make another book. [Laughter.] 
cause I thought that I gave- 1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I would almost be tempted to do that. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we on this side of the Cham- Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am only alluding t~ the 
ber can only hear one side of the controyersy. The Senator statement of the Senator from Indiana in his book to refute the 
from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] is not heard on this side of the statement which he has made here as to what was the opinion 
Chamber. at that time of the relative strength of these two navies, and 
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that the war was not undertaken on either side simply because 
one side or the other had, as it believed, a preponderance of 
naT"al power. I may use it perhaps for another purpose-

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I think I shall use it myself 
now--

Mr. ALDRICH (continuing). To say that possibly even the 
Senator from Indiana, whose scope of knowledge is certainly 
wide, once in a while may be mistaken when he undertakes to 
spread his powers of observations over the entire world. The 
power to do that is given to but few of us. The Senator from 
Indiana in this case, as perhaps in no other, was certainly 
mistaken. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I assume that I certainly 
ha\e tne common human failings. Yet every prediction made 
in my book came true. All of us make more mistakes than 
otherwise, no doubt; that is merely human; but, as a matter 
of fact, the chief thing in this book, to which I want to call the 
attention of the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator 
from Maine at this particular juncture, is to the other state
ment. I will repeat in exact words what I said myself, that 
the original articles-five years before that war-stated the ele
ments of the situation and why war was inevitable; but so 
greatly did the Senator from Maine-whose judgment I then 
and now esteem-so weightily did he differ from me that his 
judgment caused me to modify that statement, the opinion be
ing held also by the Senator from Rhode Island at that time 
that war was absolutely impossible for financial, as well as for 
other reasons; yet within three months from the time that was 
done war was raging. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana 
has convinced me that he has more capacity as a prophet than 
he has as a historian or a statistician. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SUITH of Michigan . . Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is

land yield to the Senator from Michigan? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
1\Ir". SMITH of Michigan. If the Senator from Rhode Island 

will permit me the observation, I should like to suggest that 
if some of the critics of the Senator from Indiana had reduced 
their own opinions to writing within the last few years they 
might find them quite as contradictory as the Senator from 
Rhode Island says that the Senator from Indiana has found his. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Most of us are too prudent to do that. 
[Laughter.] But to get to the practical question which is be
fore the Senate, because, if I am not mistaken, the Senate is 
not to determine this question upon pyrotechnics or upon the 
assumption that the President of the United States and the 
American Government are afraid to do what is right and just 
in their relations with the other nations of the world and that 
it is necessary for them to build four more battle ships to 
create a feeling of fear on the part of those countries, which 
in some way are contemplating hostile relations with us. Is 
there a Senator present who does not believe, if there is to be 
a war with anybody, that the entire resources of this country, 
Tast and infinite as they are, will be immediately placed at the 
disposal of the Chief Executive as Commander in Chief of the 
Army and Navy of the United States? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me to interrupt 
him-not for a question, but for a very brief interruption-

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 
1\lr. BEVERIDGE. It is this: Of course every man of every 

party and of e\ery faith in time of hostilities would put not 
only the resources of the country but his life at the service of 
the nation and the flag. 

Mr . .ALDRICH. I intended to include that, of course, in 
my statement. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator would except that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. No, I meant to include it. I consider the 

resources of the American nation are, first, in the manhood 
and character of its people. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The point that I wish to make is that 
the resoUI·ces of a people not utilized for the purpose of pre
venting war until war comes are infinitely less useful than 
when used in advance. For example, we can not, after his
tilities break out, build a ship. The Senator will concede that. 
If we are unprepared--

1\Ir. ALDRICH. We might buy them if we could not build 
them, which I do not concede. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You mean we could buy them during the 
war? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We bought two in the Spanish-American 
war, and Great Britain bought a number durin'g the Boer war. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator whether it is not 
true that in time•of war fighting ships and all munitions of war 
are not contraband? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is to determine that question? If we 
are in war, who pays attention to what is contraband? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. International law-that pays attention 
to what is contraband. International law! The Senator does 
not mean to say that he proposes not to prepare for war and 
then to escape the unpreparedness by violating international 
~w? . 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say that my understanding is we 
bought ships of exactly that kind during the Spanish-American 
war. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am glad that the Senator gave that 
illustration . • We paid for those ships many times what they 
were worth and what they could have been obtained for before 
the war broke out. Does the Senator deny that? No! for the 
whole world knows it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a different question. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly, it is a different question. 

'.rhat is the point-it is a different question! Now, Mr. Presi
dent--

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will have to go on. I think I will 
have to ask the Senator not to interrupt me further. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; it was perfectly proper for me 
to interrupt, and I will be \ery glad to defer this; but at the 
time of our unpreparedness--

1\Ir. ALDRICH. There must be a limit upon interruption. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. At the time, I will say, both of the civil 

war and the Spanish war it cost us hundreds of millions of 
dollars in money and thousands of lives just because we were 
unprepared. It does not answer that statement to say the re
sources of this nation are open both as to its money and its 
manhood when war comes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is confirming exactly what I 
am trying to impress upon the Senate-confirming it in the 
strongest possible way-that is, whether we are in favor of hav
ing an adequate navy and of appropriating the resources of the 
United States to be properly used, and that is the question 
which the Senator from Indiana proposes to determine for us. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have a right, have I not, l\Ir. President, 
to give my views and arguments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator's pardon. The Senator 
said in effect to us yesterday, if you do not vote for four battle 
ships-as I say, going back to the sacredness of this number
then you are not in favor of peace ; then you are not in favor 
of using the resources of the nation as the President thinks tbey 
ought to be used. I am here as a Senator representing a State, 
as the Senator from Indiana is, and I do not propose to delegate 
to either that Senator or to any other man the right to use my 
judgment as to how the resources of the United States shall be 
used, having in mind all the time my duty as a Senator of the 
United States and my duty as a patriotic citizen of the United 
States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr. ALDRICH. And I do not propose to permit the Senator 

from Indiana or any other Senator to sny to me, "If you do not 
\Ote for four battle ships instead of two you are faJse to the 
traditions of this country and to its highest interests." I say 
there is no such question involved here. It is a pure, practical 
question of administration under the conditions and circum
stances which surround us. I do not criticise the President of 
the United States for believing in four battle ships. That is his 
right. It is his right and his duty, if he so believes, to send to 
this Congress messages to that effect. I do not obj ect to his 
sending for Senators and trying to impress upon them that they 
ought to vote in accordance with his wishes and his opinions ; I 
have no fault to find with that, but I do find fault with the 
Senator from Indiana, who undertakes, in a speech, to say to 
us, as I understand him, "The President of the United States 
says this, therefore you must do it, and if you do not do it yon 
are neglecting your pah·iotic duty as a member of the Senate." 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator must permit 
me-

Mr. ALDRICH. I may have been mistaken in my construc
tion of the Senator's speech, but I do not think I was. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is-

land yield to the Senator from Indiana? · 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says that he will not dele

gate his right to think and vote to anybody. Does the Senator 
expect, on the contrary, that other Senators, representing States 
and having the same patriotic devotion to their duty that I yes
terday ascribed to the Senator from Rhode Island, should dele
gate their duties and their votes and their arguments to any
body else? 
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1\Ir. ALDRICH. Not in the slightest degree. I am not find

ing fault at all with the opinions or the judgment of the Sen
ator from Indiana. 

1\lr. BEVERIDGE. H a s not any Senator the right to present 
to the Senate his Yie,ys as well as the Senator from Rhode 
Island? 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. , 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator from 

Rhode IsJand to the fact that I began my few remarks yester
day with the statemen t that on the dny before the Senator from 
Maine-and it will be found in the RECORD-had said that the 
mill(l of the Senate teas ALREADY MADE UP, without any dl.scus
sion. 
- :Mr. ALDRICH. I do not find fault with the judgment of 
the Senator from I:e.cliana at all. He has a perfect right to 
his O'Sn judgment and his own opinions, and I hope he controls 
his own >ote. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator knows I do-nobody knows 
it better than he. And I hope that eyery Senator on this 
floor does. The only thing that has appeared in this debate 
that might create any impeachment of that was the statement
which I said I was satisfied the Senator from :Maine did not 
mean in that sense-that the min(l ot the Senate tt]Jon this 
crit·ical fl.Uestion wAS MADE UP BEFORE any debate or discussion. 
hacl occurred. 

l\Ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the Senator is entitled to his 
opinion, of course. The President of the United States is en
titled to his opinion. 
: Mr. BE-VERIDGE. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I haYe been trying to do-and I ha>e 
failed in e>erything I haye attempted, unless I haYe succeeded 
in doing it-was to convince the Senate that this was not a 
question a iTecting the peace and war of the people of the United 
States, or of any other colmtry in the world; I objected to the 
Senator from Indiana putting it in that form, and I objected to 
the insinuation which permeated llis speech and the speech of 
the Senator from Washington [l\Ir. PILEs], though not to the 
same extent, that there was some graYe. impending diffiCtJlty, 
and that if the President of the United States should tell other 
Senators what be had told them, there would be a different Yote 
upon this proposition. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1\Ir. President, that statement will not-
Air. ALDRICH. I object to arguments and statements of this 

character. I say, so far as the Senator from Indiana Yentured 
to express the opinions of the President or the Administration, 
that be did it "ithout any authority whatever. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 

Island yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. It is verv distasteful to me to be com

pelled constantly to call the attention of the Senator from Rhode 
[sland to the fact that statements attributed to me were not made, 
and I resol>ed not to do it any more; but he will not find such 
a statement as he just now attributes to me in this RECORD. 
Furthermore, I ba Ye--

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not talking about the RECORD. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Furthermore, I have been nine years in 

this Senate and I have never assumed to speak for anybody 
e-xcept myself, being responsible to nobody except the people 
who sent me here and to the American people, and no statement 
will be found in any speech of mine--

Mr. ALDRICH. l\Ir. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not assume, and never have assumed, 

to be a spokesman of anybody but myself-and the same thing 
can not be said of other Benators. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Indiana will ob
serve the propriety of not making a speech in my time. 
_ 1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must not make statements 

like that. 
1\Ir. ALDRICH. I am only speaking in this connection of 

what my impressions were of the speech of the Senator from 
Indiana. I listened to it carefully from beginning to end, and 
the impression made upon my mind was that the Senator was 
speaking here ex cathedra. I venture there was not a Senator 
who listened who did not have the same impression when the 
Senator had completed his remarks. Now, I say, Senators, this 
is too serious and vital a matter for us to dispose of upon any 
such hypothesis as that. 

I was saying, when the Senator last interrupted me, that 
this was simply a practical question of administration. I was 
saying that the President of the United States has a right 
to his opinion about it and the Senator from Indiana certainly 
has a right to his opinion; but let us look a t the question itself, 

XLII-327 

divested, if you -please, of all this extraneous talk about war 
and peace, about loyalty and disloyalty, as to the friends of 
the Nayy and the opponents of the ~a.-y-let us diYest it of all 
of that and look at it a a practical qne ~tion . Every Senator 
'vho bas any knowledge of this subject knows that the building 
of great na>ies has been a slow process of eYolution. Ships 
that are Taluable to-day may, ten years from now, be of abso
lutely no use. \'\·e baye saYed money and gained by the expe
rience of other countries -Yery largely by not building an im
mense number of ships. As I said on yesterday, I remember on 
this floor bearing a discussion after the opening of the great 
contest between Japan and Russia, in which it "·as stated that 
ev-ery nayal authority took it for granted that we would h~>e 
to build no more large ships, but that ,ye would build instead 
more torpedo boats and torpedo-boat destroyers. 'l'he President 
of the United States, in the message which he sent here two or 
three years ago, recommended that 'Se build one battle shill a 
year, recognizing the dilliculties in the way of arriYing at a 
type which would be Yaluable to us through all time. He bas 
changed his mind, as he undoubtedly had a right to. 

Now, let us look at this q11estion a little further. Is there 
any reason at this time why we should prolide for four battle 
shillS? The legislatiYe power of the Congress of the United 
States does not cease when the roll is called u11on this amend
ment. If any clouds should darken the sky of our peaceful 
IJrosperity, if Congress were not in session, how long would it 
tal-e the President of the United States to summon a special 
:::ession of Congress to proyide, not for two battle ~hips, but 
for as many as were necessary to meet the emergencies which 
might arise? It will take tllree years at least to build any of 
these ships. 1.'he cloud which the Senators see in the skies 
will disappear from e>en their Yision long before any such con
tingency will arise. Does either of these Senators, who ha>e 
suddenly become so learned in nayal matters, believe that the 
type of tbese ships is to be tb~ ultimate type which i~ to be 
adopted by the naval authorities and by the goyernruents of 
the world? 

I haYe not yet heard one single argument why two ships will 
not do as well as four. Now, there is another side to this 
question, and I propose to detain the Senate but a Yery short 
time in calling attention to that side, because while I believe 
that patriotism and love of country and devotion to natioaal 
interests should first control the acts of an American Senator, 
still there is another side, which we are bound to take into con
sideration if we discharge our duty. Since the Span ish-Ameri
can war 'We haYe had an era of extraYagance in expenditures. 
There bas been apparently little limit to appropriations and 
expenditures. With prosperity, a degree of prosperity that the 
world has never before known, our reYennes mounted higher 
and higher eYery month, and we evidently, and perbaps natu
rally, thought there was no limit and should be no limit to our 
appropriations for the public senice. 

But a change has taken place. The revenues of the counh·y 
arc falling off. The deficiency in the month of April will be 
more than $11,000,000. The deficiency for the preEent fiscal 
year will be at least $GO,OOO,OOO. W.hat is the duty of Congress 
in this emergency? The appropriation bills now in this Cham
ber or in the other provide for an increase of appro11l'ia tions 
over those made last year of a hundred and four million dol
lars; and the end is not yet. There is a public buildings bill, 
which will probably pass, which may add $20,000,000 to that, 
making an increase of appropriations in this fiscal year over 
the last of a hundred and twenty-four million dollars, and this 
with a deficiency in reyenue this year of $GO,OOO,OOO. 

What do Senators propose to do about this? There is a sug
gestion made, which I imagine may eyentuate in some re
sults, that the committees of the two Hous-es shall in the near 
future, with a view of revising our reyenue laws, consider the 
tariff and the revenues of the country. If such a committee is 
appointed, as things now stand and with the rapidity of in
creases in the expenditures, the principal duty of that com
mittee will be to find new sources of revenue for the GoYern
ment. New sources of taxation must be found, or the present 
revenue-producing taxes and custom duties must necessarily 
be increased. 

I call the attention of the members of this body to that 
serious situation. If I thought that the peace of the United 
States or its honor or the welfare of the American Navy de
pended upon these additional battle ships, I would not hesitate 
to vote for two or twenty. But there is no such question here, 
gentlemen. No man will rise in this body and say, and there is 
no member of the executive branch of the Government who will 
say, we are to have any war within the next two or three years 
or at any other t ime in the near f uture. I do not say by that 
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that war is impo.ssible. It is not necessary to say that. · I say were not true battle ships and their description as "second
it is very improbable. We can not compete with Great Britain class batt~e ships" is meaningless·. The point is really of no 
in a navy. There is no reason why we should. The efficiency consequence. I am not reflecting upon :Mr. Whitney's admin
of our Navy is of more consequence than its size. Every man istration of the Navy. He was a good Secretary and did eTery
who listens to me knows that. Four battle ships will add thing he could to advance the interests of the Navy. 
$ ,000,000 per annum to the ordinary expenses of the Kavy 1\fr. McCREARY. I agree with the Senator from California 
for their maintenance. Eight million dollars more per annum in his statement that the first appropriation was made in 18 6, 
at least should be added for repairs and depreciation. This and Mr. Cleveland was President at that time. I do not like 
authorization means, then, $16,000,000 added every year to the to be personal, but I happened to be in the chair, presiding in 
amount raised by taxes to be paid by the people of the United the House of Representatives, when the .amendment to the naval 
States, for what purpose? To prepare for possible conflicts appropriation bill was offered and I can not be mistaken about 
which, in my judgment, will never occur except in the fancy it. It was in 1886. 
or imagination of the Senator from Indiana [1\Ir. BEVERIDGE]. 1\Ir. CULBERSON. Mr. President--

1\fr. LODGE. Mr. President, it is with great reluctance that The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 1\Iassachu-
I detain the Senate, because I know that Senators are anxious setts yield to the Senator from Texas? 
to -rote upon this question, and I realize the patience with Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
which the Senator in charge of the bill has conducted the de- 1\fr. CULBERSON. I am not able to throw any particular 
bate and would not willingly abuse. But I feel that it is light upon the exact time when the first battle ship was con
merely justice to myself that I should give my reasons for the structed, but I happen to have before me a statement of the 
Yote which I am about to cast on this question. expenditures of the Navy, which it occurs to me does throw 

I shall vote for the four ships, but I should be very sorry to some light upon when the new Navy began. It shows that in 
have it supposed that my reasons for that vote were some of the Fiftieth Congress, in 1888, ihe naval expenditures were iir 
those which have been put forward in the debate here in order creased from $16,489,000 to $26,263,000 in round figures. 
to induce votes in that direction. Therefore I have felt it The Senator from Massachusetts, of course, as I assume, 
nece sary to explain briefly why I shall give my vote for four did not intend to cast any unnecessary reflection upon the bat
ships. tie ship Texas. If he did, I invite his attention to the unparal-

I do not think, Mr. President, that I need to protest my in- leled record of that ship in the battle of Santiago. 
terest in the Navy of the United States. I may be permitted Mr. LODGE. The conduct of the Texas in the battle of San
to say, however, that it did not begin with the introduction of tiago had nothing to do with the value of the ship, American 
this bill in the House of Representatives a month ago, nor with sailors would fight well on a raft. 
this debate. Before I ever came. to Congress, owing to certain 1\.Ir. MONEY. 1\Ir. President--
sh·ong personal ties, I had a very deep interest in the Navy, 1\Ir. LODGE. One moment. I should like to finish what I 
and my convictions of public policy, uniting with my personal was saying. The Texas was built on Eng1ish plans, which were 
inclinations, have always led me to support the Navy in every bought by the Secretary of the Navy at that time. She never 
direction in which it was possible for me to do so. was a good ship. She did good service at Santiago unquestion-

I was not in Congress when the new Navy began, for the new ably. She is completely obsolete now, and any inquiry of the 
Navy was begun under the Administration of President Arthur, Department will satisfy Senators that she never was a first-rate 
when on the recommendation of Secretary Chandler the 20 per ship. I am not saying this to reflect upon anybody. I was here 
cent limitation of repairs was put on, thus preventing the con- when Mr. Whitney was Secretary of the Navy. He was an ex
tinued rebuilding of the old and worthless wooden ships. The cellent Secretary of the Navy. He promoted the Navy in every 
20 per cent limitation ended that. In the Administration of possible way. But the new Navy did not begin then. It began 
Pre ident Arthur we built the first three ships of the new absolutely with the well-known limitation with respect to the 
Navy-the Chicago, the Boston, and the Atlanta. The Bos-ton old wooden ships, and the first ' three new modern ships were 
served with distinction in the battle of Manila, and all three the Chicago, the Boston, and the Atlanta-all in the Navy 
ships are on the active list of the Navy to-day. to-day. The Texas- and Mai1w were not battle ships under the 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President-- proper definition of the term, but the .Maine was a good ship 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator· from 1\Iassachu- according to the standa.r.d of that time. 

setts yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 1\Ir. 1\IONEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts now per-
Mr. LODGE. I do. mitme? 
Mr. :McCREARY. Is it not true that in the Fiftieth Congress Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

the first appropriation was made for a battle ship in the United Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I want to state that I do not 
States? t~nk the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] intended 

Mr. LODGE. The first appropriation for a battle ship prop- to reflect on anyone, but I also think he is mistaken when he 
says the Texas- and the Maine were not battle ships. They 

erly so called was made in 1890. I was on the committee which were built and classed a.s second-class battle ships, and thev 
framed the appropriation. It was when Mr. Harrison was h b "' 
President and Mr. Tracy wa.s Secretary of the Navy. I was on ave een so rated ever smce. If you will consult--

1\fr. LODGE. I have here a list of the battle ships of the 
the committee which framed the appropriation for the first three United States, and if the Senator will point out to me the 
seagoing coast-defense battle ships, heavily armored ships-the Texas among them--
Massachusetts, the Indiana, and the famous Oregon. 1\Ir. MONEY. It may have been dropped out as the Senator 

Mr. McCREARY. I desire to say to the Senator from Massa- says, as a worthless ship, or it may not have been included in 
chusetts that I remember very well when Mr. Herbert was th t• I 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs of the House, and is ra mg. But want to say that the Texas was built under 
during Cleveland's Administration an appropriation was made peculiar circumstances. The fact is that the plans for the 

Tea:as were brought over here from England, after having been 
for the first battle ship that was authorized to be constructed. twice submitted to two foreign na.tions and rejected. The plans 
That was in the Fiftieth Congress. f · h B 

1\!r. LODGE. The Senator is entirely mistaken. 1\Ir. Her- were ought over m t e ureau of Construction by the different 
bert was Secretary of the Navy under 1\Ir. Cleveland's second engineers of the United States, and Mr. Bowles, a young en
Administration. The Massachusetts and the Indiana, all good gineer, who afterwards rose to great distinction, advocated the 

building of the Texas from those plans, and his view was con
for the line of battle to-day, were authorized in 1890. I myself tested by all the older officers. Secretary Whitney concluded 
helped to frame the bill. t B 1 ,.., · d t, d h 

1\Ir. McCREARY. I refer to the first Administration. to accep ow e>::> 8 JU gmen an e accepted the plans, and paid 
for them. He said : 

l\Ir. LODGE. In President Cleveland's first Administration Since you have advocated this plan~ I will make you responsible for 
1\Ir. Whitney was Secretary of the Navy. He was a strong and it, and make you build the ship. 
good friend of the Navy. No battle ship, properly so called, It has been told to me very frequently, and I believe it, al
was built under that Administration; but .the Navy was ad- though I do not know whether it is h·ue or not, that when 
vanced and so·me large armored cruisers were built. Bowles began to consider the question of flotation connected 

Mr. PERKINS. I am sure the Senator from Massachusetts with the plans accepted he thought he had undertaken to() 
wishes to have the record correct. He is not correct. In 1886 much, and he caused the skimping, as they term it, of the tim
Congress authorized the building of the battle ship Texas and bers and scantling of the ship. When she went into Hampton 
the battle ship Maine. Roads she struck an obstruction and her bottom "buckled 

1\fr. LODGE. I was going to say, when the Senator inter- up!' She has been repn.ired two or three times since. 
rupted me, that under Mr. Whitney they built the Tea:as, I want to call the attention of the Senator f.rom 1\Iassachu~ 
which was cla:::sed erroneously as a battle ship, which was a setts, who is well informed generally, to the fact that Captain 
failure and is to-day practically worthless. The Maine was Glass, who commanded the Texas in 189 , said there was not a 
another armored cruiser. They were armored cruisers. They better fighting ship in our American Navy. Whether she bas - a.----
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been dropped from the rating of battle ships I do not know. 
But slle was in the naval registry as a second-class battle ship. 

I am obliged to the Senator from Massachusetts for yielding 
to me. 

l\lr. LODGE. 1\fr. President, I did not rise to discuss the his
tory of the Texas, which is a very unimportant point. It is a 
ship uniYersally known to be a failure. I meant simply to refer 
to the past as indicating my own interest in the Navy and as 
in part explaining why I shall vote in favor of the four-ships 
ame:1dment. 

I do not so vote because I apprehend war. I know of no men
ace or tllrP..at of war now impending over the United States. I 
am aware of no war cloud on tlte horizon. No one has informed 
rue of any danger of war, either in my capacity as Senator or 
as a member of the Committee on Foreign Relations. I do not 
think tllere is any cause to apprehend war with any people or 
that we haYe any reason to expect that anyone will make 
war upon us. 

I am quite aware, ''' ithout laying any special claim to erudi
tion, that wars often come unexpectedly. I am also aware 
that history shows that some wars have been expected and 
prepared for. It is no answer to the statement I am making, 
of my personal belief and judgment, that wars occur sud
denly. I\Ien can only judge from the conditions known to them. 
I do not know of any cause to apprehend war at this time, 
and I should be very sorry to have it supposed that I was vot
ing for four battle ships, which it will take three years to build, 
because I expect war or think the country is menaced by war. 

I am quite aware, as I have said, that wars arise unex
pectedly, and also that wars are expected and prepared for. I 
know of the dangers which exist in this country from the out
break of citizens in given localities and of the prevalence in 
certain quarters of what is to me the monstrous idea that one 
State can disregard treaty obligations and plunge forty-five 
other States into war and that the United States has nothing 
to say about it. 

:Mr. President, I realize the danger which arises from that 
mistaken state of feeling; but yet I do not believe that there 
is any present danger of war in that direction. But there is 
no question that the talk about war is liable to produce a 
situation from which war may come. If I thought war was 
near us, I should not for one moment think of predicting it or 
suggesting it on this floor. I should endeavor to the extent of 
my poor ability to get the Senate to make provision for a war 
which I believed imminent, and should say as little about it 
in public as possible. Incessant talk and hinting at indica
tions of danger from one country or another cou;ntry is the way 
very often that the unexpected war is stimulated and brought 
on. There is only one thing more ill advised and mischievous, 
and that is to sneer at other countries by name and explain 
that they would not dare to go to war with us or are too poor 
to do so. • · 

I do not reflect on any country. I do not suggest that war is 
coming from this quarter or from that; nor do I belittle or sneer 
at any country by doing so. It is wise also to bear in mind what 
Hamlet said when be swore his friends to secrecy: 

You * * * never shall, 
With arms encumber'd thus, or this bead-shake, 
Or by pronouncing of some doubtful phrase, 
As "Well, well, we know," or "We could, an' if we would," 
Or "If we list to speak," or "There be, an' if they might," 
Or such ambiguous giving out, to note 
That you know aught of me. 

Mr. President, I think that sort of indication, or mysterious 
hinting at, that shaking the head and looking wise bas very fre
quently just as much effect in giving the impression of the dan
ger of war as the direct statement, and I feel strongly inclined 
at the moment to go on with Hamlet's speech and say as be 
says a mom~nt later: 

Rest, rest, perturbed spirit! 

Mr. President, wars are fostered and brought on by loose talk 
about the dangers of war, and as a member of the Foreign Re
lations Committee, who takes some pains to keep himself in
formed on such subjects, I want to disclaim any such idea in any 
yote that I give. 

Also, Mr. President, I do not want it supposed that I vote 
as I do because I think our Navy weak or insufficient. I do 
not agree with the Senator from Washington [1\fr. PILES] that 
we have eleven obsolete ships. We have some ships begun in 
1890 that are not in speed and in improvements up to the 
standard of the ships built last year. There is no doubt about 
that. But those ships in 1890, I am told on the best naval 
authority, are perfectly able to take their place in the battle 
line to-day. When Senators make that statement about obso
lete ships they seem to forget that the lists of ships of other 

countries represent ships built during a period of years just 
like our own, and when you are comparing navy with navy 
it does not do to start with the assumption that the enemy's 
fleet is made up entirely of ships built last year while some 
of ours date back to 1890. 

Mr. PILES. 1\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 

Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from 
Washington? 

1\fr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. PILES. I should like to ask the Senator from 1\Ias· 

sachusetts if in his judgment this Government would build any 
more ships of the type of the eleven to which I referred? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know what eleven the Senator re-
feiTed to. 

Mr. PILES. I bad a list of them here yesterday. 
l\1r. LODGE. I will take the oldest ships--
1\fr. PILES. Take the ships--
1\Ir. LODGE. The Oregon, the Indiana, and Massachusetts. 

Our Navy Department thinks those \essels are good enough to 
spend a half a million apiece on them in order to repair them. 

Mr. PILES. I am not discussing that question. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well. Then, they must be of some value. 

I am talking of the very oldest ships on the list. I say those 
three ships-and I say it on good naval authority-are fit to 
take their position in battle line to-day, and they carry very 
heavy guns. 

1\Ir. PILES. That was not the question. I am asking 
whether the Goyernment would build any more ships of that 
type. I do not mean to say that some of those ships are not 
in condition to take their place, for what they are worth, or 
would not be useful to a certain extent. But when I suggest 
that the ships are of an obsolete type I mean that the Govern
ment would not build any more ships of that type, in view of 
the character of ships that the other nations of the world are 
building. 

1\Ir. LODGE. No one proposes to build ships of the Oregon 
or Indiana type. Those were the best types of that day. They 
are still useful, effective ships, fit for the battle line. We want 
now to have the corresponding type built that is the best pos
sible type to-day. 1\fy point is that other navies extend ol"er an 
equal period of years. Other navies are not made up of Dread· 
noughts built last year. They range from ships of 1890 down 
to ships of last year. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
permit me? I do not want to interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield; certainly. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. With respect to the eleven ships referred 

to, I will ask the Senator if it is not true that they are chiefly 
useful now for coast defense purposes? 

Mr. LODGE. I do not know what the eleven ships referred 
to are. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. The A.laban,a, fllinois, Indiana Keat·
sarge, Kentucky, Maine, Massachusetts, Oregon, Wiscon;in, and 
so forth. 

1\Ir. LODGE. Some of those ships whose names the Senator 
bas read are first-class battle ships, as good as any in the 
world. . 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a further inter
rogatory? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. There is not a single one of tho!':e battle 

ships that is of 12,000 tons except the Maine, which is 12,500 
tons. Some of them are as low as 10,300 tons. 

1\fr. LODGE. I am aware of that. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator, I hope, does not think, be

cause my information from high naval authority is to the 
contrary, that they are equal to the best battle ships of the 
world? 

1\fr. LODGE. Well, Mr. President, I do not intend to com
pete in naval knowledge with the Senator from Indiana. I 
have studied it for a great many years, and I can only give 
my best judgment. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. LODGE. I shall go on when the Senator is through. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask a question, if the Senator 

does not object to being interrupted. 
Mr. LODGE. No; the Senator can ask any question. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. With of course only the limited knowl· 

edge that I have on this subject, but which I acquired di
rectly and quite recently from the highest naval authority in 
this country, I understand that all the ships I have named are 
of an out-of-date type, and further that of these the Alabama 
Indiana, Iowa, Maine, Massachusetts, and Oregon are not with 
the fleet but are being overhauled. 

.: 
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Mr. LODG-E. They .are now being repaired. ' .Place my vote on no other ground. I deprecate .any debate 
lUr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not true that the Massachusetts, · which .reflects in the remotest way on friendly nations, which 

which the Senator from Maine said yest-erday -rras with the · would intimat-e in an.y wn;y that we nre building ships in order 
fleet on its cruise, is now dismantled in the navy-yard? to fight somebody in the future. Nothing could tend to ,bring 

Mr. LODGE. On the Indiana the repairB are nearly com- on the "·ery wa1· that we do not w.a.nt more than such cha1-
pleted. I think the other two .are under repair~ lenges as that. There are abundant reasons and good reasons 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall not interrupt the Senator further now, in my judgment, for making our Navy powerful, for in
at this time. I have the information myself dil'ectly and im- creasing it particula.rly in this branch of the Dreadnoughts, 
mediately, which I shall present later. without rising up here to flutter the wings of war in the faces 

:Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, this argument proceeds :as if of the other nations of the earth. 
the navies of the rest of the world had no ships of types that Mr. President, I wish to disclaim any knowledge which would 
bave been improv-ed, asH they had nothing but ships built last lead me to Yote war appropriations for the Navy. I have not 
year. Their fleets extend over a similar period. ·sought to pry into the confidence of the Executive. I do not 

Moreover, it is by no means a settled fact that the ship of think that his special message was lightly sent. I believe it 
great size is going to prove the best fighting ship. Admiral was sent with a gra1e sen e of respon ibility~ I know no more 
Capps and Admiral C<>nverse, both men of gr.eat experience .and about it than all the world or than those who heard it read, 
knowledge-! think superior, probably, as experts t'O anyone and I giv-e it Tery great weight, indeed. 
here-said in the Senate committee hearing that they would One hundred years ago, Ir. President, a distinguished prede
as lief command the S<Juth Camlina nnd Michigan as a Dread- eessor of mine in this Chamber, who was subBequently Presi
nou.ght, and .could make, in their judgment, 1l'S good a :fight with · dent of the United State when a Democratic President Bent 
them. It is by no means :n. proYed case for the big ship, al- in a message recommending a warlike measure, broke from his 
though I favor the Drcadnougll.ts. own party and said, "The President recommends this on his 

The point I am making is that the :idea tbat our Navy is an · high responsibility. I would not debate. I would not deliberate. 
insufficient navy is a complete mistake. Take it and <eom- I would a.d." The Democrats at that time recei1ed the adhe
pare it ship by ship with the nnvies of the wDrld to-day. Of sion of this -eminent Federalist without any disturbance of 
'Course I bar England. England :builds her navy on what is feeling .about .Executive usurpation, and welcomed his support 
known as the "two-power standard." Her standard is tha.t of Mr. Jefferson on that measure . 
.she shall more than equal the combined navies of trny two I think, Mr. President, that without exag()"erating Executive 
powers in the world. We of course ha1e ne1.er intended to power unduly, but recognizing merely that the Executive is nee
rival the British .standard. I belie1e, as a 'lecy .consenative essarily :charged with the conduct of our na1al affairs and has 
and sensible Senator said to me yesterday, "ho will probably a lmowledge of our relations with foreign countries which in the 
vote differently from myself on this bill, that "we should not nature of things can not be communicated to anyone probably 
attempt to ha1e a navy as big as England, but we hould al- but the Secretary of State, it may be properly said that the 
ways have a navy a. little better and more powerful than that recommendation of the President should lead us all to give 
<>f any other country." That, I beUeve, is the condition of the great weight to what he advises, as I most certainly do. His 
American Navy to-day. words have great influence upon my action. 

When the President made his recommendation of one battle But, 1\ir. President, I take what he says and what he recom-
-ship a year, about which so much has been said, he was making mends as h~ says it, and I do not take it through any inter
that recommendation under the conditions then existing, and prete.r. To that message I gi1~ great weight. To my own be
is not in the least inconsistent in what he now reeommend . lief as tD the necessity of enlarging this branch of the Navy I 
That was before the introduction of the large ships familiarly give eyen more weight. For these reasons I shall Yote for four 
known as the Dt·eadnouoh.t class. rt is the introduction of battle ships. 
the big ships which has changed the na1al ·situation. It is not nut I wish, .l\Ir. President, once again and in reiteration to 
that the American Navy as a whole is not strong; is not, as di claim all sympathy with this talk of war impending here 
foreign observers and natrre experts alike testify, one of the and there. I think it is mischie1ous internatiQnally, and v~ry 
best in the world. It is because in that particular type of dange~·ous. I dislike references to other friendly powers, 
ship we are as yet not up to the .other powers, and that is the whether in alarm or, what is even worse, in contempt. If we 
ground on which I desire to put my vote. have to go into questions like that, this is not the arena for it. 

We have two Dreadnoughts building. We authorize here I do not bel_ieve, according to the best knowledge tlmt I can get, 
two more. I should be glad to see that authorization raised to that there is any ground for such dismal prophecies of war or 
four for the purpose 'Of making that branch of the Navy pro- for rumors of war. I prefer to place my 1ote on what seem 
portionately strong with the rest of the list. I want to keep to me grounds which are ·elative and reasonable at all seasons, 
the Navy just where it is, better and more powerful than that which imply neither alarm nor contempt, which reflect on no one, 
of any other power except England; .and I do not want to do it, and which are entirely valid and proper at this moment in a 
l\1r. President, because I think there is war impending or that time of prof{)und and, I believe, uninterrupted peace. 
we have got to look for trouble in some distant ocean. I do it, :Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, every patriotic American be
as I have always supported all the ships for the N.avy, because lievcs in a great, strong navy. He believus in having ships equal 
I think it is a great measure of peace. to those of any Qther nation, with guns and Qther equipment 

The Senator from Indiana said yesterday that to appt·opriate equal to those belonging to any other nation. Armed and with 
all this money-! wrote the words down at the moment-would officer" and men who are American citizens, that navy is inlin
be to " filch it from the pockets of the people if there was no cible. 
danger of ~ar." Mr. Presi.dent, if ther~ was danger of war it I belieled, Mr. President, from my cursory examination of the 
would be srmply folly to s1t here debating about a naval pr~- lecislation and my knowledge of the work of the Committe.e on 
gramme which it will take three years to carry out.. The bus1- 1\:\al .Affairs during many years past, that we had a r>retty 
ness of the Sen~t~ and of the Con~ess of the Uruted States good navy until we h-eard th~ speech yesterday of my frienu 
under those.e~nditions would be to gwe .the Government twenty from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] and my friend from the State {)f 
or thirty millions and let them go. out mto the world and buy Washington I Mr. PILES]. 'I'heir -criticisms of the Committee ou 
any Dreadnoughts they could find many yard. That would be Naval Affairs struck me very forcibly. For thirty years the 
a war measure. . chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs [Mr. HALE] has 

The purpose of th1s progr.amme, and the only rea.son that been a member of one branch or the other of Congress, and 
such a programme san ll~ve, lS be~ause some of u.s believe :er! dTiring those thirty years !he has been a member of the Com
sb:ongly that the Navy .1s. a guaranty of peace and ~at If It mittee on Naval Affairs. Every bill proposing an appropria
had n.ot been f?r our bmlding up a strong navy we nnght haye tion for the building up of the Navy during that time has re
been mvol1e~ m war before. . ceived his assent or has been presented to Congress by him. I 

I agree w1th the Senator from llhode Island that the mere am reminded of a passaO'e I once read in the good Book of Books 
Rresence of a navy perhaps never prevented a specific war, but which reads. "' ' 
tllere is not any doubt in the world in my mind that the Eng- < • 

lish fleet has meant peuc.e for England-so much so that she Let n~t him that girdeth on his armor boast himself as he that 
has not had .a serious war since the battle Df Waterloo. If it putteth It off. 
had not been for her navy she would have been attacked again And so with my friends who have recently come into Con-
and again and her colonies would ha1e ·been torn from her. gress. With. more ability perhap~ than .the ~embers of the 

It is the same way, l\1r. President, with our two great coasts. Naval Oommlttee, t:Jiey h~ve not g1ven this s.ubJect-m~tter per
I believe that a navy second only to that of England is neces- haps the same consideration that your Oomm1ttee on lil.aval Af
sary for the prese~·va.tion .of the peace of the United StatesA I . fairs have given to it. 
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Mr. PILES. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Washington? 
l\Ir. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. PILES. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 

California what criticism I made of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs? 

Mr. PERKINS. By their inaction in not giving four battle 
ships instead of two. 

Mr. PILES. I made no criticism of the Naval Committee. 
Mr. PERKINS. By inference, certainly. 
Mr. PILES. I have no objection to the Senator voting against 

four battle ships if he thinks they are unnecessary, but I do ob
ject to the Senator putting something in my mouth which I did 
not say or endeavoring to make it appear that I have criticised 
the Nav-al Committee of the Senate. I made no criticism of 
the Naval Committee. I stated the reasons why I concluded 
to v-ote for four battle ships, and if that is criticism of the 
Naval Committee I am unable to understand it. 

1\Ir. PERKINS. I am very sorry I misunderstand the Sen
ator. I am glad to know he approves of the action of the Com
mittee on Nav-al Affairs and that by inference he will now v-ote 
with the committee. · 

1\Ir. PILES. I ha-re not said that I approved of the conduct of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs in reporting four battle ships. 
I did not consider it was my place to criticise the Committee on 
Na-val Affairs any more than I considered it the duty of the Sen
ator from California to criticise Senators who have lately taken 
their seats in this body. 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Certainly I am not criticising anyone ad
-versely, but I want to commend the labor of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs in the Senate, of all excepting myself, for I have 
had the honor of being a member of that committee for fifteen 
years, and during that time there has been no minority report 
ever presented to Congress. They have taken up the question, 
giving it evel'Y consideration possible, and the result of their 
in-vestigations and deliberations has been what they believed 
to be for the best interests of the Nav-y and the honor of our 
country. 

The Senator from Washington certainly pictured the defense
less condition of the Pacific coast, and it is that, perhaps, which 
prompts me at this time to make a response to his criticism in 
that respect. Parenthetically, I want to say I received a letter 
this morning from a friend in Seattle stating that there were 
fifteen ships of war anchored in Puget Sound, near the home of 
my friend from Washington. There were fifteen ships of war 
there on last Saturday. Certainly, Mr. President, they are not 
in a very defenseless condition on Puget Sound. 

When I became a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
there was not, 1\Ir. President, a single battle ship in commission. 
As has been stated, the Texas had been authorized, the Maine 
had been authorized, and several others had been authorized to 
be built, but there was not a single one afloat, and none went 
into commission until the Maine went into commission. The 
Maine and Texas were commissioned in 1895, the cruiser New 
York in 18!)3, the Oregon, Massachusetts, and Indiana in 1896, 
and the Iowa and B1·ooklyn in 1897. 

In 1 93 the naval appropriations amounted to $23,611,000. 
\Ve had outlined a programme that had been inaugurated by 
Secretary Chandler and was carried out by Secretary Whitney 
and by his successors in office. We believed that plan of devel
oping our Navy would give us one second to none in the world. 
\Ve belie-ve we have accomplished that, Mr. President, and 
to-day this bill, instead of $23,611,000, as it did in 1893, carries 
$123,000,000, in round numbers, for the building up of the Navy. 
In 1893 we rated as the fifth naval power in the world. To-day 
we are the second naval power in the world, and with ships and 
armament equal to that of any in the world. 

There is one phase of this question which has not been pre
sented here, and that is the number of guns that the ships carry. 
A ship without gtms is as useless as "a painted ship upon a 
painted ocean," so far as being for offensive or defensive pur
poses is concerned. The question of the guns has not been spo
ken of at all. It is the keystone of the efficiency, effectiveness, 
and power of our Navy. 

·I want to state the armament of 12 and 13 inch guns on our 
battle ships that we have and those of Great Britain, France, 
Germany, and Japan. 

Great Britain has built of 12-inch guns 162, 32 13-inch guns, 
and is building 60 12-inch guns, making a total of 222 guns. 

'l'he United States has built 68 :12-inch guns, 32 13-inch guns, 
and is now building 36 12-inch guns, making a total of 136 all 
told. 

France has only 93 all told ; Germany has 56 12 and 13 inch 
guns on her battle ships, building and all told. Japan has, all 
told, building and built, 68. The United States therefore has 
more than double the number guns that Japan has. I will place 
the statement in the RECORD for reference. 

The statement referred to is as follows. 
Twelve and thirteen in,ch guns o1• battle ships. 

GREA.T BRITAIN. 12-inch. 
Built --------------------------------------------- 162 
Building ------------------------------------------- 60 .· -Tot::LI_________________________________________ 2.22 

13-inch. 
32 

0 

32 
Grand total, 254. 

UNITED STATES. 12-inch. 13-inch. 
Built ---------------------------------------------- 68 32 
Buililing ------------------------------------------- 36 0 

Total ---------------------------------------- 104 32 
Grand total, 136. 

ll'll.A.NCE. 12-inch. 13-inch. 
Built ------------------------------------------- 46 15 
Building ------------------------------------------- 32 0 

Total--------------------------------------- 78 15 
Grand total, 93. 

GERMANY. 12-incb. 11-inch. 
Built (no 12 or 13 inch) ----------------------------- 0 56 
Building ------------------------------------------- 40 8 

Totli--------------------------------------- 40 64 
Grand total, 104. 

JAPAN. 12-inch. 13-inch. 
Built ---------------------------------------------- 40 0 
Building ------------------------------------------- 28 0 

Total---------------------------------------- 68 0 
1\fr. Sl\IOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. PERKI.l~S. With pleasure. 
1\Ir. SMOOT. I understood the Senator from California to 

say that the United States is the second naval power in the 
world. 

Mr. PERKINS. It is the second naval power in the world. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator whether he 

thinks she should ren1ain the second naval power in the world? 
Mr. PERKINS. I do, 1\Ir. President; and I think we should 

be proud of that position. . 
Mr. SMOOT. Then I would like to ask the Senator this 

question: Suppose Germany to-day has authorized or will au
thorize four battle ships each year until the year 1917 of the 
Dreadnought type. How does the Senator expect the United 
States to hold her position as the second naval power in the 
world if we do not build battle ships equal to the other nations 
that are now lower than we are in the scale? 

Mr. PERKINS. The Senator from Indiana yesterday ven
tured into the domain of prophecy and it has not redotmded, 
judging from the speeeh of my friend from Rhode Island, to his 
credit. My friend from Utah should profit by his example, per
haps, and not prophesy what Germany is going to do. As a 
matter of fact, she has not authorized those ships. It is a 
newspaper story and there is no authentic record that she has 
done so. 

Mr. HALE. I will say to the Senator from Utah that we 
have to-clay nothing authentic about the future programme of 
Germany. We do not yet know what that programme is. 

Mr. SMOOT. The reason why I asked the question is because 
I ha-re been informed, and from a source that I thought was ab
solutely reliable, that the order for those battle ships has been 
made, and that they will be built. I may be mistaken. I sim
ply asked the question, basing the question upon the belief that 
those ships had been ordered and would be built. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will state again that my statement yeso 

terday, which I read from the paper I held in my hand, was 
furnished to me as an authentic statement from the highest pos
sible authority on naval matters that we can get. I think that 
the opinion of the world is that that is true. 

Now, one point more. The Senator from California says that 
we are the second naval power in the world. 

Mr. PERKINS. I do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ask the Senator if that is not arrived 

at by merely considering tonnage? 



5222 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. APRIL 25, 

1\lr. PERKINS. My authority is Lord Brassey's Annual, who 
is a recognized authority on naval affairs throughout the world. 
1\ly second authority is that of the Navy Department of the 
United States Government. 

1\lr. BEVERIDGE. The statement that we are the second 
naval power in the world I have looked into a little bit in the 
last forty-eight hours, and the estimate is made merely by plac
ing the respective tonnage of the -various nations in amount, we 
appearing the second. If you remove what is termed by -very 
competent men, who give their lives to the subject-of course, I 
know nothing about it, as compared with what the Senator from 
California does, personally-the ships that are now practically 
obsolete and to be used for coast defense purposes and the other 
tonnage that is useful for nothing, that place is of course wiped 
out. 

If the third fact be considered-that is to say, if it is true, 
and it is the weight of all the naval authority I can get hold of 
(and I am merely stating their opinion), it is recognized all 
over the world that since the Rus~o-Japanese war the type of 
the fighting ship is the D1·eadnought, or the eighteen and twenty 
thousand ton ship. Therefore, from that point of view, as a 
matter of fighting strength and not merely of paper tonnage, 
we are not the second power in the world, but more nearly the 
fifth. 

On that particular statement I tried to get the opinion this 
morning, and succeeeded in doing so, of what the nation has a 
right to accept as the most competent naval opinion in the 
world. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the Senator challenge my statement of 
the number of guns carried in the battle ships? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not challenge any statement the 
Senator makes. Any statement the Senator makes I will 
accept. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly; we want all the light we can get 

on this subject. 
Mr. SMOOT. As far as I am personally concerned, I think 

a number of our ships are obsolete. I also think that the ques
tion of tonnage cuts very little figure in this discussion, for no 
doubt every other naval power in the world has obsolete ships 
as well as we. 

But what I want to ask the Senator is, If it be true that Ger
many has ordered the four f:ihips built each year until the year 
1917 of the D 'readnought type, would the Senator, then, be in 
favor of the United States building four ships at this time or 
only two? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I am in favor of the naval 
programme laid down not only by this Administration, but by 
the three previous Administrations and carried out by the Com
mittees on Naval Affairs in both the House of Representatives 
and in the Senate, and approved of generally by the Depart
ment; and I want to say that it is approved of by the Presi
dent, notwithstanding the special message that came in the 
other day. 

In passing I wish to say that I had a feeling at least kin
dred to resentment when the charge was made by my friend 
from Indiana yesterday that those who did not vote for four 
battle ships in accordance with the recommendation of the 
President and his special message were not loyal to our Gov
ernment, and certainly did not show a proper respect for the 
President of the United States as Commander in Chief of the 
Navy. Mr. President, no one has greater admiration or respect 
for the President of the United States than I have. I honor 
him for his great ability. I honor him for his high character 
and for his integrity of purpose. Therefore, because we do not 
agree with him on a simple business proposition as to whether 
we shall build two or four ships, it is unfair in my friend from 
Indiana to say that we are not showing proper respect to the 
Commander in Chief of our Navy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. PERKINS. With pleasure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course the Senator will find that I 

said no such thing as that. I am not responsible for any--
1\fr. PERKINS. The Senator did in his impassioned appeal 

yesterday. If he did not, then I can not understand the English 
language. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; then let the Senator take that 
as his impression. I will not go into that now, but later. I 
wish simply to call the attention of the Senator, if he will per
mit me, to another point. 

.1\Ir. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it so much a question whether we 

ha\e obsolete ships, as other nations also have obsolete shipsl 
as it is a question whether or not we ha\e ships in pro
portionate number of the latest type at all compaTable to other 
nations? The Navy, as I take it, in a common-sense view, is 
not to be reckoned by the number of ships or the tonnage, but 
by its effective fighting strength compared with that of other 
nations. 

I have before me here, and I do not want to vex the Senator's 
patience, a list of the most modern battle ships of the other 
countries of the world and also our own, and according to that 
statement we are in an uncomfortably inferior position. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator has got it all wrong. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I have it merely from information that 

is the highe t I can get. 
·Mr. HALE. So have I. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from Maine has higher 

information, of course I will not ·dispute it. I must take the 
best informa tiOJ;l I can get. 

Mr. PERKINS. 1\fr. President, I was about to say that I 
think I am in full accord with the proposition as to these battle 
ships. In his message to the first session of the Fifty-ninth 
Congress the President stated as follows: 

We have most wisely continued for a number of years to build up 
ou~ Navy, and it has now reached a fairly high standard of efficiency. 
Th1s standard of efficiency must not only be maintained, but increased. 
It does not seem to me necessary, however, that the Navy should- at 
least in the immediate future--be increased beyond the present number 
of units. "What is now clearly necessary is to substitute efficient for 
inefficient units as the latter become worn-out or as it becomes ap
parent .that t~?ey are useless. Probably the result would be attained 
by addmg a smgle battle ship to our Navy each year, the supe~:seded 
or out-worn vessels being laid up or broken up as they are thus replaced. 

That we ha\e been doing. The President again stated in his 
message in the second session of the Fifty-nintl:i Congress, on 
December 3, 1906 : 

I do not ask that we continue to increase our Navy. I ask merely 
that it be maintained at its present strength, and this can be done if 
we replace the obsolete and out-worn ships by new and good ones, the 
equal of any afloat in any navy, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fTom California 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
1\Ir. PERKINS. In a moment. 
1\Ir. President, we carried out the President's policy. In 190G 

we built two ships, when the President said but one would be 
necessary, and in 1907 we authorized an appropriation for two 
ships, when the President said that only one would be neces ary. 
This year we are appropriating for two battle ships in this bill 
as it comes from the Committee on Naval Affairs. That makes 
six ships, counting one ship for 1906, one for 1907, and the four 
he recommends now. Now I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from California has read 
from the President's messages of former times. 

Mr. PERKINS. Only in the last Congress. 
Mr: BEVERIDGE. The last Congress expired over a year 

ago. I call the Senator's attention to the fact, as he will see 
in a moment, that the President in his special message gi\es 
the reasons why he departs from that view. 

Mr. PERKINS. But have we not ah·eady built six ships? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The President thinks we should have 

four more, or, of course, he would not have sent his special 
message. 

Concerning the other matter about which I am speaking, 
since the Senator made that point I have recei-ved a list of the 
effective fighting ships of the best type of this and other coun
tries, and that list, which I shall probably refer to later, 
shows--

1\Ir. PERKINS. Will the Senator please giye me their kinds, 
the number of guns they carry, and their caliber? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It does not show the guns. It gives the 
names of the ships and their tonnage. '!'hey are along the line 
of the D 'readnought class. 

Mr. HALE. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDE~TT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Maine? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. HALE. There is but one ship on the waters of the 

world of the D1·eadnought type. That is the British D1·cad
nought. It takes years to construct such a ship. There are 
talks and rumors about programmes. 

The Senator from Indiana cited France. France has adopted 
no such large programme as the Senator indicates, nor has 
Germany, and it will be years before any other great ships of 
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that kind will be put on the waters of the globe. We will get 
ours on as quickly as any other nation; and when it is assumed 
that we are behind in this type it is a mistake, for we are no 
more behind than is any other nation. We are keeping up our 
Navy, we have kept it up, and will keep it up without being 
dragooned into an extreme and expensive programme at a par
ticular time. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, with the Senator's in
dulgence-

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. If the committee are wrong on 
this proposition, we want to be set aright. 

:Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the committee itself will admit 
that the statement of tlle Senator from :Maine, that there is 
only one ship in the world of the Dreadnought type, is not ac
curate. 

1\Ir. HALE. On water? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir; on water. 
Mr. HALE. Where is she? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In England. The Tenteraire and the 

Bellerophon are both of heavier tonnage. The ones I named 
yesterday are building; they are on the stocks or are au
thorized. France has seven larger than the Dt·eaclnought. On 
the programme for 1908 are six of 21,000 tons. 

.Mr. HALE. When the Senator talks about programmes he 
has not got the legally authorized construction. He has merely 
got the programme. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, the first I mentioned was not merely 
the programme, but a thing actually in being. So far as the in
formation is concerned, howe.-er, it is the same information and 
from the same source from which the committee itself had to 
get any information which it got. 

But I do not want to take the Senator's time further. I 
merely wanted to call attention to the fact that the Senator was 
not quite accurate when he said that there was only one Dread
f'IOttght on the waters, because there are se\eral now, according 
to this information. The paper I hold in my hand is .a careful 
verification of the statements made from the information I gave 
yesterday; and, so far as information c.an be given to the Senate 
which will command its respect and credence, certainly, if this 
is not correct, then no correct information can be had. I shall 
refer to this later. I am \ery much obliged to the Senator from 
California for his patience. 

Mr. PERKINS. l\Ir. President, from 1883 to 1892 we made 
appropriathms which were expended in the construction of new 
vessels amounting to $49,258,000, as follows: 

COXSTRUCTIO!'l AUTHORIZED. 

1883 _______________________________________________ _ 

1885-----------------------------------------------
1886-----------------------------------------------1887 ____________________________________________ _ 

1888---------------------------------------------1889 _______________________________________________ _ 
1890 _______________________________________________ _ 

1891------------------------------------------------1892 ______________________________________________ __ 

$2, 440,000 
2,967,000 
6,834,000 
5,386,000 
9,191,000 
1,567,000 

12,187,000 
2, 690, 000 
5,996,000 

Total---------------------------'--------------- 49,258,000 

Since then we have .appropriated $260,101,190, as follows: 

Texas: 
Authorized ----------------------------------------- 1886 Commissioned _____________ .:-___________________________ 1895 

Maine: 
Authorirred ------------------------------------------- 1886 
Commissioned----------------·----------------- 1895 

New York (armored cruiser) : 
Authorized ------------------------------------------- 1888 
Commissioned----------------------------------- 1893 

Oregon: 
.Authorized ----------------------------------------- 1890 
Commissioned----------------------------------------- 1896 

Massachusetts : . 
AutbPrized ------------------------------------- 1890 
Commissioned------------------------------------- 1896 

Indiana: 
Authorized ------------------------------------------- 1890 
Commissioned---------------------------------------- 1895 

Iowa: 
Authorirred -------------------------------------------- 1892 
Commissioned------------------------------------------ 1897 

Brooklyn (armored cruiser) : 
Authorized ----------------------------------------- 1892 
Commissioned------------------------------------------ 1897 

'.rotal cost of all vessels built or building ______________ $309, 359, 190 
Vessels authorized up to 1893--------------~------ 49, 258, 000 

Vot~d on------------------------------------------ 260,101,190 

The list of the vessels in Admiral Dewey's fleet in the battle 
of Manila Bay is as follows : 

Tonnage. 
Olympia----------------------------------Pl'Otected cruiser __ 5, 870 Baltimore _______________________________________ do ____ 4, 415 

~~!~~~--=--=-=--=--=---=--=----=--=--=-----=--=------------=---=--=----=-------========== ~~==== ~: 6gg 
~~fr~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-=-~=~=-=-=-=-=~-=--=--=-~=======~~~~~~=-=- 1

' 11~ 
hlr. President, with that na¥y we won our great battle at 

Manila. We won our battles with Spain on that appropriation 
of $49,000,000 in the construction of new vessels, while since 
then, as I ha\e said, we have appropriated $260,101,190. Dewey 
at Manila ha.d not a single battle ship under his command, and 
had not, I think, a ship of 6,000 tons. He had the Olympia, the 
Baltimore, the Raleigh, the Boston, the Concord, and the 
Pet1·el, ranging from 5,870 tons down to 892 tons ; and yet he 
won one of the most gallant naval victories in the history of 
this or any other country. 

As to the comparison of the strength of our Navy with that • 
of other nations, I will read from remarks I made in the Senate 
some few days since, containing statistics which were carefully 
compiled and which I know to be correct; or they were col'l'ect 
at the time the speech was made, and are so still, unless some 
other authority, which my friend from Indiana can produce, 
shall p1·ove the contrary. My statement was: 

THE UXITED STATES SECOND IN NAVAL STRENGTH • 

It is the opinion of the writer o:f the above-

That was Lord Brassey-
and of many experienced naval men that the only true basis of compari
son is total displacement modified by con-sideration of age. If this basis 
is adopted and comparison is made with the naval strength of the other 
pl'incipal nations of the world, the United States is found to be second 
only to Great Britain. The relative order of tonnage of effective fighting 
vessels stands as follows : 

Great Britain -------------------------------------
United States---------------------------------------
France---------------------------------------------
Germany ------------------------------------------
Japan ---------------------------------------------
Russia ----------------,--------------------------
Italy ----------------------------------------------
Austrta ----------------------------------------------

Tonnage. 
1,633,116 

611,616 
609, 07!) 
529,032 
374,701 
232,943 
207,632 
113,235 

According to the Bureau of Navigation, the tonnage of all naval ves
sels built or building November 1. 1907, shows France in the second 
place, with 836,112 tons, against 771,758 for the United States, and if 
we authorize two battle ships of the Dread,nou,ght type the figures for 
the United States will be increased to about 812,000 tons, leaving 
France still second in tonnage on the sea. But these figures are, in a 
way, deceptive, for they include coast-defen.se vessels. 

I call my friend's attention to that especially. They are 
"deceptive, for they include coast-defense vessels"-
which are not designed for cruising, and consequently should not figure 
in our computation of strength on the high seas. If we eliminate these 
we shall have 766,666 tons for the United States and 762,812 for 
France, leaving us still second by a small ma.rgin. But if we compute 
the strength of line-of-battle ships-the true fighting strength of the 
Navy-including battle ships and armored cruisers, we shall find a still 
greater margin in our favor. 

I challenge my friend to contradict or disprove that state
ment. It was made up and carefully compiled in the Navy 
Department, and I believe it to be correct. 

Mr. President, we all have but one object in view, that which 
is for the best interests of the country; and I believe the policy 
that has been inaugurated in the programme I have outlined 
is a wise one. The only difference to-day on this whole ques
tion is simply as to which is the best business policy. 

I will ask the Senator from Indiana a question. I should 
like to have him remain to answer it now. He brushed aside 
my inquiry yesterday in regard to the lack of officers. When I 
said the Secretary of the Navy had testified before the com
mittee of the House of Representatives that we were 1,846 offi
cers short even to officer our present ships, he replied to me 
that, if we would only promote those we have in the service, it 
would provide an abundance. I find that we have .at the Naval 
Academy 852 midshipmen, and there are 312 midshipmen at 
sea, making 1,164 midshipmen all told; and some of them had 
only been in the .A.ca,demy a year or less. Even if we should 
promote every one of them, no one for a moment would contend 
that they are capable of taking the positions of officers on ship
board, any more than a nurse or an interne in a hospital i~ 
capable of taking the place of the chief surgeon or physician 
of the hospital. No one would for a moment think them capa
ble of it. I want to know how and by what mathematics the 
Senator can solve this _problem and provide sufficient officers 
for these ships? It is a physical impossibility, e--ren w!thout 
making allowance for death, resignation, or other cause of de
pletion. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will answer that only by the informa
tion furnished by the Department itself-as I have said time 
and again I have no personal knowledge on the subject-which 
is that if the personnel legislation, which has been urged upon 
C~ngreliis for now, I believe, four or five years and has been the 
subject of at least two messages from the President-if I am 
wron"' the Senator will correct me-had been passed we should 
have "'an abundance of officers. I took occasion yesterday to 
read somewhat from that message of the President and to cite 
the crying nece~sity for additional legis.lati~m. I q~oted fro~ 
his message respecting the ages of captaills ill our Navy and ill 
other navies of the world. I am informed-and, as I say, I 
can only take that information-that the Department itself 
thinks that we have an abundance ·of officers if Congress will 
only enact the personnel legislation which the Departm_ent 
asks and the President urges, and, further, that by the trme 
these four ships, if we should determine to build them, would 
be completed we should have plenty of officers graduated from 
the Naval Academy to command them. · 1 

1'.!!·. PERKINS. We only graduate from about 175 to 200 
annually from the Academy. It would take nine years even to 
fill up the present deficiency. 

1\ir BEVERIDGE. The estimate of the Department, as 
given. me yesterday, was that we would have substanti?-llY 
800 new "'raduates that could be made into officers by the time 
the ships,could possibly be completed. That is all I know. 

Mr. PERKINS. There is no question, Mr. President, but 
that there is not an ensign in the Navy who would not like to 
be promoted to a lieutenant; no lieutenant who would not like 
to be promoted to a commander; no commander who would 
not like to be promoted to a captain, and no captain who would 
not like to be promoted to the grade of admiral; but the ques
tion is, Are they qualified to discharge those high and important 
duties? 

l\fr. FORAKER. Mr. President, before the Senator leaves 
that, for it is a very interesting point, I should like to know, 
assuming that all that might be done, where would we get the 
subordinate officers, except only from the midshipmen, who 
would then be qualified to hold any kind of commission? As I 
und-erstood the statement the Senator from California made a 
few moments ago, it was to the effect that there are, all told, 
only about 1,100 midshipmen. 

Mr. PERKINS. One thousand one hundred and sixty-four. 
l\fr. FORAKER. Some of those have been in the Academy 

less than a year, and certainly they would not be qualified for 
the command of a ship. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. FORAKER. And I do not see how by this personnel 

bill we are to work such effective results as an increase of 
nearly 2,000 in the number of officers necessary to give each 
ship now in commission a proper complement of officers. It 
will be remembered that in 1899 we passed a naval personnel 
bill. It was framed, if I mistake not, in accordance with sug
gestions from the President. Certainly, as I understood at the 
time and have understood ever since, it had his entire appro
bati~n · but we have all learned, very much to our regret, that 
that bill which it was thought would accomplish this pur
pose so ~ffectually, has failed to accomplish this purpose, and 
we are still in the very unsatisfactory _situation of having more 
ships to-day than we have officers to command them, the defi
ciency being almost 2,000. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Ohio asked me a ques
tion. Of course, my only answer to that would be, first, that 
it is not proposed by any human being that I know of t? pro
mote midshipmen to captaincies or even to commandersh1ps or 
anything of that kind--

1\Ir. FORAKER. I suppose to lieutenants or ensigns. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. But to promote them to be officers and 

then let them go up in the various grades according to experi
ence and seniority and all that sort of thing. I am informed 
also by the Department that each ship--

.Mr. FORAKER. But the point was, if the Senator will allow 
me to interrupt him, and the Senator from California does not 
complain, that if we were to promote every midshipman in the 
Academy, those who have been there less than a year, as well 
as those who are soon to be graduated from there, we should 
still be short practically a thousand officers. Where would the 
necessary number come from? No personnel bill has provided 
that we shall make commissioned officers in the Navy from 
civil life. · 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the answer to that is the 
same of course, that I have made to the Senator from Cali
forni~, that the Department believes that if the naval personnel 
bill were enacted, there would be an abundance ·of officers. I 

understand that on each one of the ships now on the cruise 
there are twenty or more midshipmen, and e-very one of them 
has completed the course ·at the Academy. 

1\fr. PERKINS. 1\Ir. President, I am an enthusiast on the 
increase of the Navy, and my vote and my influence, if I have 
any, have been toward the building up of the Navy. I claim 
that we are working on the proper lines in building up a great 
Navy. From being the fifth in rank when I had the honor of 
first becoming a member of the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
we have to-day reached the position of the second naval power 
in the world. 

I differ from some of my colleagues as to the advisability of 
the mission of the fleet to the Pacific coast. I think it was a 
wise departure from the routine that has heretofore prevailed 
to send them around to the Pacific coast. It gives an oppor
tunity of maneuvering the ships at sea, of disciplining, and 
training the officers and men; and the expense is not so much 
more than it would be if the ships were cruising up and down 
the Atlantic coast. ·The only actual extra expense there can be 
is the cost of tTansporting coal in colliers to supply the ships on 
the voyage around to the Pacific coast. 

1\fy views on the increase of the Navy have been shared by 
the members of that committee; and, 1\Ir. President, I want to 
repeat what I said before, that there has never been a minority 
report during the eleven years I have been a member of that 
committee. It has been wholly nonpartisan. Our Democratic 
friends haye vied with the Republicans in voting for measures 
that 1yould build up our Navy, and to-day the result of our ef
forts in that line, I think, is apparent on looking at the register 
of the yessels which we have to-day in the service. 

The voyage of the battle ships to the Pacific coast is a won
derful event in the history of our Navy, and I think it has had 
a good moral influence. Where they stopped at ports in South 
America there has been evidence of good fellowship and comity 
between the nations of South America and the United States. 
I think the cruise of the fleet to the Pacific coast has reflected 
great credit on the Navy. Their target practice in l\fagdalena 
Bay has been of great value. They have demonstrated very 
high efficiency as marksmen. Their marksmanship has been 
equaled by that of no navy in the world; indeed it exceeds 
that of all other navies of which I have any knowledge. I 
think, when they make the cruise up that coast from San 
Diego to Puget Sound, that it will be productive of great benefit 
to the men and officers on those ships; and wherever they may 
go from there the voyage will be- of great benefit, and they will 
profit by their experience. 

The proposition as to whether we shall build two.battle ships 
or four battle ships, Mr. President, as I said before, is simply 
a -question of business policy. I believe it the part of wisdom 
for us to profit by the mistakes of other countries and benefit 
by our own experience. The ships that we built twenty years 
ago have all been stricken off of the list. We have to-day 100 
fighting ships of over a thousand tons and none of them over 
20 years old. Of course everyone who is conv-ersant with 
maritime affairs realizes there must be expense each year in 
keeping them up, but there is no more on ships in active service, 
with their engines working, their boilers being fired, if they 
are properly cared for, their electrical appliances and other 
apparatus being used and kept in order, than there is if they 
were tied up at navy-yards. With our 38,000 blue jackets and 
8,000 marines, 46,000 men in all in the Navy, and ?ur 3,000 
officers, it seems to me that they 01,1ght to be kept gorng some
where on just such a voyage as the fleet is now making. 

My friend from the Puget .Sound country [l\Ir. PILES] is 
fearful that we are in a defenseless condition. I want to say 
that the Secretary of the Navy informed me that, prior to the 
arrival of the Atlantic fleet, which consists of 16 battle ships, 
we had on the Pacific coast 2 battle ships, 8 armored cruisers, 
1 harbor-defense vessel, 9 protected cruisers, 3 torpedo-boat 
destroyers, 5 torpedo boats, and 2 submarines. 

Mr. PILES. Let me ask the Senator what battle ships they 
were? · 

Mr. PERKINS. The battle ships on the Pacific coast were 
the Nebraska and the 1-Visoonsin. · 

Mr. PILES. The Wisconsin, as I understand, was in dry 
dock for repairs, and the Nebraska was just fitting out. 

Mr. PERKINS. The Nebraska had been built at Puget 
Sound. 

1\Ir. PILES. It was just completed, and all her crew was 
not aboard the vessel. 

Mr. PERKINS. I want to say, 1\fr. President, that the Naval 
Committees .in Congress through their recommendations have 
not neglected the Pacific coast. We have had built ~n the 
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Pacific coast the Nebmska, the Ohio, the Oregon, the Wisconsin, 
all first-class battle ships. Of armored cruisers, there were 
built on the Pacific coast the California and the South Dakota; 
and two better ships than the Oalifomia and the South Dakota 
can not be found in the world in the armored-cruiser class. Of 
the protected cruisers, the Milwaukee, the Olympia, the San 
Franoisco, and the Tacoma were built on the Pacific coast ; and, 
in addition to that, we have had submarine vessels, torpedo-boat 
de troyers, and torpedo boats. The Pacific coast is well pro
tected. If we had 100 more vessels, I do not see how it would 
a vail us if the Commander in Chief should order them to other 
parts of the world-to .Asiatic waters, for instance. 

Mr. SMOOT. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if he thinks 

that our Navy is large enough properly to defend the Atlantic 
coast and also the Pacific coast? 

1\Ir. PERKINS. Mr. President, we do not use battle ships to 
defend our coasts. We use them as vessels of offense and de
fense--offense principally. We have fortified our ports on the 
Atlantic and we are doing so on the Pacific coast. This year 
we have appropriated only $8,000,000 for fortifications and ord
nance, while the Department recommended $38,000,000. I think 
it is better to put the money into forts and fortifications and sub
marine torpedoes than it is to put it into battle ships for the 
defense of ports. 

1\Ir. SMOOT. I simply asked the question for information, 
and I always get it from the Senator, because I know he has 
had a great deal of experience along this line. 

l\lr. PERKINS. Mr. President, with torpedo-boat destroyers, 
submarine mines, and torpedoes as an auxiliary to our forts, 
there can be no better defense. San Francisco is one of the 
best fortified ports in the United States, second only to New 
York; and we hope to have Puget Sound, where my friend from 
Washington [Mr. PILES] lives, amply protected. We have pro
vided nearly two and a half million dollars or three million 
dollars for the fortifications on Puget Sound. 

Mr. PILES. The Senator would not say that it is suf
ficiently fortified at the present time, would he? 

1\fr. PERKINS. I think it is not, and therefore I cheerfully 
gave my vote to provide for the proposed fortifications. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator 
a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 
yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. OVERL\IAN. I do not think I exactly understood the 

Senator in another part of his speech, and I wish to ask him 
how many battle ships are there now under construction? 

Mr. PERKINS. How many have we all told? 
1\fr. OVERMAN. How many in process of construction at 

the present time? 
Mr. PERKINS. We have and have under contract twenty

nine battle ships. There are four of those now under construc
tion, which are not completed, or at least not placed in com
mission. With the completion of the two ships provided for in 
this naval appropriation bill, we shall have thirty-one battle 
ships. 

Mr. OVERMAN. There are four under construction. Does 
that include armored cruisers? 

Mr. PERKINS. Four battle ships have not yet been commis
sioned, but are under construction. 

Mr. du PONT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from California 

'yield to the Senator from Delaware? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. du PONT. I will ask the Senator if he does not think 

the Pacific coast would be better defended by proper fortifica
tions at Pearl Harbor in the Hawaiian Islands? That would 
make an admirable naval base. 

1\lr. PERKINS. I think they would be a valuable auxiliary 
to the defense of the Pacific coast, Mj.'. President, and this 
naval appropriation bill has in it an appropriation of $1,000,000 
to provide a coaling station at Pearl Harbor, in the Island of 
Oahu, near Honolulu, and we provided in the fortifications 
bill a liberal appropriation to fortify that island. It is a base 
of naval supplies, as the Senator from Delaware so pertinently 
says. It is a base which is of more value to us on the Pacific 
coast, perhaps, than any other point that I can think of at this 
time; certainly equal to anything in the Aleutian Islands, 

because no nation at war with us could attack the Pacific coast 
without having some base of supplies and a rendezvous tl!ere. 
That was one of the principal reasons why I voted for liberal 
appropriations for fortifying the island and for a naval station 
there. That was one of the reasons why I cast my vote for the 
annexation of the Hawaiian Islands to the United States. 'I'hey 
have been a source of revenue to us and not a disappointment 
or a care or an anxiety as the Philippine Islands ha\e been. 
The Philippine Islands, of course, came to us as the result of 
a great war. We were very magnanimous in that war. After 
our Navy had wiped out the Spanish fleet, we sent home to 
Spain, in our own transports, all of her prisoners, and we 
paid $20,000,000 as a peace offering for the Philippines. This 
great American people has always been magnanimous to a 
fallen foe. 

As has been stated so well by the Senator from Massachu
setts [Mr. LoDGE], there is no more danger of war with any 
foreign country than there is of our having any other great 
catastrophe of which there is no warning given to us. I be
lieve, · Mr. President, that this naval appropriation bill is a 
liberal one and meets the approval of the people generally. I 
believe that the construction of two battle ships will carry out 
the programme we have heretofore planned and will be pro
ductive of the very best results. 

I want to say, in regard to the cruise of our ships to foreign 
countries, that I look upon the voyage of this great naval fleet 
not only as promoting good fellowship and comity between the 
nations, but as promoting respect for the American :flag. When 
as a sailor boy I reached a foreign port and saw, as I did see, the 
Stars and Stripes waving over the office of the American con
sul, I felt almost as l\foses did when he drew near the burn
ing bush, that I had gazed upon holy ground. By the narrow 
policy our Government has pursued toward our merchant ships 
we have virtually wiped them off the sea, and to-day it is well 
for us and well for the honor of our country that we should 
send our naval ships into foreign ports, so that other nations 
may see, honor, and respect our :flag. 

This bill also has been liberal to the officers of the Navy and 
the men. It has increased the pay of the officers of the Navy 
one-fifth-20 per cent-more than we have been paying them. 
It increases the pay of the men of the Navy 10 per cent. It 
offers prizes, and in that respect we have followed Englund. 
England appropriated £5,000 or more last year for prizes for 
marksmanship. I believe that instead of increasing the ap
propriation so as to provide for four battle ships we should 
put the money into new guns and the improvement of our navy
yards, as we have already done in respect to the appropriation 
for the Bremerton navy-yard. I believe in building up every 
navy-yard in the country and in improving our coaling stations. 
We have provided in this bill for building one of the battle 
ships in a navy-yard and one of the colliers in a navy-yard, 
to be built of American material by American mechanics, built 
under the Stars and Stripes, vessels which shall carry the col
ors of our country to foreign countries, where people must re
spect it if they know the great power that is back of it. 

In this discussion our friends, including the Senator from 
Indiana, have not made one reference to the great Hague Con
ference. We twice there tried to do away with war. 'Ve be
lieve in arbitration. The President has sent to us from time 
to time arbitration treaties. At the Hague Conference twenty
eight nations signed conventions to commit differences of cer
tain classes to arbitration rather than to appeal to arms. Only 
a few years ago a treaty submitted to arbitration a question 
of the greatest and most vital importance to this nation, espe
cially to us of the great Northwest, and that was with respect 
to the boundary line between Alaska and Canada. It was a 
question which greatly agitated the minds of our people. If it 
had not been for the wise counsel of that Commission, of which 
the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts was a member, 
which went to London and arrived at a decision satisfactory 
to both parties, dire results might have eventuated. It was 
reason, it was deliberation, it was patriotism, it was love of our 
country and our institutions and humanity that caused us to 
submit the question to arbitration. It resulted in benefit to us 
all. 

So I believe, instead of increasing our Navy more than we 
have under this programme, we should carry out that which 
has been recommended by your committee, after weeks of con
sideration. It has been charged by one of those who oppose our 
programme that we have not deliberated over it, that we had 
the bill before us only a few days. As a matter of fact, it was 
under consideration for weeks and weeks. The Book of liJsti-

"''llates has been before us; the communications from the l\avy 
Department have been submitted to us; and, after considlring • 
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every recommendation made by the President und the Secre
tary <>f the Navy and by the different bureaus of the Navy 
Department, we haYe formulated this bill and presented it to 
you for your consideration. I submit the question to the Sen
ate. I know the Senate belieyes that the Committee on: Naval 
Affairs, if it has erred, has committed an error of judgment 
only, and that it has so framed the bill that, in its opinion, the 
best results will be attained by carrying out its recommenda
tions and, so believing, will sustain the action of your com
mittee. 

I will not weary the Senate by recurring to the matter in 
detail, but with the permission of the Senate will place in the 
RECORD the list of ships on the Pacific coast. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, permission is 
granted. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
Battle ships, armored cruisers, protected cruisers, torpedo vessels, and 

co:zst-dcfense vessels of the United States Navy on tlte Pacific coast 
January SW, 1908. 

Normal Speed on Probable date could be made Vessel. displace-
ment. trial. ready for active service. 

Battle shi~s: Tons. Knots. Nebraska __________ 14,948 19.06 Now in commission. Wisconsin _________ 11,552 17.17 April15, 1908. 
.Armored cruisers: 

California. ______ 13,680 22.20 Now in commission. Colorado __________ 13,680 22.24 Do. Maryland_ ________ 13,680 22.41 Do. Pennsylvania. ____ 13,680 22.44 Do. 
South Dakota._. __ 13,680 21!_24 January 27,1908. 
Tennessee.-----__ 14,500 22.16 Now in commission. Washington_ ____ H,500 22.27 Do. 
West Virginia. __ 13,680 22.15 Do. 

Harbor-defense moni-
tors: 

Wyoming ________ 
Protected cruisers: 

8,225 11.80 May 1, 1008. 

Albany------------· 3,430 20.50 Now in commission. 
Boston"-------- 3,000 15.60 July 1, 1908. 

- Charleston_ _______ 9,700 22_04 Now in commissjon. Chicago _________ 4,500 18.00 Do. 
Cinciunati "----- 8,183 19.00 July 1, 19<l!. Milwaukee ________ 9,700 22.22 Now in commission. 
New Orleans ____ 3,430 20.00 March 1, 1908. 
Raleigh"-------· 8,183 19.00 July 1, 1908. 
St. Loui~<'~ ------ 9,700 22.13 Now in commission. 

Torped()-boatdestroy-
er-=· 

Paul Jones _____ 420 28.91 July 1, 1908. 
Perry---------- 420 28.32 Now in commission. Preble _________ 420 28.08 Do. 

Torpedo boats: Davis ___________ 154 23.41 February 1, 1908. Farragut ________ 279 80.13 · Do. Fox ___________ 154 23.18 Do. 
GQldsborough ____ 255 27.40 April1, 1908~ Rowan_ _______ . 210 '1:1.07 Do. 

Submarines: Grampus_ ______ 107 8.00 .May 1, 1908r 
Pike-------------· 107 8.00 Do. 

a Condition of vessel such as to restrict her movements and affect her 
'Speed. 

The armament of these vessels is contained :0 pages 138, 146, 150, 
156, 158, 184, 190, and 192 of the Annual Report of the Chief of the Bu
reau of Construction and Repair, 1907, transmitted herewith. 

Protected cruisers, tot•pedo vessels, and coast-defense ves.sels of the 
United States Navy in Asiatic waters January 20, 1908. 

Normal Speed on Probable date could be made Vessel. displace-
ment. trial. ready for active service. 

Voast-defense vessels: Tons. Knots. 
Monadnoc.k... _____ 3,900 12.00 In reserve at Olongapo. 
Mrinterey --------- 4,084 1.3.60 Can be made ready for service at 

short notice. Denver ___________ 3,200 16.65 Now in commission. 
Protected cruisers: 

Cl• a ttanooga ______ 3,200 16.4.5 Do. 
Cleveland---------- 8,200 16.75 Do. 
Galveston_ ________ 3,200 16.41 Do. 

Torpedo-boat destroy-
ers: 

Bainbridge _________ 420 28.45 February 1, 1908. 
Barry------------ 420 28_13 Now in commission. 
Chauncey--------- 420 28.64 Do. Dale ________________ 

420 28.00 Do. 
Decatur------------ 420 28.10 Do. 

The armament of these vessels ls contained on pages 152, 158, and 
184 of the Annual Report of the Chief of the Bureau of Construction 
and Repair, 1907, transmitted herewit!L 

.M!". BURROWS obtained the floor. 
l\lr. OWEN. Mr. President~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 

Ur. BURROWS. Does the Senator from Oklahoma desire to 
take the floor? 

1\Ir. OWEN. No, sir; except for a moment. 
1\Ir. BURROWS. I yield. 
Mr. OWEN. I wish to suy that in view of the number o:f 

speeches that n.re yet to be on the bill this afternoon, desiring 
to be heard with regard to the matter before it is disposed of, 
I should like to have the opportunity on Monday of being heard 
on this measure, if it meets the approval of the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The chairman of the committee who has 
the bill in charge is not present, and I suggest to the Senator 
from Oklahoma t-hat he make his request later on, in the pres
ence of the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, were it not for the fact that 
I am conscious of a difference of opinion among the people of 
my own State and in the country generally in relation to the 
quesiion as to the number of new battle ships to be authorized, 
I should not care to be heard for a moment. nut in view of 
this division in my State and in the country, I desire to set 
forth briefly the reasons which will control me in voting against 
the amendment of the Senator from Washington [1\Ir. PILES] to 
increase the number of battle ships to be constructed from two 
to four. As a member of the Committee ou Naval Affairs, I 
joined in the report, which, so far as I know, was unanimous in 
favor of the authorization of but two battle ships at this time. 

Before any Senator can determine this question with any de:. 
gree of satisfaction to himself it will be neces ary to call to 
mind what the strength of our Navy is to-day and then consider 
the sufficiency of the reasons assigned for this proposed increase. 
As to the present strength of the Navy, I present the official 
statement of the Secretary of the Navy, taken from his last an
nual report and srmized in a table which I will ask to have 
inserted in my remarks without reading. The heading to this 
table is as follows : 

Oost of all vessels of the new Navy. 

STATEMENT SHOWING COST OF E.A.CH COMPLETED BATTLE SHIP, AlD.IORED 
CRUISEB, PRO'l'ECTED CBUI'SER, AND UNPROTECTED CRUISEB BUILT UXDER 
APPROPIUA.TIO:>.-s FOB INCREASE OF THE NAVY TO JUNE 30, 1907. 

Hull andma- Equipage, in-
ebinery, in- eluding arma- Total. 

eluding armor. ment. 

BATTLE SHIPS (23). 

Texas------------------------ $3,638,284.99 $563.836. 50 $4,20~,121.40 Indiana __________________________ 
5,333, 708.05 649. GG3. 9:l 5,983,371.98 

Massachusetts------------------· 5,401,844.97 645,272.98 6,047,117.95 Oregon_ ______________________ , 5,914,021.90 661,010.86 6,575,0.32.76 Iowa ___________________ 
5,162,587.12 708,619.20 5,871,206.3~ Kearsarge... __________________ 4,429,800.69 613,700.99 5, 043,591.58 Kentucky ___________________ 4,418,094.99 580,92,.44 4,998,110.4.3 

~~~~:ttn=======--=====--====: 
4,on,o1o.oo 588,810.13 4,GG5,820.22 
4,162,617.58 561,276.75 4,723,894.28 

Dljnois.---------------------- 4,073,42~L26 547,979 .56 4,621,408.82 Maine... ______________________ 
4,566,642.69 814,439.09 5,381,081.78 

Mis ourL------------------------ 4,488,925.08 819,335.47 5,258,260,55 Ohio __________________ 4,475,l'l0.32 790,129.39 5,265,309.71 
Connecticut---------------------· 6,343, 731.81 1,323,875.12 7,667,606.93 

~g~~;-a::::-=::::::::::::=:=::: 6,018.320.94 1,052,822.54 7,071,143.48 
5. 906.787.76 1,003,321.50 6,910,109.26 Minnesota _______________ 5,886,708.61 1,046,559.96 6,933,268.57 

Vermont----------------------- 6,027,361.76 896,168.34 6, 923,530.10 Georgia ___________________ 
6,525,093.50 9"....3,583.1.4 6,448,676.64 

N ebr ask a_----------------------- 5,373,4..;;s.82 817,115.91 6,190,572.73 
New JerseY------------------- 6,364,678.09 1,072,922.!>3 6. 437.601. 07 
R~o~e _Island _______________ 6,343,450.55 1,092,023,&q 6,435,474.43 Vrrgnna ______________________ 

5,(83,089.56 1,0Dl.,993.05 6,535,082.61 
TotaL ______________________ 117,364,917.08 18,824,4.85. 71 136,18!),40"2.79 

ARMORED CRUISERS (8). 

Brooklyn ______________________ 8,944,820.73 478,969.36 4,423,790.09 Ne'v York-___________________ 3,897,840.32 448,802.07 4,346,642.39 
ColoradO------------------------ 4,831,408.00 860,201.59 5,691,609.59 
Pennsylvania------------· 4,855, 881.02 800,493.05 5, 706,374.67 
Maryla~d:--:------------- 4,874,500.11 808,019.&1 5,682,520.00 
West Vrrgmta---------------- 4,805,072.48 843,840.85 5,728,913.33 Tennessee _________________ 

5,193,678.07 950,755.36 6,144,433.43 
Washington_ __ ---- __ ------------- 5,063,106.54 955,519.36 6, 018,625.90 

Total __________ 37,546,307.27 6,]96,602.13 43,742,009.40 

PROTECTED CRUISERS (18). 
Newark... ___________________ 1,43!>,382.20 300,735.00 1,830,117.20 Baltimore __________________ 1,554,483.94 422.24.5. 41 1,976, 729.35 Philadelph:la_ _____________ 1,561,392.47 '397. 267. 91 1,958,660.38 San Francisco _______________ 1, 738,257.82 397,045.49 2,13!1, 303.81 

g~~~~-tL-=--===--============ 
2,4.84,027.54 495,255.84 2,97e,2~.ss 
2,023,326.91 34.8,577.61 2,371,904.52 Raleigh_ ______________ 1,807,934.32 331,7%.48 2,199,729.80 Columbia _________________ 3,461,960.26 447,051.00 8,909,0l1.26 

Minneapolis------------------ 8,403, 707.07 4.46,289.37 3,849,996.44 
Tacoma------------------------ 1,113,395.~ 285,386.30 1,398,781. 75 

' 
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Cost of alZ vessels of the ttmc Navy-Continued. 
STATEMENT SHOWING COST OF EACH COMPLETED BATTLE SHIP, ETC., TO 

JUNE 30, 1907-continued. 

PROTECTED CRUISERS~On-
tinued. 

Cleveland __ ----------------____ _ 
Denver_--------------------------
Des Moines-----------------------· Chattanooga ____________________ _ 
Charleston----------------------· Galveston ________________________ _ 
Milwaukee ______________________ _ 

Hull and ma
chinery, in

cluding armor. 

$1,098,320.33 
1,135,853. 66 
1,156,256.68 
1,378,445. 75 
3,117,234.16 
1,426,850.73 
3,171,668.53 

Equipage, in
cluding arma

ment. 

$276,488.77 
278,914.08 
269,884.74 
308,148.45 
664,176.84 
309,923.50 

• 660,834.33 

Total. 

$1 ,374,800'.10 
1,414, 767.74 
1,426,101.42 
1,686,594.20 
3,781,411.00 
1,736,'174.23 
3,832,502.86 

St. Louis-------------------------
1------------l----------

3,173,324.3.3 644,4~.09 3,817 J 732.44 

TotaL _____________________ I=~=~==I=~~===l====== 36,305,822.17 7,374,388.21 43,680,210.38 

UNPROTECTED CRUISERS (3). 

1,061,426.1SO 229,736.63 1,291,162. 93 
1,050,933. 54 216,176.17 1,267,109.71 

228,328.25 1,233,039.90 

Marblchca<L---------------------
Montgomery -------------------
Detroit--------------------------- 1,004, 711.65 

1--~------1---------1---------

Total (52}---------------- 3,117 ,071.4.9 674.241.05 3,791,312.54 

From this official statement I find that we have classed under 
the head of the "new Navy" twenty-three battle ships, costing 
$136,1 9,402.79; eight armored cruisers, costing $43,742,909.40; 
eighteen protected cruisers, upon which we have expended in 
first cost $43,6, 0,210.38; three unprotected cruisers, costing 
$3,7n1,3~2.54, making an aggregate of fifty-two ships, upon 
which we have expended $227,403,835.11. 

It further appears from the report of the Secretary of the 
Navy that the tonnage of our Navy has more than doubled 
during the last year, and for the first time in the history of the 
Navy we have been able to mobilize sixteen battle ships. 

But this is not all. I hold in my hand an official table giving 
a list of vessels in course of construction on November 1, 1907. 

From this it appears that we have now under construction, in 
addition to the ships I haTe named, seven battle ships, two 
armored cruisers, three scout cruisers, five torpedo-boat destroy
ers, two submarines, two colliers, and two other minor craft, 
making a total of twenty-three in addition to those already com
pleted, and upon which we have already expended $36,454,000. 

The table referred to is as follows : 
List of vessels in course of construction on November 1, 1907. 

Ship as designed, fully equippedready 
for sea, normal stores, ammunition, 

Name. 

and coal. 
1------~------~----~------1 Sp~ 

Length Breadth 
between on load 
perpen- water 

diculars. line. 

Displace-
Mean ment 
draft. (nor-

mal). 

on 
trial. 

----------------------1------- ------ ----- ------ -----
BATTLE SHIPS ( 7), 

MississippL--------------------· 
Idaho. ______ --------------------
New Hampshire _______ ---------
South Carolina _______________ _ 
Michigan.... ______________________ _ 
Delaware _____________________ _ 
North Dakota __________________ , 

AIDIORED CRUISERS (2). 

Ft. in. 
375 0 
375 0 
450 0 
450 0 
450 0 
510 0 
510 0 

North Carolina________________ 502 0 
Montana_____________________ 502 0 

SCOUT CRUISI!IDS (3). 

Chester_________________________ 420 0 
BirminghaiiL------------------- 420 0 Salem___________________________ 420 0 

TORPEDO-BOA'.r DESTI:OYERS ( 5) 

No. 17 -------------------------- · 289 0 
No. 18--------------------------- 289 0 
No. 19-----------------~-------' 239 0 
No. 20.------------------------ 239 o 
No. 21..----------------------- 289 0 

SUB::\IARINES (2). 

Ft. in. 
77 0 
77 0 
76 10 
80 2! 
80 2~ 
85 2~ 
85 2} 

Ft. in. 
24 8 
24 8 
24 6 
24 6 
24 6 
26 11 
26 11 

72 1~ 25 0 
72 1~ 25 0 

47 1 
47 1 
47 1 

28 0 
25 0 
25 0 
26 0 
26 0 

16 9 
10 9 
16 9 

8 0 
8 0 
8 0 
8 0 
8 0 

Tons. 
13,000 
13,000 
16,000 
16,000 
16,000 
20,000 
20,000 

Knots. 
a17.00 
<~17 .00 
a18.00 
418.50 
a18.50 
4 21,()() 
a21.00 

14,500 422.00 
14,500 <~22.00 

3,750 
3,750 
3,750 

<I 24.00 
a 24.00 
<I 24.00 

700 <I 28.00 
700 <I 28.00 
700 a 28.00 
700 a 28.00 
700 <I 28.00 

gi~~~~~a:.-:.~~~-=---=-~~~--~~--~--~~------~~ ========== ==========~========== ---------- --------
COLLIERS (2). 

VestaL _________________________ _ 450 0 60 Prometheus ____________________ _ 450 0 60 

TUGS (2). 
Patapsco ______________________ _ 148 0 29 
Patuxent ______ ------------------ 118 0 29 

ca Estimated. 

0~ oa 

26 
26 

12 
12 

0 
0 

3 
3 

12,585 a 16.00 
12,585 416.00 

755 · a 13.00 
755 a 13.00 

Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator from Michigan a 
question? I ask merely for information. Do I understand that 
twenty-three vessels are now under construction? 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes; twenty-three crafts are now undEr 
construction, seven of which are battle ships. 

.Mr. OVERMAN. Battle ships? 
Mr. BURROWS. Yes; and two armored cruisers. I beg to 

submit here an official table showing the vessels now under con
struction, their names, and the amount expended thereon to 
June 30, 1907, which, it will be observed, is $36,454,634.01. 

E(IJpendUures on vessels tmdet· construction to Jmte SO, 1901. 

Michigan.... _____________ _ 
South Carolina _______ _ 
New Hampshire _________ _ 
Idaho ________________ _ 

$843,213.45 
1,228,606.70 
4,374,092.23 
3,896, 752.88 
4,108,971.07 

Torpedo-boat destroyer 
No. 18----------------

Torpedo-boat destroyer No. 19 ________________ _ 

$3,160.24 

3,160.23 
Mississippi_ _____ _ 
Delaware _________ _ 
N ortb Dakota ___________ _ 
California ____________ _ 

17,443.99 
12,002.63 

4,491, 789.80 
3,905,743.99 
3,622,860.32 
4,396,695.31 
1,266,110.62 
1,160,365.27 
1,159,922.50 

VestaL-----------------Prometheus ___________ _ 
PatapsCO--------------
Patuxent-------------

371,789.66 
25,136.00 
42,446.17 
27,381.63 

North Carolina _______ _ 
Montana--------------· South Dakota ___________ _ 
Chester _____ ------------Birmingham _____________ _ 
Sale.m __________________ _ 

Octopus ________________ _ 
Viper ___________________ _ 
CuttleFish ____________ _ 
Tarantula---------------Cumberland. _________ _ 
Intrepid-------------

204,9'24.16 
162,938.17 
150,908.18 
149,283.28 
425,981.18 
399,793.74 

Torpedo-boat destroyer 
No. 17-------------- 3,160.25 TotaL ___________ 36,454,634.61 

Amount expended under increase of the Navy appropriations on all 
vessels other than those above named {including $2,500,000, approxi
mate cost of equipage of monitors and torpedo boats), $45,500,721.20. 

In this connection it is interesting to note that the Secretary 
of the Navy in his last annual report states the total cost of 
"all vessels of the new Navy, built and building," to this time is 
$309,359,190.92. 

I also ask to have inserted in my remarks, without reading, a 
table taken from the report of the Secretary of the Navy, giving 
a summary of all the vessels in the United States Navy June 30, 
1907, from which it appears that there are " fit for service, in
cluding those under repair, 285; under construction, 20; author
ized, 8; unfit for sea service, 12;" making a total of 325 crafts 
of all classes, constituting the present strength of our Navy. 

The table referred to is as follows : 
Surnrnarv of vessels in the United States Navy June 30, 19fT/. 

Fit for 

Type. 
service, in- Under Unfit for 

eluding construe- Author- sea Total. 
those under tion. ized • service. 

repair. 
---------------1--------1---- --------
First-class battle shlps _______ _ 
Second-class battle ship ______ _ 

22 
1 ---------- ---------- ----------

5 2 --------
Armored cruisers ____________ _ 8 4 --------- ----------Armored ram _________________ _ 1 
Single-turret harbor-defense 

D~~fe~etiD.-oDitors======: ~ ========= ========== ========= Protected cruisers_____________ 22 --------- ---------- ----------
Unprotected cruisers__________ 3 ---------- --------- ---------Scout cruisers ________________ ------------
Gunboats---------------------·1 9 

3 --------- ----------

GCn~~~~g~g)__~~~~~--~~~~- ----------- ---------- -------~- ~~~=~~~~: 
Light-draft gunboats_________ 3 ---------- ---------- ----------
Composite gunboats__________ 8 ---------- ---------- ----------
Training shlp (Naval Acad-

emy), sheathed-------------· Training ships _______________ _ 
Training brigantine __________ _ 
Special class (Dolphin, Ve-

suvius)----------------------
Gunboats under 500 tons _____ _ 
Torpedo-boat destro.yers _____ , 
Steel torpedO> boats _________ _ 
Wooden torpedo boats _______ _ 
Submarine torpedo boats... __ , 
Iron cruising vessels, steam __ _ 
Wooden cruising vessels, steam 
Wooden sailing vessels ______ _ 
Tugs __ ----------------------- __ Auxiliar:t eruisers ____________ _ 
Converted yachts ____________ _ 
Colliers ________ ---------------_ 
Transports and supply ships .. 
Hospital shiP--------~----· Receiving ships _______________ _ 
Prison ships ___________ --------

1 ---------- ---------- ----------
2 
1 

2 ---------- ---------- ----------
13 
16 
35 

1 
8 
4 
5 
8 

41 
5 

23 
15 
10 
1 
5 
2 

5 ----------

4 ========= ========== 
--------- ---------- 4 
---------- ---------- 2 

2 ---------- ----------

2 ---------- ---------

5 
1 

29 
1 

12 
1 

4 
6 

22 
3 
3 
!) 

1 
3 
8 

1 
2 
1 

2 
13 
21 
35 
1 

]2 
4 
9 

10 
43 
5 

23 
17 
10 
1 

10 
3 

1~ .......... -----1-----11------ ------ -----
TotaL------------------- 285 20 8 1!25 

Mr. BURROWS. I will also submit an official table showing 
the war-ship tonnage of the eight leading naval powers of the 
world, viz, Great Britain, France, United States, Germany, 
Japan, Russia, Italy, and .Austria, from which it can be seen 
at a glance the naval strength of each nation, the nnmbe1· and 
character of ships completed and under construction, and the 
relatiTe order of war-ships tonnage among these naval powers 
at present and when existing constructions are completed. 

• 
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War-ship tonnage of the principal naml powers, number and di8placement of war ships, built and building, of 1,000 or more tons, and of torpedo craft of more than 50 tons
NO'Vember 1, 1907. 

Great Britain. France. 

Type of vessel. Built. Building. Built. Building. 

Num- Num- Num- Num- 1 
------------------------------------~ Tons. ~ Tons. ~ Tons. ~ Tons. 

Battle ships, first class a •.••• ----· •.•••• --· --- ••••••••. -- •••• --.. •••••• •••••• ••••.• •••••.• .• • . 52 7-19,090 4 72,300 b19 228,641 8 139,820 
Coast-defense vessels c........................................................................ . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12 73,300 

g:~f.:t~~m~J·,::~ ~:::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: !! m: m ..... -~· ... ~; :. :i 'n: ~ ::::: :~: , ;: :: r:m 
~EEE~~f:~~t:~~:'::~~:~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~:~~:~~ '! :!:m --~-~!" ···-r~· ~ ~:m ~ 1 J:r~ 

Total tons built and toto.l tons building ....•.....•••...••.•.••.•••••••••••.•••.•••.•.•• ==1,633,ll6~==~J:88,494"==609,079~==~~ 

Total tons built atd building •••.•••.••..•.••••. ~ •• • • . • • . • . • • • . • •• • •• • . • ••• •• • . •• •• • ••. 1, 821,610 836, 112 

Type of vessel. 

United States. 

Built. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

Building. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

Germany. 

Built. 

Num
ber. Tons, 

Building. 

·um
ber. Tons. 

---------------------------------1--------------------------
Battle shlps, first classa...................................................................... 22 292,146 7 114,000 22 260,250 6 98,400 
Coast-defense vessels o • • • • • • • • • • • • • •• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 11 45, 334 . . . 8 33, 200 
Armored cruisers ..••••.•..•••.•.•..•••••••••••••.•••••.••••..•..•••...••...••••••.••.• :...... 10 128,445 ·•·· 2 ···2g;000· 8 79,600 ······2· ····34;2oo 
ggf~:~~ :.~~'f:·mJ~g~:d: :::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 1~ ~r: m ······a· · · "ii: 25o· 1~ 7~: ~gg ·· ····a· · .. · ii; ow 
Cruisers 3,000 to 1,00C tox;.sd.. ••••.• •..•. •. .• •• .. • .•. ••. . •••• •. . . ••• . •••• ••••. .•• •••. •.•.•.. .. . 19 26,317 . .•. .. . . . . ... . . . . . 19 40,685 ................ . 
Torpedo-boat destroyers...................................................................... 16 6, 957 5 8, 750 60 26,298 12 7, 560 
Torpedo boats................................................................................ 32 5, 615 •• . . • . . . . . . . . . . . •. 48 8, 539 .•••.............. 
Submarines.................................................................................. 12 1,632 7 · 2,142 1 180 2 360 

Total tons built and total tons building •••..••......•.••••.••••••••••••••••••••.•••••. ·:-·:-::-~·~·~·r6ll,616==~160,142==6'29,032==~~ 

Total tons built and building .••••••••••.•..••.•••.•••.•••.•...•.•.•••••••.•••..•...... 

Type of vessel. 

771,753 

Japan. · 

Built. Building. 

Num
ber. Tons. Num

ber. Tons. 

680,602 

Russia. 

Built. Duilding. 

Num
ber. Tons. Num

ber. Tons. 
---------------------·------------·1---·1-----------------------
Battle ships, first class a...................................................................... 11 152,648 2 88,950 5 62, GOO 4 58,600 
Coast-defense vessels c........................................................................ 3 18, 7&3 .•.. .... ...... .. .. 4 21,380 ....•••........... 
Armored cruisers............................................. . .............................. 11 108,900 2 29,200 4 46,200 3 24,000 
Cruisers above 6,000 tonsd.................................................................... 2 13,130 .•••.... .......... 7 46,460 ......•........... 
Cruisers 6.000 to 3,000 tonsd •.........•. •... .... .•..•••••...•..... .. .... ......••.... ..... ... .. 10 38,994 1 4,100 1 3, 100; .•.......•••.....• 
Cruisers 3,000 to 1,000 tonsd ••..•... .••• ..... ..... .••• .•.•... ... .•...... ....•.•..... •......... 7 15,288 2 2,600 7 , 00 ................. . 
Torpedo-boat destroyers •••. •....... .. .....•.... .... ....... ...... ...•.•.. ..•••••.••..... ..... 54 19,413 3 1,143 93 33, 34 4 2, 420 
Torpedo boats................................................................................ 77 6,842 ........ .......... 57 6,834 ................. . 
Submarines .•.••..••.•••..•.. .... ...••. ...•.. .•...• ....•. .•.. ..... .••.. .•.. •... ..••.. ... ..... 7 800 2 626 25 3, 735 6 2, 077 

Total tons built and total tons building •..••.•.••••.•••.••••••.••• : •••••.•••.••..•..•. 

1

==,374;7ol ==76,619==1232,"9431==-87,097 
Total ton& built and building.......................................................... 451,320 820,040 

Type of vessel. 

Italy. 

Built. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

Building. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

Austritt. 

Built. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

Building. 

Num
ber. Tons. 

-----------------------------1----------------------
Battle ships, first class a .••.•.•••••••••. ~..................................................... 10 130,629 8 87,275 8 31,800 ..............•..• 
Coast-defense vessels c........................................................................ .... .. . . .. . ... .. . . .... .•.. ...... .... 6 41,700 ................•• 
Armoredcruisers ...•.••••.•••••.•.......•...•••...........•..•....•..•. :..................... 6 39,200 4 39,320 3 18,800 ..•..............• 
Cruisers above 6,000 tons d ....••••................•.•••••.•..•••.•...•...••..•.•••.............•..•....•.........................•.••••.....•...........•.....•.....•• 

g~~:~ ~:888 tg ~:8~ i~~ ~:::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 15 2~:~ ........ ...... .... ~ ~:ggg :::::::: :::::::::: 
Torpedo-boat destroyers...................................................................... 13 4,133 ····· ·4· ··· ·i; 46o· 4 1,600 2 800 

[~~~~~~~~:a_:::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 6~ 7, ~~ 1~ 2, m -- ... ~~ .... -~: ~~. ~ 1, ~ 
_Total tons built and t<>tal tons building ..........•••...•••.•••.•• ." •••••.•••••.••.••••.. == 207,"623==---s0,81Q==J:i3,2351==-s.<i00 
Total tons built and building •••.•....•••....•.••••••••••••••••••.•••••••.•••••......•. 

a Battle shlps, first class, are those of (about) 10,000 or more tons displacement. 
bQmitting the lena. 

288,433 116,235 

clncludes smaller battle shlfs and monitors. 
dAll unarmored war ships o more than 1,000 tons are in this table classed according to displacement as cruisers. Scouts are considered as cruisers in which 

battery and protection have been sacrificed to secure extreme speed. The word "protected" has been omitted because all cruisers except the smallest and oldest 
now have protective decks. 
N. B.-The following vessels are not inclurled in tho tables: 

Those over 20 years old, unless they have been reconstructed and rearmed since 1900. 
Those not actually begun, although authorized. 
'l"ransports, colliers, repair ships, torpedo depot shlps, converted merchant vessels, or yachts. 
Vessels of less than 1,000 ton~ , except torpedo craft. 
Torpedo craft of less than 50 tons. 
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Relative order of :war-ship to11nagB. 

At present. 

Nation. 

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

I Tonnage. 

1,633,116 
611,616 
609,079 
529,032 
374,701 
232,943 
207,623 
113,235 

1\lr. BURROWS. From this statement it appears that the 
United States to-day ranks second among the naval powers of 
the world. 

Mr. President, with such a Navy completed and in course of 
construction as we possess to-day and at peace with the world, 
the question arises, What pressing necessity can there be for 
increasing the limit as fixed in the bill, as it came to the Senate, 
from two to four battle ships? One of the reasons urged-and 
I may say the chief one-is the apprehension expressed by cer
tain Senators that we are to have in the immediate future seri
ous trouble with some foreign nation. The Senator from Wash
ington [.Mr. PILEs] and other .Senators-the Senator from Indi
ana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]-are apprehensive that we are to have dif
ficulty with some nation somewhere; and the Senator from 
,Washington especially, while disclaiming a belief that there is 
any immediate danger of trouble with Japan, yet ne>ertheless 
says there is a possibility of difficulty with that Empire in the 
near future, and therefore we ought to be prepared to meet such 
emergency should it arise. 

I do not question the sincerity of the Senator's appre
hension, but I will be permitted, and pardoned, I am sure, if I 
place more reliance upon what the Secretary of State says 
touching this matter, who, by virtue of his position, has superior 
opportunity to judge of the attitude and temper of foreign na
tions toward us. Secretary Root, whose diplomatic skill and 
genius adorn the great office of Secretary of State, speaking of 
this apprehension of difficulty with Japan, says: 

There was one great and serious question-
referring to the recent difficulty in California over the school 
question--

1\Ir. FORAKER. From what is the Senator reading? 
1\lr. BURROWS. From the American Journal of Interna

tional Law, and from a speech of Secretary Root delivered 
before the Society of International Law, of which he is presi
dent. 

There was one great and serious question underlying the whole 
subject which made all questions of construction and of. scope and 
effect of the treaty itself-all questions n.s to whether the claims of 
J"apan were well founded or not; all questions as to whether the res
olutions of the school board was valid or not-seem temporary and 
comparatively unimportant. It was not a question of war with Japan. 
All the foolish talk about war was purely sensational and imaginative. 
There was never even friction between the two Governments. The 
question was, What state of feeling would be created between the great 
body of the people of the United States and the gl·eat body of the 
people of Japan as a result of the treatment given to the Japanese 
in this country? 

What was to be the effect upon that proud, sensitive, highly civilized 
people across the Pacific, of the discourtesy, insult, imputations of 
inferiority and abuse aimed at them in the columns of American news
paper , and from the platforms of American public meetings? What 
would be the eft'ect upon our own people of the responses that natural 
resentment for such treatment would elicit from the Japanese? 

The first article of the first treaty Japan ever made with a western 
power provided : 

" There shall be a perfect, permanent, and universal peace and a 
sincere and cordial amity between the United States of America on 
the one part and the Empire of Japan on the other part, and between 
their people respectively, without exception of persons or places." 

Continuing, the Secretary says: 
Under that treaty, which bore the signature of Matthew Calbraith 

Perry, we introduced Japan to the world of western civilization. We 
had always been proud of her wonderful development-proud of the 
genius of the race that in a single generation adapted an ancient feudal 
system of the Far East to the most advanced standards of modern 
Europe and America. The friendship between the two nations had been 
peculiar and close. Was the declaration of that treaty to be set aside? 
At Kurihama, in .Japan, stands a monument to Commodore Perry, 
raised by the Japanese in grateful appreciation, upon the site where 
he landed and opened negotiations for the treaty. Was that monument 
henceforth to tepresent dislike and resentment? Were the two peoples 
to face each other across the Pacific in future years with angry and 
resentful feelings? 

The great question which overshadowed all discussion of the treaty 
of 1894 was the question : At·e the people of the United States about to 
oreal~ friendship with the people of Japanf That question, l believe, 
has been happily answered in the negative. 

How idle is this talk of war with Japan in the light of these 
declarations of Secretary Root! 

As would be the case were vessels building ~w completed. 

Nation. 

Great Britain············-·····~-·--·-····························-· 
France._ ... _ ....•.••.•..•.•.•.•..• ··n•··· ......................... _ .. 
United States .....•...••...••..... ··-· .•.•..•....•........•.•... -.... . 
Genna.ny ....•..........•••...• ·-·-··-·-··· ................•........... 
Japan •••.••.•••.....• .......•.•.•••............•.•.•..•.•............. 
Russia·-············-·················--·-·-··············---········ 
It.aly _ .••••.•••.......•..••..•••.•.••........•..•..•............•..••.. 
Austria ..•....••....•....•..•....•....•...•...... -··-·· .•....••...•.... 

Tonno.ge. 

1,821,610 
836,112 
7il, 758 
6SO,G02 
451,320 
320,040 
288,433 
116,~35 

1\!r. President, we would do well, too, to remember in the midst 
of this cry of \var that this is an era of peace; an era of inter· 
national parliaments seeking to devise meuns to settle inter
national differences through the peaceful instrumentality of 
arbitration. 

Let me quote the words of another great Secretary of State, 
Richard Olney, deploring the spirit of the times-the spirit of 
militarism which seems to haYe ta.ken possession of some 
people-and invoking the higher and more humane spirit of 
arbitration, more in harmony with the spirit of adTancing 
civilization of the age. 

Speaking of the potency of this influence, ex-Secretary of State 
Olney says: 

In favor of all wise and just rules of international conduct formu
lated by conferences at The Hague or by other like conferences

1 
the 

public opinion of the civilized world may be relied upon to fnrmsh a 
force ever growing more and more potent, until such rules receive com
plete international recognition and acceptance. When, in 1823, Web
ster would have had this country express sympathy with the revolt of 
the Greeks against Turkey, and it was objected that the thing was use
less, because we did not propose to fight for Greece or to endange1· 
our own peace in any way, he mad~ an answer which is among the 
most impressive of his public utterances : 

Sir, this reasoning mistakes the age. The time has been indeed when 
fleets and arm:i.es and subsidies were the principal reliances, even 1n 
the best cause. But., happily .for mankind, n great change has taken 
place in this respect. Moral causes come into consideration in propor
tion as the progress of knowledge is advanced, and the public opinion of 
the civilized world is rapidly gaining an ascendency over mere brutal 
force. It is already able to oppose the most formidable obstruction to 
the progre ·s of injustice and oppression, and as it grows more intelli
gent and more intense it will be more and more formidable. It may be 
silenced by military power, but it can not be conquered. It is elastic 
irrepressible, and invulnerable to the weapons of ordinary warfare. It 
is that impassible, inextinguishable enemy of mere violence and arbi· 
trary rule which, like Milton's angels, 

Vital in every part. 
Can not but by annihilating <lie. 

This exalted sentiment, expressed by Mr. Webster more than 
three-quarters of a century ago, is peculiarly applicable to the 
times in which we liYe. " Though dead, he yet speaketh." 

Secretary Olney further said: 
The Hague conference of 1899. did much in that direction by facili

tating international arbitration and making mediation between angry 
states rather a friendly courtesy than a piece of officious impertinence. 
Other like conferences may be expected to make substantial progress in 
the same direction, and the advent of the time when "Nation shall not 
lift up sword against nation, neither shall they learn war any more," 
is by no mea.us to be put down as among the dreams of poets or the 
visions of seers. The interdependent relations of states, constantly 
increasing in number and closeness and strength, are constantly mak
ing war increasingly difficult, impracticable, and repulsive. They are 
steadily bringing nearer and making more imperative agreements be
tween the civilized states of the world, by which war, already branded 
as the worst possible violation of the dictates of common sense and 
sound morals, shall also be a crime in the sight of international law, 
and as such be both preventable and punishable by all the forces which 
organiz-ed civilization may be able to command. 

I ask permission of the Senate to insert in my remarks, with
out reading, some excerpts from an article appearing in the last 
issue of a magazine called "The Navy," justifying the course 
of the committee in reporting the authorization of but two 
battle ships instead of four. The reasons are so cogent as to 
command attention. 

The article is entitled " The battle-ship programme," from 
which I quote: 

It seems not wholly unfortunate that the House Naval Committee has 
reported a bill providing for only two battle ships instead of the four 
asked for by the Department. Undoubtedly the naval requirements of 
this country demand the very early addition of four battle ships of the 
Dreadnought type; but it is probable that the best interests of out· 
fleet will be served by authorizing only two this year. 

Several considerations have to be borne in mind in regard to this 
matter. In the first place, four ships authorized now would in all prob
ability be mere repetitions of the Delaware and Not·th Dakota. The 
designs of these two ships, especially in regard to turret arrangements
which materially affect the interior structure of the ship-were not 
(tnaUy settled until well into last November. And there appears nc 
reason to believe that the Board of Construction bas devised or con
templates any improvement on these ships. 

One of these ships, moreover, is herself an -erperimm~t. The North 
Dakota, fitted with Curtis turbine engines, is an entirely new venture 
for our Navy; and there is no means of knowing until after she is 
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afloat and has had her trials, what modifications in her design may be 
necessary. Like the English Dt·eadnought, she is in a sense our big ex
perimental ship; and u.ntil we know what she will do, and whether her 
designs need changing"'!.n order to make her efficient, it is certainly pru
dent not to duplicate her. It is at least possible that she may not be
have well in squadron with ships of the same size driven by recipro
cating engines. On the other hand, if the Not·th Dakota proves to have 
the superiorities over ships with reciprocating engines that are to be 
hoped for, our future big ships should be turbine driven. 

Some lessons may have to be learned also from foreign ships. The 
newly launched German Nassau, in particular, is one whose design 
our constructors need to pay attention. The number of guns she will 
carry and their arrangement appear to be so far a complete secret, out
side the German officials. Our Berlin correspondent, whom we have 
reason to trust, says she will carry sixteen 11-inch guns, in an arrange
ment which he has rou~hly described. But it is apparent, from the 
tone of British service JOUrnals, that the armament of the new ship 
is not known in England. This ignorance of the details of the Nassau 
may, in fact, account, :rr.ore than considerations of economy, for the de
cision of the British Admiralty to lay down no more than one Dt·ead
nought this year. It will be seen, therefore, that neither as to our own 
Dreadnoughts, nor the newl'.'st ships of that type abroad, have we such 
knowedge as is de-9il·able be(o1·c entcr·ing upon a const1·uction of a group 
of tou1· new ships. Two more Delawares would give us a squadron of 
four ships of the same size ; and, in the present uncertainties regarding 
this type, that is perhaps as tar as it is prudent to go now. 

The delay that would be occasioned by waiting for the trials of the 
North Dakota and IYela.ware could be compensated for in two ways. 
'l'lle contractors could undoubtedly be helped to finish them in con
siderably less than the contract period ; and as to future big ships, a 
proper management of preparation should enable us to complete them 
in two years, instead of in the four or five now required. Measures 
could be so taken that the delay of any additional big ship fot· two 
years would leavil us just as well off four years from now as there is 
any likelihood of our being if four ships are authorized this year and 
built under the prevailing system; with the added advantage that we 
should have " improved " Dreadnoughts-a thing not apparently prob
able now. 

More than this, there is urgent need, before entering upon extensive 
construction, of adopting a definite naval programme extending over 
a series of years and planned with reference to the programme of 
other nations. We should decide upon a certain size of fleet, made up 
of certain kinds of ships, and work consistently and steadily toward 
getting it. So far we have "muddled along," doing too much one 
year and not enough the next, and doing it inconsistently, with such a 
result for instance, as the launching this year of two battle ships, the 
Idaho' and Mississippi, that m·e woefully ottt of date. It is to be hoped 
that the awakened interest in the Navy all over the country will sup
port Congress and the Department in the adoption of a well-arranged 
and definite quantity of naval construction. 

'l'hese reasons, I submit, are sufficiently cogent to command 
attention if they do not convince. 

But it is contended that we must follow the lead of other 
nations; that England is building a great navy; Germany is 
increasing hers; and it is important that we should keep pace 
in our sea armanent with the naval powers of the world. I 
have in my hand a pamphlet which answers this contention so 
well that I venture to read an extract from an address delivered 
by Doctor Jefferson, an eminent divine of the city of New York. 
He says: 

2. But if these four nations-
Speaking of Englan·d, Germany, France, and Japan-

have great navies, we must follow their example. We can not afford 
not to do what they do. So men say; but why not? We are not 
like them. Their situation is different from ours. They have enemies, 
hereditary enemies; we have not. Everybody says we have not. 
President Roosevelt says so. All our statesmen say so. All the states
men of all the other counb·ies say so. Moreover, these four nations 
are our special friends. We are coming closer all the while to Eng
land. Germany and America have never been such good friends as now. 
France and our Republic have always gone hand in hand. Nobody 
outside of a pack of mischief-makers has ever dreamed that Japan has 
any feeling toward us but one of good will. We never have been 
entangled by the international complications of the wild and rude 
centuries that are gone. Why should we follow the example of nations 
who became embroiled centuries ago? Why should we squander our 
money in adopting a fashion which is not needed here, and which is 
so ruinous that the wisest hearts and heads of the Old World have 
groaned under it with an agony that is unspeakable? . . . . . . 

But it is said: 
4. " We have colonial possessions and we must protect them. How 

can you protect them if you do not gather them under the steel wings 
of a fleet of battle ships?" So men ask. But this terror is born of a 
disordered mind. When men become infected with the poison of mili
tarism they have many of the symptoms of a man in delirium tre
mens. The world becomes filled with snakes, day and night are 
crowded with horrors, the universe is a hateful, hostile, hissing thing, 
and every moment gives birth to a new peril. 

But it has been said in course of this debate that we must 
build a larger navy in order to insure peace with the world; 
that the way to keep the peace is to impress the nations of the 
earth that we are mighty and invincible in war. The distin
guished Secretary of State in his recent unostentatious visit to 
the South American countries did more on that one journey in 
the interest of peace than could have been accomplished by the 
marshaling of all the battle ships we could command. 

Doctor Jefferson comments upon this folJy as follows: 
5. "•.ro keep the peace we must prepare for war." Some one said· 

that long ago, and men have repeated it as though it were a word 
from the mouth of God. Its hollowness is evident to anyone who 
will l~ok into it. The fact is that to keep the peace we must prepare 
for peace. It you want war, then prepare for wat·, multiply your 
guns, burnish them and make them shine, practice with them, keep 

the air filled with the reverberations of the roar of cannon. Swing 
your fleet from one ocean to another just when hearts are most IITi
tated. Fill your newspapers with accounts of what your ships are 
doing, cr·owd your magazines with pictures of torpedo boats and de
stroyers. Set all the young men of the country thinking and talking 
abo!Jt war, and then some day war will come. It is inevitable. If a 
natwn does not want to fight it must put up its sword. It is amazing 
that there is an intelligent man on the earth who can not see this. 

But it is said we need a larger navy in order to defend the 
Monroe doctrine. May I ask to have read a communication 
from Ron. John ,V. Foster, that accomplished diplomat and 
Christian statesman, in reply to the statement that our Mon
roe doctrine is no stronger than our Navy. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
EDITOR Pos·.r : Secretary Taft is reported, in your issue of this morn

ing, to have declared, in a public address at Louisville, that " the prin
ciple of the Monroe doctrine is just as strong as our Navy nnd Army, 
and no stronger." 

A greater fallacy never was uttered by an intelligent statesman. 
Our history plainly proves the contrary. The two most important oc
casions when the principle, or doctrine, was asserted aggressively by 
our Government was by President Monroe, in 1823, and by President 
Cleveland, in 1895. The " Holy Alliance," against whose aggressions 
the doctrine was asserted by President Monroe, had navies and armies 
which, either separately or combined, very greatly exceeded those of 
the United States. And the same may be said respecting the relative 
navy and army of Gt·eat Britain and the United States when President 
Cleveland uttered his warning. 

I thank God there is a greater power in the world to-day than navies 
and armies. It is the moral sentiment of mankind. If the Monroe 
doctrine was not founded on sound policy and justice, with all our 
great resources we could not build a navy or organize an army large 
enough to maintain it. · 

JOHN W. FOSTER. 
W .A.SHINGTON, April 11. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator object to an interrup
tion? 

Mr. BURROWS. I prefer to finish, as I understand the Sen-. 
ator is going to close the debate, and can then make reply. 

:Mr. BEVERIDGE. There was not any debate except one 
speech to-day. Of course it is necessary for me to say some
thing in reply. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from :Michigan 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. I will not ask the Senator to yield, but I 
shall want to refer to the speech made by the Senator from 
Michigan. 

1\fr. BURROWS. .1\!r. President, it is said that this increase 
in our naval armament is demanded by the people. The last 
authoritative expression of opinion by the people upon this 
subject comes from the popular branch of Congress, which, 
elected by the people, speaks for the people; and that Yoice is 
against the building of four battle ships by a recorded -vote of 
199 to 83. That is the latest and most authoritative expression 
of the will of the people, and I haye no hesitancy myself in 
following that expression of the public will and agreeing with 
the House of RepresentatiYes in the construction of only two 
battle ships. 

The spirit of this age, Mr. President, the dominating thought 
of this counh·y, is the spirit and thought of arbitration, of pe.:'lce 
and not war; and that spirit permeating the Christian people 
of this country to-day as never before is only marred by the 
discordant notes of war heard in the halls of the American 
Congress. 

Let us hope, Mr. President, that the time is near at hand, 
nay, already here, when the people of the United States and the 
civilized nations of the world "shall beat their swords into 
plowshares and their spears into pruning hooks; when nation 
shall not lift up sword against nation, neither shall they learn 
war any more." • 

1\Ir. 1\IcCUUBER. Mr. President, I can not help but feel that 
Congress itself has a duty to perform in the great subject that 
is before us to-day. I can not help also but feel that the 
framers of the Constitution; when they separated the great 
powers of this Government and set the line of demarcation 
between the exercise of those powers, intended that Congress 
should exercise its judgment, and that the Tote of Congress 
should be the consensus of the opinion of all the members of 
both bodies. 

I have not changed my conviction upon that proposition in 
all the argument that has been made before us upon this gt·eat, 
this most important question. Congress has its duties to per
form. Congress receives all the information that it can from 
each of the great Executive Departments, digests that informa
tion, measures its ability to comply with the request of each of 
those Departments, and in the end it generally does what is 
right and just for the American people. 

Under the system that is in vogue to-day each Department 
reports to the President the requirements of that Department 
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for the ensuing year. The President communicates that infor
mation to us in the messages which we receive at the beginning 
of e1ery session. Then Congress takes account of. the expenses 
and the income of the Government~ and if it acts justly and in 
accordance with the will of the country, it makes every possible 
attempt to keep its expenses within its income~ and so apportion 
the outlays for tbe demands of government as will meet the 
necessities of each Department as near as it is possible to do so. 
I am somewhat surprised that in all the argument for the addi
tional enormous outlay for battle ships not one word has been 
said as to where we are to get the money to pay for them. Are 
we to borrow the money or come back here in a few months 
and l'o:te a deficiency bill carrying some $80,000,000? 

We know as a ma.tter of fact, l\Ir. President, that if we fol
lowed absolutely the recommendation of each of the great Exec
utive Departments of the Government for whnt the Department 
thought was proper to be appropriated for its purpose, we would 
bankrupt the Government in a single year. So we are compelled 
to prune down here and there until we have !Jrought the ex
penses as near as possible to our idea of what the future will 
bring of money for our use. That is the business proposition 
that js presented to ns to-day. 

I know that there are many people of the press and I know 
that there are many other people in the United States who are 
actuated more or less by the love of power, which permeates 
every individual to a certain extent, who will always be in 
fa\or of building up the Army and of increasing the NaVY to 
any extent, and no matter what the extent of any proposed 
addition it will ~!ways be popular with a large number of 
people. 

But, l\Ir. President, those same people who are guided and 
controlled by their impulses in matters of this kind are always 
the \ery first ones to open their batteries of condemnation upon 
Congress if at the end of a fiscal year it is compelled to borrow 
money in "piping times of peace" to carry on the Government 
of the United States. So I insist that as a business proposition 
we should keep our expenses as near as poSEible within ouT in
come for the ensuing year. 

Mr. President, I b~lie-ve that there is not a single Senator in 
this oooy nor a single Member of Congress who is not in favor 
of maintaining a good., strong Navy, and of building it up as 
rapidly as the conditions of our income- will warrant, taking 
into consideration the demands along every other line. 

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ScoTT} but a few 
days ago made a most eloquent plea for a greater number of 
public buildings. The- plea which he made to the Senate was 
one all must admit to be correct and proper. we· were forced 
to the conclusion that we have not sufficient public buildings 
in the United States to properly conduct the business of the 
country. We were forced to the conclusion that we are paying 
three or four times the amount that we ought to pay for the 
rental of buildings in which to eonduct our business. And yet 
we are compelled in order to keep within our income to forego 
the construction of these buildings that are so necessary. 

Again, the whole West and Northwest, desiring to build up 
their country, are appeaHng to us to appropriate a greater sum 
of money for ~oil surveys. The people of that section wish to 
present their claims not only to the old countries, but to this 
country, by showing the soil in a particular locality and demon
strating that it is a. place to come to to make American homes. 
The Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry was com
pelled to cut that appropriation down, because they say we 
have not sufficient income to meet that demand. 

In considering the question of whether we should provide for 
two or three or four battle ships this year, I can not idly lay 
aside the conclusion, and, considering its importance, I must 
believe the careful conclusions of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of this body. I .know that every question pro and con 
has been carefully considered, and I can not but feel that if 
they believed that the immediate demand for four instead of 
two battle ships for this year was so imperative as to justify 
overdrawing our income some $20,000,000 for that item alone, it 
would have been so recommended. Nor can I lose sight of the 
fact that the other House of Congress, after having also care
fully considered the rna tter, by a. vote of nearly three to one 
spoke its judgment in favor of two battle ships this year. ' 
Mr~ President, I listened with a great deal of interest to the 

illogical logic--'-what I consider very one-sided logic-about 
this necessity of preparing for war in oroer that we may keep 
the peace of the country. That proposition, old us it may be 
as a plea to the public to bnild up. th-e armaments: of each o:f 
the great military establishments of the world, in my opinion 
has no fo.1llldation on which it can possibly stand. 

The rule is exactly the opposite of tills. If it were possible 
that we could conceive of every nation being about as powerful 

as eyery other nation and supplant that with the conception 
that each one of these nations is desirous of despoiling the other, 
then the rule would be applieable; each would be compelled to 
arm itself equal to its watchful antagonist. But inasmuch as 
that condition can· never be, the rule can seldom be applied to 
conditions as we find them. 

1\Ir. President, let us look into this proposition for a moment. 
Let us take the countries of Europe and see whether the rule 
applies there. Germany has a vast standing army. She is 
always prepared for war upon the land. Has that vast standing 
army been to Europe an assUYance of peace, or is it a condition 
that is always inclined to lead her into war? 

EYeryone who reads the press of the country and the press of 
the world knows that it takes the combined di-plomacy of all 
Europe to prevent a conflict, ever imminent, because of her 
preparedness for war. Let us carry our minds back two or 
three years to the Moroccan occasion, to the dispute between 
Germany and E'rance. Germany w:.ts rell.dy, ready at a mo
ment's notice, to strike at her old enemy. It was the in.fluence 
of the world and the diplomacy of the world that maintained 
peace at that time; maintained it not because Germany was pre
pared, but despite that preparation. 

So we can follow history from its beginning down. to the pres
ent time, and I say that instead of the rule being that pre
paredness for war is a prevention of war we are forced to the 
opposite conclusion. 

Mr. President, we of the Caucasian race have always the 
spirit of warfare and of aggression in our hearts. We never 
can eliminate it It is absolutely true and undeniable that the 
great Caucasian race has fought more wars of aggression, and, 
we are compelled to admi4 more wars ot injustic::e, ten times 
over~ than all the rest of the world. 

But I want to show that the question. whether preparedness 
for war is a guaranty for peaee depends entirely upon condi
tions outside of this preparedness. Little Switzerland has been 
able to live independently for a great many years. Norway, in 
its merchant marine, being about the third or fourth country in 
the world to-day, has no great battle ships to repel a German 
attack, and yet her situation and the condition. of her environ
ments in Europe are su<:h as to insure her independence as 
against an aggressive nation. If there is a universal rule 
that the peace of a nation is dependen.t upon its being able to 
match its army or navy with each other power, how is it that 
these little kingdoms of Em·ope still continue to liYe happily and 
peacefully, freed from the burdens of supporting vast armies 

' and navies? 
Italy can not to-day compete with Germany or any of the 

great powers in Europe with her navy, and yet she is absolutely 
protected against aggression from other countries. That is true, 
M1~. President, of all of the countries of Europe, but about four. 

Now, let us glance for a moment to our own conditions and 
environments. The Senator from Indiana says we should ap
proach this subject from a business standpoint-! want to com
ply with his suggestion. A competent general not o-nly takes 
cognizance of the strength and weaknesses of his own army and 
how it is surrounded and protected, but he also looks at the con.: 
dition of the enemy and determines therefrom whether he will be 
the one who shall make the attack or whether it will be the enemy 
that will be liable to make it. When we look at our condition 
and situation as regards the rest of the world, we are forced 
to the conclusion that we are so situated that we can deter
mine the time when we shall have war with any other nation 
upon the face of the earth, unless we, through a sensational 
and lurid press-, are inclined to flaunt our superiority of arms 
and power in the face of nations that must fight in order to 
sustain their own honor. 

Mr. President, every argument that I have· heard in favor of 
the building of four war ships is just as good an argument in 
favor of building ten war ships. Not one sentence which has 
been uttered here has given the foundation for the argument 
that we must have four war ships, which does not apply with 
equal force to the theory that we must have ten or more war 
ships. 

I am not insensible to the argument, that if actual war 
should at any time be thrust upon us, we should regret tha:t 
we had not these two extra battle ships. Yes, and we should 
also regret that we- did not ha\e ten more instead of two. No 
nation ever entered into a war that did not regret that it did 
n.ot have greater strength and more war rna te::.·ial. These nvo 
extra ships could n.ot stave off war that is imtl'linent, because 
they could not be comp_leted within three or four years. 

I should like to disillusion the mind of my friend from Wash· 
ington [l\1r. PILEs] of the idea that the specter of war is hang
ing over the Pacific O-cean, and that it is liable to come dowri 
like a cyclone upon that Eection of the colmtry at any time. 
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When two great nations determine that they must resort to the 
arbitrament of arms in order to settle a dispute, they will gen
erally consider what that arbib·ament of arms will mean to 
them. That final result of appeal to arms is just what e>ery 
country in the world must and will take into consideration. 
There is no Senator here who will not agree with me that the 
:p.ation that will be successful in war will not only be the nation 
that has got the men, but the nation that has got the money 
and resources back of it in order to conduct a war. 

In the late war between Japan and Russia, the little Empire 
of Japan was compelled to borrow of e>ery country in Europe, 
and in the United States, and to sell her bonds bearing 6 per 
cent interest for a little over 90 cents on the dollar at the time. 
That was when she was fighting for her very life, and fighting 
right at home, upon her own borders, and figliting a battle of 
defense against an enormous power, which meant either that she 
must be victorious or must forever sink to the level of a fifth or 
sixth class power. She was compelled, under those conditions, 
to draw upon every one of the banks of Europe. What would be 
the condition of that little nation across the ocean, with only 
about one-half the population of the United: States, with only 
one five-hundredth of the territory of the United States, with 
less than one one-hundredth of the income of the United States
what would be her position in the financial world if she at
tempted to borrow money to conduct a war against this mighty 
nation? She could not get a dollar in all Europe; and not 
having a dollar at home to-clay, being loaded with a debt that 
must hang heavily upon the shoulders of her people for many 
years, she would not venture into an aggressive war against such 
a powerful nation as this. That we might force her into it to 
maintain lle1: own honor is barely possible, but >ery improbable. 

Nor is that the only reason. I agreed with the Senator 
from Indiana when he wrote so optimistically of The Rus
sian Advance, and I will agree with him that that mighty 
power has only been checked. I do not belie>e any nation 
in the world understands that any better than the little king
dom of the Mikado; and the moment that nation should en
gage in a bloody war with such a powerful opponent as this 
the Russian bear would again be upon its haunches, and with 
its iron claws would destroy the little empire and regain 
Manchuria before it could turn from one giant antagonist to 
the other. So I am not afraid of an aggressive warfare from 
that side of the ocean. 

Let us see, then, where else war is to come from. The next 
and greatest na>"al power in the world is Great Britain. Will 
she e>er attack the United States? Great Britain with her 
immense navy is the most peacefully inclined country in the 
world to-day. Why? Not because she has such power, but be
cause she knows what war will mean to her. She knows that 
while the sun never sets upon the British Empire, the sun 
must also never set upon the war ships that must be kept where 
Britain's colony is located. So while a mighty country like this 
would not be vulnerable from any point, the great Empire of 
Great Britain is "Vulnerable at a thousand points at one time. 
Her situation, her environments, and her scattered colonies on 
which she is dependent for food for her millions renders a 
great navy indispensable to her safety. But not being situated 
as is Great Britain there is no reason on earth why we should 
take the British navy as a standard by which we should build 
up our own. 

In addition to this, the hostage for peace between this coun
try and Great Britain lies to the north of us. I speak of these 
things to show how impossible war is with this great country, 
whose immense shore lines are on two oceans, with our power 
and our ability to raise an army for defense and to maintain 
an army of any necessary size and to continue building battle 
ships ail of the time to answer the demands of a gradual and 
proper growth. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
'l'he VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kot.'L yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
1\lr. McCUMBER. Always. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from North Dakota has 

Just said in his closing utterance that war was impossible; 
which I hope is right. If war, then, is impossible-

l\Ir. l\IcCUl\fBER. I will not say " impossible." I will 
modify it, if I used the word " impossible," and say " almost 
impossible-improbable." 

.l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Well, that of course is different. "Al
most improbable" is different from " utterly impossible." Tlie 
only question, then, that I was going to ask-but I will not ask 
it novv-if the Senator thinks it is absolutely impossible, or, as 
he stated, " utterly impossible," does he not think it is a wrong 
policy for us to pursue to build any navy at all? 

.1\fr. McCUMBER. Oh, no; Mr. President, not by any means. 
·war is always possible; but if we are to build a navy UPQn the 
possibilities and not upon the probabilities of war, then our 
Navy should te us great as all of the navies of the world com
bined. No nation on earth will or could pursue that policy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
Mr. 1\fcCUl\IBER. Just a moment. Great Britain i-s com

pelled to maintain a. navy double that of any other country in 
the world, because she is subject to attack at more than double 
the number of places of any other nation in the world, and must 
necessarily distribute her forces. With a little island only 
about half as large as the State _in which I live, in which she 
must care for more than 50,000,000 people, it is necessary for 
her to have egress and ingress to all the markets of the world, 
and it is necessary for her to have a navy that will keep them 
open for her. We have enough to live on for a hundred years 
at least in our own country without calling upon the outside 
world for one dollar's worth of material, and during all that 
time, safe in our mighty realm, we could be striking at any other 
nation in the world. That is why we have the guaranty of 
peace. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I stated when I arose that I intended to 
ask the Senator a question, but I shall not now ask it. I will, 
howe>er, ask a question in view of the Senator's last remark. 
I remember that no plea more eloquent and informing has been 
made in this Chamber or in public Jife for foreign trade than 
that of the Senator as to the absolute necessity of our having 
foreign trade, and although now the exigencies of debate make 
the Senator say that we could live for a hundred years abso
lutely disconnected fTom the outside world-of course we could, 
I think, for a thousand-but now the question I was going to 
ask is this: The Senator modified his statement of war being 
utterly impossible-with which I wish I could agree-to "al
most improbable." 

l\fr. McCUMBER. I will put it" improbable," leaving out the 
word" almoRt." 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Well, "improbable." That is a very dis
tinct limitation. Now, then, upon that no one contends that the 
Navy should be as large as all other navies of the world com
bined, because we could not possibly-that is an impossibility
get into war with all nations combined. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. Not impossible--
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; with all nations combined. 
l\Ir. :McCUMBER. But very improbable. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. With all nations combined, impossible. 

Now, it being true that it is improbable-that is, it may be or 
it may not be-ought we not to have a navy adequate to imme
diately act in case the improbability became the fact? 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. That is what we are doing, Mr. President. 
That is just exactly what we have done to-day. I am speaking 
of that improbability, and saying that we are prepared for the 
improbabilities, and for the great improbabilities. It has been 
admitted again and again, and I think that it is without any 
doubt, that we are the second great na>al power in the world 
to-day, >essel for vessel and gun for gun. That is our present 
situation, and if I am to vote to increase the Navy beyond that 
necessity, I must see what the danger is that will necessitate 
a greater navy than that. 

The only power in the world having a greater navy is Great 
Britain. That greater navy in all probability would not be used 
against this country, because the final result must necessarily 
be disastrous to a country that must depend wholly upon ller 
international trade. She is subject to weaknesses to which we 
are not subject. So we will eliminate the British Empire from 
the field of war probability. 

Then, I come next, after having eliminated Japan and Great 
Britain, to the probability of a. war with Germany. The only 
thing that has ever been stated by our press-and I disagree 
with it on that-is that the great German Empire has had an 
eye upon South America, and would, therefore, wish to break 
in upon our Monroe doctrine. 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator a question right 
there? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da
kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

.l\Ir. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. I think perhaps the Senator's recollec

tion will be much more vivid than my own. I do not see here 
the Senator to whom I am going to refer, but was not a speech 
made upon fuis floor by the senior Senator from Massachusetts 
[.l\Ir. LonGE], whose learning all of us admit and admire, upon 
the acute probability of difficulty with Germany about South 
America some three or four years ago, during our mutual incum
bency of seats in this body? 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think any Senator has ever gone 

to the extent of presupposing that any acute question would 
arise upon a breach of the Monroe doctrine. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I may be wrong about that, but I think 
not. The Senator may remember about it. I shall look it up 
almost immediately. 

1\Ir. 1\lcCUl\IBEH.. .!. serious question, if I may call it seri
ous, and yet one that could easily be diplomatically settled, was 
the question whether foreign powers should bring their war 
ships across the ocean to enforce pri>ate conh·acts in the South 
American Republics. That matter has been settled. It went 
to The Hague. Such questions will always go to some arbi
trating of that character rather th:m to the arbitrament of 
war. But I want to call the Senator's attention to the fact 
that we ha>e maintained the Monroe doctrine during all these 
years when we had practically no navy. If we have maintained 
it without any navy in all the past years, what reason have we 
to assume that now it must necessarily take a navy greater 
than that of any country except Great Britain in order to 
maintain that doctrine? 

.M:r. President, there have been in the past promises, almost, 
on the part of the Committee on Naval Affairs. After we had 
appropriated large sums for these great war ships we have 
been assured almost positively that the policy would be to build 
one war ship each year. \Ye have done that and more than 
that. The President of the United States has concurred in the 
action of the two committees of Congress upon that subject. 
Suddenly it comes from somewhere-! assume first from the 
Navy Department and then through the President-that we 
ought to provide this year for four instead of one battle ship. 
In this bill the committee has gone half way and provided for 
two, and the only question that is before us to-day is whether 
we shall ha'fe two this year and two next year, or whether we 
shall have four this year and possibly none next year. 

Mr. HALE. Or four more. 
1\Ir. McCUMBER. Or posibly four more next year. If what 

has been stated by the Senator from Indiana, as I understood 
the purport of his address, and by the Senator from Washing
ton has anything more than vivid imagination for its founda
tion, then this whole subject ought to ha>e been considered in 
secret session and not publicly. The very fact that we have not 
seen fit to close these doors is evidence to my mind that no Sena
tor has any grounds to urge upon this Senate why we are in 
such imminent danger from these great powers that it is neces
sary for us to go outside of what we had determined to do and 
to double the number of battle ships in this particular year. 

But few of the people who are always clamoring for this im
mense show of power have ever fully realized what it costs 
the American people. The chairman of the Committee on Naval 
Affairs ever since I have been in the Senate has given us year 
after year a solemn warning of what we were coming to in this 
respect. He informed us, or some one did only a few days ago 
in debate, that we are to-day paying more than 70 per cent of 
all the income of the United States for matters pertaining 
to past wars and for preparing for future wars. If the policy 
of the War Department and the policy of the Navy Department 
should govern us in our deliberations, in less than ten years we 
will be paying out 90 per cent of all the income of the United 
States for war purposes alone. 

Mr. President, I have before me a statement, which I cut 
from one of the great New York papers, entitled "What the big
gest battle ship means in money," and I ask that the Secretary 
read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the Sec
retary will read as requested. 

'l'he Secretary read as follows: 
WHAT THE BIGGEST BATTLE SHIP l\IEANS IN MONEY. 

The North Dakota, when completed and ready to go into commission, 
will represent an initial outlay of $10,000,000. 

Nearly $1,000,000 of this will be spent for guns alone. There are 
ten 12-inch guns, at $65,000 en.ch, and fourteen 5-inch rifles, at $10,000 
each, in the main battery, besides twelve rapid-fire guns and minor 
pieces. 

To fire one broadside from the main battery will cost $17,000, 
exclusive of cost of maintaining gunne1·s. One shot from each 12-inch 
gun will cost $1,160, and from each 5-inch gun ~430. 

One broadside from the main battery means the firing of 10,000 
pounds of steel shot. This is 3,000 more pounds of projectiles than 
Dewey's whole fleet could fire at the battle of Manila. 

1.'o fire one shot from each 12-inch gun will require 250 pounds of 
powder, at 80 cents a pound. Each projectile fo1· the 12-inch guns 
weighs 850 pounds and costs $310, making a total cost of $510 for 
each shot. '£o this must be added an allowance of $G50 for deteriora
tion in the gun, as the 12-inch firing piece is practicaUy unfit for 
further use after being fired 100 times. 

The cost of keeping the North Dakota in commission and In first
class fighting trim will be $1,000,000 per annum. This includes the 
feeding and paying of he1· c1·ew of 900 officers and men, o1·dinary 
repairs, machlne1·y, and other ship supplies and coaling. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. These figures, Mr. President, are most 
astounding. Few of us are capable of comprehending what 
an immense fleet's daily or weekly gun practice means in 
money that is absolutely burned up. Every shot from a 12-inch 
gun means $1,160 blown out of existence. Every broadside 
from the North Dakota means $17,500 furnished by the tax
payers of the American nation. Take all of your "Vessels, with 
their constant practice, and then you will be able at least to 
comprehend in some slight degree the enormous expense of 
maintaining an efficient navy. This ought to cause us to halt 
for a moment to see what it means-the curtailing of appro
priations for the thousands of things we ought to have for 
our internal needs. I, Mr. President, can understand why 
Great Britain, Germany, and even little Italy, should strain 
every nerve in order to keep up their vast armaments; but 
when I travel into one of those countries and see their mighty 
marine power on the one hand, with the gold braid and the 
gold rope, the pomp and the power, and all that it signifies 
to the world, and then look upon the pinched and starved faces 
of the millions upon millions who are being taxed to death for 
the very purpose of maintaining those mighty armaments, my 
whole heart and soul go out for peace. ·when I feel that this 
country, above all other counh·ies in the world, is so situated 
that she can at all times use her mighty power and intluence 
for peace, then I hate to see her, one of the great powers, go 
into competition with and compel all of the great powers of 
Europe to bring their citizens down to the verge of starvation 
in order to match the great American vessels. We should 
speak for peace, and, in my candid opinion, our voice should 
eyer be for the purpose of disarmament rather than for the 
purpose of armament. 

Mr. President, it has been stated by the Senator from Indiana 
that if at the time of our war with Spain either our country or 
Spain had had more war ships we might have had peace instead 
of a resort to arms. We determined when we wanted to go to 
war with Spain. We knew that we had the power to crush her 
at any moment's notice. We did not need but twenty-four hours' 
notice. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 
Mr. McCUMBER. It is possible that if we had not been so 

well armed we would not have hurried quite so much. It is pos
sible that if the great nations of Europe were not so well pre
pared for war they would use diplomacy for a longer time and 
that diplomacy in the end would win. So this theory that being 
prepared for war brings peace is certainly as broad as it is long, 
and, in my opinion, it is broader. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will permit me--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says that we knew we could 

crush Spain. The trouble is, as I pointed out, that our prepon
derance was not such that Spain knew that same fact. Had 
our preponderance been that great, I think most of those who 
have studied the question agree that Spain and ourselves would 
have settled the difficulty by diplomatic processes. 

Now, I wish to ask the Senator a question. He said that we 
knew that war with Spain was coming. How many persons 
knew that war with Spain was coming three months before it 
did occur? None of the veteran Senators here thought so. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator is mistaken. I do not say 
that this counh·y knew that war was coming with Spain. 

1\lr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator will find it in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I may find it in the RECORD in some one's 
else address, but certainly it is not in the RECORD in my ad
dress. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I think it will be found in the Senator's 
remarks. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; 1\Ir. President. The proposition I 
make is that with a weaker power we are always able to go 
to war at once if we are prepared, whereas if we are not so 
well prepared we often settle by diplomacy what would other
wise have to be settled by the sword. The Senator from Indi
ana knows as well as I know that the man who goes armed 
is always the man who does the shooting in self-defense; that 
the man who knows that he is ready for an encounter is always 
the man who finds some excuse to get into that encounter; and 
what is true of the individual is equally true of great nations. 
There is not a powerful nation in Europe to-day capable of 
taking territory from another power that, by reason of her 
vast preponderance of power, is not anxious and ever seeking 
a pretext to extend her domain. 
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So, Mr. President, I can hardly understand the necessity 
for this feverish actiT"ity to suddenly add four more battle ships 
to our Navy. We can not even wait to build colliers to supply 
them, but we are compelled to go into the open market for them. 
It would be considered the height of folly if we were to say 
that we should build ships and provide guns and yet have no 
ammunition with which to fire them. 

But that is no more of a folly than the idea that we can go 
to war and can supply the men for these great ships until we 
have built up our merchant marine. We may take young men 
to-day and put them directly into the Navy, but whene\er with 
that Navy we get into a war with any great power we will ha\e 
to double the number of men immediately, and where are you 
going to get them? You can not get them, if they are to be 
any good, unless they are seamen. You can not haYe seamen 
unless you build up your merchant marine. And so side by 
side with the gradual development of our Navy should be the 
gradual deYelopment of our merchant marine, to furnish the 
men for the Navy. And yet we are doing nothing along that 
line. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana [Ur. BEVERIDGE], 
with a great deal of vehemence, almpst tragically intimated 
that his \Ote upon this subject would be governed by what for
eign cotmtries did not want him to do; and in a sentence with 
a dash between each word as long as a crowbar he said : " How 
'vould any foreign country want you to vote on this question 1" 
I can answer him, "How would the steel company haT"e us vote 
on a question of ten ships?" I will not be governed by the 
foreign idea of what we ought to do, nor will I be governed 
by what the steel trust would like to have us do. But I shall 
be governed by what I feel we ought to do in the gradual and 
proper building up of a great navy. 

Mr. President, we are second in naval power to-day. There 
is not any question in my mind that in a few years we will 
be first, and what ha\e I to base that assumption upon 1 I tell 
you, Senators, that the ability of these foreign countries to 
maintain navies of the kind they are building now has about 
reached a limit. They all understand that they have not the 
resources to continue that development and growth indefinitely. 
We can go on year in and year out and put out two or three or 
a greater number of battle ships, if it is necessary, to add to 
our Navy. 

There is not to-day any country in Europe whose budget does 
not show a greater expense e\ery year and comparati\ely less 
income to meet that e...~pense and whose national debt is not be
ing increased e\ery year in oi'der to meet the great demands 
upon it. There will be a limit on the other side of the ocean, 
and long after they ha\e reached their limit we will be de\elop
ing and increasing our Navy to a higher and higher standard of 
power and effectiveness. So I belie\e, 1\fr." President, that the 
best policy is for us to keep on developing our Navy, not too 
hastily, and to keep somewhere within our income. If we were 
to c<mstruct four this year, they would probably each be of the 
Dreadnought class. Who can say that next year we might not 
change our plans about effectiveness and with the same money 
build two or three times the number of a smaller type? 

I did not really 1·elish what I think the Senator from Indiana 
[l\fr. BEVERIDGE] did not purposely intend to convey and yet 
which was conveyed to me, that every man who could not agree 
with the Commander in Chief upon how many ships we should 
build in a year was necessarily hostile to him and his policies. 
I do not belie\e there is a Senator here who is more closely at
tached to those great policies of the President of the United 
States in reference to the economic conditions in this country 
and the opening up and keeping open of the field of opportunity 
to every man, woman, and child on the American continent than 
I am. But that does not mean that in order to agree with him 
upon these great policies I must sul'l'ender my individual judg
ment upon just what should be done in every particular ease, 
as to whether we should build two battle ships this year and 
two next, or whether we should build four this year and none 
next, or just how we should apportion our income to meet the 
t housands of governmental necessities. 

So I do not belie\e it is proper, at least from my standpoint, 
t o assume that anyone speaking against the consumption of 
ne:uly all our resources for the purpose of building up the 
Navy is hostile to the Administration generally or hostile to 
the wishes of the Department I say I do not belieT"e the Sen
ator from Indiana intended it in that way, and yet it was con
yeyed to many of us in that sense. I always have stood by and 
ardently supported all the President's great economic reforms, 
because I feel that they are fundrunentally and eternally right. 

hlr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator from North Dakota will 
pardon me--

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have my remarks before me. I never 
made any such statement, and when the Senator comes to read 
my remarks, unchanged, he will find that the statement at the 
time it was made was absolutely free from any possible infer
ence of that kind. I not only stated that any Senator who dis
agreed with the President upon the question of four battle 
ships was not hostile to his economic policies, but that he was 
not hostile to him e\en upon this policy. 1\Iy refer ence, as the 
Senator will see when he comes to read it, was distinctly as to 
the weight which the Senate of the United States should gi\·e to 
what the President himself in his me~sage called his solemn re
quest of Congress to provide these ships. 

Mr. 1\IcCU:&IBEll. I am glad to have the Senator state what 
he has just stated. I think I attach as .much importance to 
messages which come from the President of the United States 
as any other man in the Senate, but I can not but remember 
that only a \ery few months ago the President was in ab olute 
accord with the committee of both Houses for one battle . hip 
a year. We gave him the one; we ga\e him two; and if there 
was any reason gi\en to the Senate why we should suddenly 
give four, I would support four, aud if I was as fearful of war 
as some Senators who haye expressed themselYes upon this sub
ject seem to be, I would vote for ten. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator-
Ur. 1\IcCUAIDER. I am through. 
1\Ir. BEYERIDGE. I merely wish to ask the Senator a 

question before he takes his seat. The Senator says "if any rea
son was given." Does not the Senator think tbat some reason 
was gi\en in the President's special message, which we all haT"e 
before us and which has been made public not only to this 
body, but to the world? 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. I have heard of none, unless it is based 
upon the idea that as the other countries of the world are more 
rapidly increasing their navies we should do likewise. 

1\Ir. HALE obtained the floor. 
.Mr. STO:NE. .Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from Missouri 1 
Mr. HALE. I want to say a word about the order of busi

ness--
Mr. STOKE. Proceed. 
Mr. HALE (continuing ). I n which the Senator is as much 

interested as I am. 
1\fr. President, the Senate has spent substantially a solid week 

of long days upon this one appropriation bill. It is met with 
the fact that there still remain untouched the agricultural appro
priation bill, the District of Columbia appropriation bill, the 
consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, the great sundry 
civil appropriation bill--

l\lr. FRYE. The post-office appropriation bill. 
Mr. HALE. The post-office appropriation bill, and the general 

deficiency appropriation bill. 
1\Ir. WARREN. And tbe Military Academy bill. 
1\fr. HALE. And the Military Academy bill. The list is even 

larger and more formidable thrin I supposed. 
1\Ir. WARREN. I may say that there are also conferences 

on nearly all of the other bills. 
.Mr. HALE. I was going to say that there are conferences on 

almost e\ery one of the other bills which have been passed. 
I think there is a general accord of sentiment that it is 

better, all things considered, that we ha\e an early adjourn
ment. I may be wrong about that, but I leave that suggestion 
to the minds and wishes of Senators. I think that is the feel
ing. 

Now, we can not encompass an early adjournment unless we 
bring these appropriation bills speedily before the Senate and 
consider them and pass them and send them with the amend
ments to the other House and get them into conference and 
wind up that part of the business of the session. 

That does not exclude the consideration of other appropria
tion bills, important bills, beside the regular appropriation 
bills-the omnibus claims bill, the public buildings appropria
tion bill and other important legislation affecting the business 
of the counb·y that will come in at times when the appropria
tion bills do not preoccupy the floor. 

I thought this was a fitting time--it is a sort of an old 
story-to bring this to the minds of Senators. I think it is 
fitting that we should over Sunday consider these things and 
see what we are going to do in the way of the business of the 
Senate. 

As I have said, this bill, \ery important, but only one of the 
important bills, has occupied substantially a week. It is now 
half past 4 o'clock, the end of a laborious, wearisome week. 
I ha\e a list, which has been given to the Presiding Officer, 
of those who desire to be heard on this bill. While for my 
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own convenience, and I presume in accord with the wishes of 
a very large majority of the Senate, I should like to end this 
bill to-night, as I hoped to do last night and the night before, 
I see that that is practically impossible. I am not doing this 
in any way to exclude proper debate; we have had it for a 
week, and Senators have spoken and spoken well, intelligently, 
and they have stuck to the subject, with no wandering, but 
I am constrained to do now, what is always done when we 
mee.t a condition of this kind, see if we can not agree that this 
bill shall be disposed of. I do not suggest holding the Senate 
here until 6 or 7 o'clock and then perhaps finding that we 
can not pass it, which would be adding a needless burden and 
make it tiresome, but I ask unanfmous consent that the bill 
and all amendments shall be voted on finally previous to the 
adjournment on l\Ionday. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the pending bill and all amend
ments--

Mr. HALE. All pending amendments. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. And to be offered-
Mr. HALE. To be offered; that is well understood. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Be voted upon before the Senate 

adjourns on Monday next. 
.Mr. STONE. Certainly, Mr. President, I have not any objec

tion to that arrangement I am as anxious as the Senator 
from Maine can be, although he is in charge of this measure, 
to bring it to a speedy conclusion, very largely for the reasons 
he has stated. 

The debate so far, however, has been almost wholly upon the 
other side of the Chamber. Only one Senator upon this side, 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. l\IcCREARY], has spoken, and 
he briefly. I do not know how many Senators desire to speak 
on this bill. I should like on Monday morning to occupy a 
short while. I do not wish to prolong what I shall say to the 
discomfort of the Senate. I wish to discuss some phases of 
this measure, and particularly a collateral question that has 
been projected into it in the course of the debate. I do not 
wish to proceed to-night, at this late hour. I have not any 
doubt that by 5 or 6 o'clock Monday we will be able to conclude 
the debate. We certainly ought to be and get a vote upon the 
amendments and upon the bill and bring it to a conclusion. 

Mr. HALE. For three days, each morning, Senators have 
said to me, "We shall settle this matter before night." The 
day has gone ; the time has been consumed. Can we not agree 
now that a day shall be fixed when we will take a vote? I 
want every Senator who desires to discuss it. I agree I will 
not interfere. I will not be in the way, although I have charge 
of the bill. I desire, and I presume I should have the oppor
tunity before a vote is taken, to close the debate upon the 
amendment, but I do not even expect to ask that privilege. I · 
should feel safer if we could agree that a final vote shall be 
taken before adjournment on 1.\fc::lday. I do not want to limit 
it to 5 o'clock. We may stay here one day until 6 or 7. 

Mr. STONE. I have not any objection to that suggestion. 
I wish simply to say, and the Senator from Maine and others 
will bear me out in saying, that I have not very often protracted 
the final disposition of measures before the Senate by useless 
discussion. I do not believe that any Senator who has indi
cated, so far as I know, a wish to be heard has . any purpose 
of that kind in view. I am inclined to think that the suggestion 
of the Senator from 1.\laine is well made, that we conclude this 
bill before adjournment on Monday. 

Mr. HALE. Yes. I ask unanimous consent-
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. FORAKER. I wish to make pne suggestion in connection 

with the proposed consent agreement, which is that after 3 
o'clock or 4 o'clock on Monday we be limited to ten-minute 
speeches. There are a good many Senators here who would 
like, in a few words, to express why they intend to vote as 
they will vote, who will not have any chance unless there is 
some limitation of that kind. That will give everybody an op
portunity to say something. 

Mr. HALE. I did not think of that. 
1.\Ir. FORAKER. It is reasonable to make that request. 
Mr. HALE. I have no idea that any Senator will object 

to it. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from l\Iaine yield 

to the Senator from Utah? 
:Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
1\Ir. SUTHERLAND. I desire to call the attention of the 

Senator from Maine to the fact, which has been overlooked, 

that the Senator from Missouri [Mr. W ABNER] has given notice 
that he will continue his remarks on the Brownsville affair on 
Monday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That can go over. 
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 1.\Iaine yield 

to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. HAI.a~. Certainly. 

- 1.\Ir. WARNER. I have given notice that I intended to pro~ 
ceed with my remarks on Monday, at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, but I certainly would not insist upon 
proceeding at that time if an arrangement can be made to dis
pose of this important measure, assup:1ing that I will be given 
the same privilege on Tuesday. I recognize the importance o~ 
this matter and adapt myself to conditions. 

1.\[r. HALE. I think the Senate will be very much obliged to 
the Senator for his unselfishness in the matter. 

Now, I think we can readily agree that we shall take a vote 
previous to adjournment on Monday, and that after 3 o'clock 
speeches shall be under the ten-minute rule. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. 1.\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from Indiana? 
1.\fr. HALE. Certainly. 
1.\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I am in heartiest accord with the desire 

of the Senator from Maine for an early vote upon this bill. I 
expected it would be taken last night, and not only for my own 
personal comfort, but for the desires of other Senators I should 
be only too glad to come to a vote, so far as I am concerned, at 
any moment. 

The Senator from 1.\Iaine has been very courteous and very 
kind, as he always is, with this bill; but I wish to point out 
one fact: This amendment, which after all is the important 
amendment, as some Senators think, on this bill-more impor· 
tant than all the other amendments-has not taken up very 
much time. Only one day and part of another day have been 
taken up. While I was out of the Chamber I understand the 
Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. OwEN] gave notice of his desire 
to speak on Monday. I understand from the Senator from 
Delaware that he desires to speak on Monday. I have under· 
stood that the Senator from Idaho desires to speak on Mon· 
day-how long, I do not know. The Senator from Missouri 
[Mr. SToNE] has just indicated his desire to speak on Monday, 
and both Senators from Utah, I think, and several other Senators, 
I understand, wish to speak. I regret to say-and I regret it as 
much as the Senator from 1.\faine-that it will be necessary for 
me, I think, to consume a little time myself in some further 
remarks, called forth by the debate to-day. 

I think all of us concede that we can get to a vote on Mon· 
day, and I suggest that the usual courtesy be extended. None 
of the Senators want to prolong this matter a moment. Every· 
body wishes that it was out of the way. I suggest that we go 
along and try to get to a vote on Monday. I have no doubt in 
the world we will reach a vote before adjournment, but let us 
not make an agreement which would cut any Senator off from 
expressing his opinions upon this very important subject, which, 
in view of its importance, has not taken very long. 

1.\fr. S~IOOT. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
1.\Ir. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. SMOOT. I am deeply interested in this subject, and I 

did intend to speak on the amendment, but I hope the Sena
tor from Indiana will not insist on letting this rna tter go on. 
I want to vote on it Monday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So do I. 
Mr. SMOOT. And so far as I am personally concerned, rather 

than not have an agreement at this time that we shall vote 
upon it on Monday, I would waive my right to speak at all. 

1.\Ir. HALE. Other Senators have said the same thing. 
1.\fr. BEVERIDGE. I shall be very glad to make such an 

agreement. I will say to the Senator from Maine, with this 
modification, that we meet at 12 o'clock--

Mr. HALE. Eleven o'clock. 
1.\Ir. ALDRICH. Eleven o'clock. 
1.\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Whatever the hour may be. I see on the 

Senator's list seven or eight speakers. 'Ye know that those 
speeches can not be made before 3 o'clock. I think the orig
inal suggestion of the Senator from Maine would be the wiser 
one. 

1.\Ir. ALDRICH. Why not make it 4 o'clock instead of 3 
o'clock. ... · 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Let us leave it to the good sense and the 
mutual consideration of Senators, and agree to what the Sena· 
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tor from Maine originally requested, that we dispose of the bill 
and all amendments before adjournment on 1\Ionday. ' 

1\Ir. HALE. That is all right. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. I hope the Senator will make 

that request. 
1\Ir. 1\lcCU.MBER. Mr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from North Dakota.? 
Mr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I wish merely to make a suggestion. 
Mr. HALE. I have had so much experience with these things 

that I think we will get an agreement by gentle, easy processes. 
1\Ir. 1\IcCUl\lBER. I was going to suggest-and I think it 

would come better from me than from some one who has not 
spoken on this subject, for they might feel some delicacy on 
the point-that those of us who ha-ve spoken on this question 
shall be limited to ten minutes in any address upon Monday. 
That will give better opportunity to those who have not spoken 
to be heard. 

1\fr. HALE. The Senator is a good Senator and a great 
humorist. I ha\e another suggestion to make, which will help 
out-that the Senate meet at 11 o'clock on Monday. 

Mr. KEA.N. Take a recess? 
Mr. HALE. We can fix that. 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. That is immaterinl. 
Mr. HALE. I can mo\e that when the Senate adjourns to

day it be to meet at 11 o'clock on Monday next. 
~Ir. KEAN. Let us take a recess. 
Mr. HALE. Or take a recess, which is better still, and that 

after 4 o'clock speeches be limited to ten minutes. I do not 
want to curtail Senators who may want to make longer speeches 
on this matter, but that will give five hours. We can do all 
the voting in an hour or an hour and a half, and can get away 
and get to our homes seasonably. I shall feel like a new man 
when I get this off my mind. Therefore I make that request, 
and I will follow it by asking unanimous consent that, as a 
part of the proposition, the Senate take a recess until 11 o'clock 
Monday. 

Mr. FORAKER. 1\fr. President--
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 

to the Senator from Ohio? 
1\fr. HALE. Certainly. 
Mr. FOR.AKER. Let me make a suggestion to the Senator. 

Instead of taking a recess until 11 o'clock Monday I suggest 
that the Senator move that when the Senate adjourns to-day it 
be to meet at_ll o'clock Monday. I do not like the suggestion 
of projecting Saturday's session into .Monday by a recess, which 
shall likewise include Sunday. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The question of a recess or an adjourn
ment is not very material. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think it is very material. I now 
mo-ve---

Mr. McCUl\fBER. Will the Senator from Maine withhold 
his motion until certain bills may be laid before the Senate? 

1\lr. HALE. Other business can be transacted after the 
agreement is made. 

1\Ir. McCUMBER. I understood that the Senator was about 
to move a recess. 

l\Ir. HALEJ. No; I am not. I move that when the Senate 
adjourns to-day it be to meet at ll o'clock on l\fonday. 

The motion '\Vas agreed to. 
:Mr. HALE. Now, I ask unanimous consent-meeting at 11, 

would not 3 o'clock give ample time? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Four. 
Mr. HALE. Well, 4 o'clock. I ask that after 4 o'clock 

speeches shall be under the ten-minute rule---
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I think that is entirely fair . 
Mr. HALE (continuing) . And that the final \ote s:Qall be 

taken on all amendments and the bill before adjournment. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that is entirely fair. 
.Mr. IL.tiJE. Yes; that is satisfactory to et"erybody. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Of course it is understood that the time 

between 11 o'clock and 4 will be somewhat equitably divided 
between those who want to discuss favorably the amendment 
and those who are opposed to it. With that understanding I 
haYe no objection to the agreement. 

Mr. HALE. We ha-ve never made any definite agreement, 
but have left all that to the Chair. I ha\e no doubt that that 
will be properly cared for. 

'.rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator fTom l\Iainc asks as a 
part of tbe agreement that the bill be taken up immediately 
upon convening on Monday? 

l\Ir. HALE. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDEi~T. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the consideration of the pending bill 
be resumed at 11 o'clock Monday next, that the debate proceed 
until 4 o'clock, and that, beginning with 4 o'clock, speeches be 
limited to ten minutes each, and that the Senate vote on the 
pending amendment and amendments to be offered and the bill 
itself before adjournment. Is there objection? 

Mr. BACON. I wish to inquire if the form in which the 
Chair submitted it would not cut off morning business? 

The VICE-PRESIDE1\'T. It would. That is in the agree· 
ment proposed. 

1\fr. HALE. I want to cut off morning business. 
Mr. BACON. Yery well, if that is the intention. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none. and it is so ordered. 
PENSIONS AND INCREASE OF PENSIONS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (II. R. 17874) granting pensions and increase 
of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the civil war and 
certain widows and dependent children of soldiers of said war. 

l\fr . .McCUMBER. I move that the bill, with the amendment 
of the Rouse to the amendment of the Senate, be referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

SUSAN M. YEOMAN AND OTHERS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the amendment of the 
Senate to the bill (II. R. 1589) granting an increase of pension 
to Susan M. Yeoman. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the bill, with the amendment 
of the House to the amendment of the Senate, be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 
ADDITIONAL REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 4806) to amend the military 
record of Aaron Cornish, reported it with an amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 568) thereon. 

l\Ir. DIL.LINGHAl\I, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 6242) for the es
tablishment of a probation and parole system for the District 
of Columbia, reported it with an amendment and submitted a 
report (:::{o. 569) thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill ( S. 6359) to change the name and jurisdiction of the infe

·rior court of justice of the peace in the District of Columbia, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report (No. 
570) thereon. 

JOSEPH S. OAKLEY. 

1\Ir. FORAKER. I report back favorably without amendment 
from the Committee on Military Affairs the bill ( S. 4451) to 
amend record and grant honorable discharge to Joseph S. 
Oakley, and I submit a report (No. 567) thereon. I ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider
ation. It proposes to so amend the records of the War Depart
ment as to set aside the finding of the court-martial in the case 
of Joseph S. Oakley, late lieutenant, Company D, One hundred 
and twentieth New York Volunteer Infantry, and grant him an 
honorable discharge; but no bounty, pay, or other allowance 
shall become due by reason of the passage of this act. 

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

LANDS IN MINNESOTA • 

Mr. CLAPP. I report back from the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, with amendments, the bill (II. n . 1Vu41) to authorize 
the drainage of certain lands in the State of .Minnesota, and 
I submit a report (No. 571) thereon. It is a locnl bill, it relates 
only to the State of Minnesota; and I ask unanimous consent 
for its present consideration. I will be glad to explain it if 
anyone desires an explanation. 

The VICE-PRESIDE:XT. The bill will be read for the infor
mation of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its cou
sidera tion. 

• 
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The first amendment was, in section 5, page 2, line 25, after 

the word "time," to insert the words "within three months," 
so as to read: 

That at any time within three months after any sale of unentered 
lands has been made In the m::tnner and for the purposes mentioned 
in t h is act pa.tent shall issue to the purchaser thereof upon payment 
to the receiver of the minimum price of 1.25 per acre, or such other 
pt'ice as may have been fixed by law for such lands1 together with the 
usual fees and commiss ions charged in entry of liKe lands under the 
homestead laws. 

Tbe mendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 5, on page 3, line 7, after 

the word " laws," to insert : 
If such payment is not made to the receiver within three months 

from the date of such sale all right to purchase or enter said land on 
the pa rt of the person purchasing at the sale provided in section 3 
of this act, shall cease and determine and said land shall, without 
further action or proceeding, be subject to entry under the homestead 
la"·s, subject first to t he payment to the receiver of the minimum 
price of 1.25 per acre, or such price as may have been fixed by law 
for such land, together with the usual fees and commissions charged 
in ontry ; second, to the payment to the receiver by the purchaser 
at such sale of the amount appearing to have been paid therefor under 
the provisions of section 4 of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, in section 6, page 3, line 21, after 

the word "time," to insert "within ninety days," so as to make 
the section read : 

SEC. 6. That any unpatented lands sold in the manner and for the 
purposes mentioned in this act may be patented to the purchaser thereof 
at any time within ninety days after the expiration of the period of 
redemvtion provided for in the drainage laws under which it may be 
sold (there having been no redemption) upon the payment to the re
ceiver of the fees and commissions and the price mentioned in the pre
ceding section, or so much thereof as has not already been paid by the 
entryman ; and if the sum received at any such sale shall be in excess 
of the payments herein t•equired and of the drainage assessments and 
cost of the sale, such excess shall be pa.id to the proper county officer 
tor the benefit of and payment to the entryman. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
1\Ir. BURKETT. I understood that the bill was being read 

for the information of tbe Senate and that it was not up for 
consideration. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concuned 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. 
ADDITION .A.L BILLS INTRODUCED, 

:Mr. STEPHENSON (for Mr. I1A FoLLETTE) introduced the 
following bills, which were severally read twice by their titles 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions : 

A bill (S. 6834) granting an increase of pension to Harrison 
J . Case; 

A bill ( S. 6835) granting a pension to Della S. Bond; 
A bill (S. 6836) granting an increase of pension to James F_ 

Spencer; 
A bill (S. 6837) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 0 . 

Stevens; 
A bill ( S. 6838) granting an incr@se of pension to Mortica S, 

Smith; and 
A bill (S. 683D) granting an increase of pension to George W, 

Van Tassel. 
Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6840) to amend the laws 

concerning transportation between ports of the Territory of 
Hawaii and other ports of the United States, which was read 
twice by its title and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

WIRELESS TELEGRAPH CONVENTION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 
read and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com
mittee on Foreign Relations and ordered to be printed. 
To the Senate: I 

I transmit herewith for the consideration of the Senate a copy of 
the action of the War Department, the Navy Department, and the 
Department of Commerce and Labor on the subject of the confirma
tion of the wireless telegraph convention signed at Berlin on November 
3, 1906. 

Mr. CLAPP. Oh, no; I asked unanimous consent for its THE WHITE HousE, April 25, mos. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

present consideration, and it was taken up. TESTS OF FUEL AND STRUCTURAL MATERIALS, 
1\Ir. BURKETT. No one could tell whether he had any ob-

jection to it until he knew something about the provisions of .Mr. HE~IENW AY. I ask unanimous consent for the imme-
the bill. diate consideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. 

1\Ir. CLAPP. I hope no objection will be made. It is abso- Tbe resolution was read as follows : 
lutely local and pertains simply to the State of Minnesota. Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be requested to trans· 

Tbe VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the com- mit to the Senate a statement of the purposes and results ot the in· 
•tt ·11 b t t d vestigat.ions and tests of the fuels and structural materials of the 

ml ee Wl e s a e · United States, showing the bearing of these investigations on the con-
The next amendment was, on page 4, line 5, at the end of sec- servation of the mineral resources of the country. 

tion 6, after the word " entryman," to insert the following pro- The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
viso : resolution. 

P1·o-,; i decl, That unless the payment of $1.25 per acre, or such other 1\Ir. TELLER. It has been the custom in the Senate for 
price as may have been fixed by law for such land, together with the th' t dd t t · k 1 d t di t d t t 
usua l fees and commissions charged in entries, be paid to the receiver lr y-o years, 0 my cer arn mow e ge, o rec an no o 
within said ninety days all rights of the entryman and ·au rights of request an officer, except the President. I move to amend the 
the purchaser at the sa le provided for in section 3 of this act shall resolution so as to direct the Secretary of the Interior. 
cease a nd determine, and said lands shall, without further action or "'h VICE PRESIDENT Th dm t ill b t t d 
pmcerdings. be subject to homestead entry under the provisions of the -'- e - 1 • e amen en W e S a e • 
homestead laws, subject to paying to the receiver, first, the minimum The SECRETARY. Strike out the word "requested" an<l 
p rice of $1.25 per acre, or such other price as may have been fixed by insert the word " directed." 
law for such lands, together with the usual fees and commissions 1\I H~'I\"ENWAY I t th dm t 
ch:wged in entry of like lands under the homestead laws, and, second, r. .ruJ.U 

1 
J.. • accep e amen en · 

upon payment to the r eceiver for the benefit of the purchaser at the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be so modified. 
sale pmvided for in section 3 of this act the amount which may appear The question is on agreeing to the resolution as modified. 
~~~ fro m the statement of such sale provided for in section 4 of this The resolution as modified was agreed to. 

The amendment was agreed to. REPORT ON PETROLEUM INDUSTRY. 
The next amendment was to add, at the end of the bill, a 1\fr. STEPHENSON. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. :LA: 

new section, as follows: FoLLETTE] I submit a resolution and ask for its present con-
• r-:c. 8. That hereafter homestead entries and final proofs may be sideration. 

made npon all ceded Chippewa Indian lands in Minnesota embraced in The resolution was read, as follows : 
the withdrawal under t he act of June 21, 1906, entitled ".An act making 
a ppropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian R esolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and. Labor be, and he 
Depa r tment " (34 Stat . L., p. 325), and patents may issue thereon, as hereby is, authorized and directed to transmit to the Senate the report 
in o ther homestead c3.ses, upon the payment by the entryman of the ~~of the Commissioner of Corporations relating to the petroleum industry. 
price. p rescribed by law for such lands, and on entries on the ceded Red 1\Ir. CARTER. I can not understand the necessity for author
Lake n eservation in addition thereto the sum of 3 cents per acre to re-
pay the cost of the drainage survey thereof, which addition shall be izing the Secretary. I think the word "authorized" should be 
dispo ed of the same as the other proceds of said land. stricken from the resolution. 

The amendment was agreed to. Mr. KEAN. I think I shall have to object to the considera-
1\Ir. BURKET1.'. I haye been told privately, but I should tion of the resolution to-day. 

like to ask the Senator if there is any general drainage Iegisla- '.fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the resolu-
tion contained in tbe bill? tion will lie over. 

:Mr. OLAPP. I stated, and I supposed the Senator heard the 
statement, that it is purely a local bill and applies only to lands 
in northern Minnesota. I can make a further explanation of the 
bill if any Senator cares for it. 

Mr. BURKETT. I understood the Senator to make that 
statement privately, but I ·did not hear him say so in the Senate. 

TREATMENT OF NAVAJO INDIANS. 

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

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is hereby, 
dil·ected to furnish for the information of the Senate copies of all 
COlTespondence and other papers on file iu his Department or in tha 
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office of the Commissioner of Indian Affairs relating to employment of 
United States soldiers during the year 1907 within or in the vicinity 
of the Navajo Indian Reservation, Arizona, in arresting By-alil-le and 
other Navajo Indians, which resulted in the killing by the soldiet•s or 
others of two Indians and the wotmding of at least one other Indian, 
and such correspondence and other data, if any, as will furnish the 
names and the number of Navajo and other Indians who were im
prisoned at any time within the three years last past, to_~ether with 
the names of those now imprisoned, in the Territories of .New Mexico 
and Al'izona, the charges against each of said Indians, by whom made, 
by what legally constituted court or othet· proceeding they "\\ere ad
judged guilty of the charges against them, as a result of which the 
said Indians were imprisoned, the terms of their sentences, and 
whether at hard labor or otherwise. 

RIGHTS OF THE STATES. 

1\Ir. TELLER. I send to the desk a resolution which I ask 
, to have read and then lie on the table. 

The resolution was read as follows: 
R esolved, That the maintenance of the principles promulgated In the 

Declaration of Independence and embodied in the Federal Constitu
tion are essential to the preservation of our republican institutions, 
and that the Federal Constitution, the rights of the States, and the 
Union of the States must be preserved. 

That the maintenance Inviolate of the rights of the States, and es
pecially the right of each State to order and control its own domestic 
mstitutions according to its own judgment exclusively, is essential to 
that balance of power on which the perfection and endurance of our 
political fabric depends. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and 
lie on the table. 

COMPANillS B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. BULKELEY. Mr. President, I desire to giye notice that 
on Thursday next I will ask the Senate to listen to some re
marks on Senate bill 5729, in regard to the Brownsville affray, 
on the supposition that the Senator from Missouri [1\Ir. W AB

NER] will then have completed his remarks. I leam from him 
that owing to his condition of health he will require at least 
the morning hours of Tuesday and Wednesday under the pres-
ent arrangement. -

Mr. WARREN. I wish to ask my colleague on the committee 
a question. I assume that his notice to speak is not intended 
to interfere with appropriation bills? 

Mr. BULKELEY. No, sir; not in any way. 

RESUR\EY OF TOWNSHIPS IN COLORADO. 

1\fr. GUGGENHEIM. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill ( S. 6033) to provide for the resurvey of certain town
ships in Colorado. 

1\Ir. KEAN. The bill has already been read, I understand. I 
objected to it when it was up before. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Lands 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, beginning with line 5, 
to strike out all down to and including the word " meridian," 
on line 9, page 3, and to insert : 

Township 9 north, of ranges 86, 87, 88, and 89; township 8 north, 
of ranges 86, 87, 88, and 89; township 7 north, of ranges 86, 87, 88, 
89, 90, n.!ld 91; township 6 north, of ran~es 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, and 
91; township 5 north, of ranges 85, 86, lj7, 88, 89, 90, and 91; town
ship 4 north, of ranges 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, and 91; township 3 not·th, 
of ranges 85 and 86 ; township 1 south, of ranges 101 and 102 ; town
ship 2 south, of ranges 101 and 102; township 3 south, of ranges 100, 
101, 102, and 103; township 4 south, of 1·anges 100, 101, and 102; 
township 7 south, of range 102; township 8 south, of ranges 102 and 
103; township 10 t;;outh, of range 97; township 11 south, of ranges 
97 and 98; township 12 south of ranges 93, s:l4, 95, 96, 97, and 98; 
township 13 south, of ranges im, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94" 95, 96, and 98 ; 
township 14 south, of ranges 89 and 96; township 1~ north, of ranges 
87, 88, 9, 90, and 91; township 11 north, of ranges 87, 88, 89, and 
90; township 10 north, of ranges 86, 87, 88, and 89; township 4 north, 
of range 90 ; township 3 north, of ranges 88, 89, 90, and 91 ; township 
15 south, of rane 89, all west of the sixth principal meridian. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next arnendmenf was to add, at the end of the bill, t 

following additional pro1iso: 
And pt·ov idcd further, That the resurvey herein provided for be re

stricted to townships In which more than half of the area at the time 
of entering upon the work of resurvey is public lanq. 

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

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
AUXILIARY NAVY. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I offer the following substitute for the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington [Mr. 

PILEs] to the naval appropriation bill now pending. I will 
read it, as it is somewhat indistinct: 
Substitute by Mr. NEWLANDS for the amendment offered by the Sen

ator from Washington [Mr. PILES] to the bill (H. R. 20471) making 
appropriations for the naval service for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1900, and for other purposes. 
The following to be added after line 5, page 87 : 
"For an auxiliary navy, consis ting of transports, colliers, scouts, 

dispatch boats, and othet· vessels necessary in aid of the figh ting ships 
in case of war, $20,000,000, and the Secretary of the Navy, the Secre
tary of Commerce and Labor, and the Postmaster -Geneml are hereby 
constituted a commission t o recommend to Congress a plan for utilizing 
such ships in times of peace as training ships for a n aval reserve and 
at the same time utilizing them undet· lease to private shipping com
panies or otherwise in pt·ojecting new routes of mail and commerce to 
foreign ports. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT EVERETT, WASH. 

Mr. ANKENY. I wish to call up the bill (S. 4242) provid
ing for the erection of a public buUding at the city of Everett, 
in the State of Washington. 

The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the 'Vhole, proceeded to its con
sideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Build-
ings and Grounds with amendments. _ 

The first amendment was, on page 2, line 1, before the word 
';hundred," to strike out "four" and insert "two," so as to 
read: 

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he Is hereby, authorized 
and directed to purchase, or acquire by condemnation proceedings, a 
site and cause to be erected thereon, at the city of Everett, in the 
State of Washington a suitable building for the use and accommoda
tion of the United States coUl'ts, the post-office, and other Government 
offices in said city, with fireproof vaults extending to each story, the 
site and building thereon, when completed according to plans and speci
fications to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, not to exceed the cost of $200,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 1, after the word 

"dollars," to strike out the following words: 
And the sum of $400,000 Is hereby appropriated out of any money 

in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated for the purchase of said 
site and the completion of said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 2, line 19, to strike out the 

following: 
If, upon consideration of said report and accompanying papers, the 

Secretary of the Treasury shall deem further Investigation necessary, 
he may appoint a commission of not more than three persons, one of 
whom shall be an officer of the Treasury Department, which commission 
shall also examine the said proposed site and such othe1·s as the Sec
retary of the Treasury may designate, and grant such hearings in rela
tion thereto as they shall deem necessary; and said commission shall, 
within thirty days after such examination, make to the Secretary of 
the Treasury written report of their conclusion in the premises, accom
panied by all statements, maps, plats, or documents taken or sub
mitted to them in like manner as hereinbefore provided in regard to 
the proceedings of said agent of the Treasury Department ; and the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall thereupon finally determine the location 
of the building to be erected. 

The compensation of said commissioners shall be fixed by the Secre
tary of the Tt·easury, but the same shall not exceed $6 per day and 
actua~ traveling expenses : P1·ov ided, hotcet•er, That the member of said 
commission appointed from the Treasury Department shall be paid 
only his actual traveling expenses. 

So much of the appropriation herein made as may be necessary to 
defray the expenses of advertising for proposals, actual traveling ex
penses of said agent. and the compensation and actual traveling ex
penses of said commissioners and otheL· expenses incident to the selection 
of the site, and for necessary sm·vey thereof, shall be immediately 
available. -

No money appropriated by this act shall be available, except as 
hereinlJefore provided, until a valid title to the site for said building 
shall be vested in the United States, nor until the State of Washington 
shall have ceded to the United States exclusive jurisdiction over the 
same, during the time the United States shall be or r emain the owner 
thereof, for all purposes except the administration of the criminal 
laws of said State and the service of civil process therein. 

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

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to pro\ide for 

the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building at 
the city of Everett, in the State of Washington." 

MONUMENT TO OEN. PATRICK EDWARD CONNOR. 

:Mr. SUTHERLAJ\"TI. I ask for the present consideration of 
the bill ( S. 643) for the erection of a monument to the memory 
of Gen. Patrick Edward Connor. 
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The Secretary read the bill, and there being no objection, th~ 

Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con
sideration. It proposes to appropriate $20,000 for the purpose 
of procuring and erecting in Salt Lake City, Utah, a suitable 
monument to the memory of Gen. Patrick Edward Connor, the 
same to be expended and the site therefor selected under the 
direction of a commission composed of the Secretary of War and 
the governor of Utah. 

1\Ir. KEAN. In order that my memory may be refreshed as 
to the T"~luable ervices of this gentleman, I should like to have 
the report published with the bill. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I ask that the report may be printed 
without being read. 

There being no objection, the report, submitted by l\Ir. WET
MORE on the 17th instant, was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

REPORT. 

[To accompany S. 643.] 
The Committee on the Library, to whom was referred the bill. (S. 643) 

for the erection of a monument to the memory of Gen. Patrick Edward 
Connor, have had the same under consideration and report it back 
without amendment. 

Gen. Patrick Edward Connor came to America from Ireland at a very 
early age. He enlisted in the Regular Army and served on the south
western frontier for five years. During the Mexican war he raised a 
company of volunteers in Texas and led them as their captain at the 
battle of Buena Vista, where he was wounded and received honorable 
mention for gallantry in the official dispatches. At the close of the 
Mexican war :P.e settled in California. When the civil war broke out 
he was offered the colonelcy of the Third California Volunteers. His 
command consisted of the Third California Volunteer Infantry and a 
part of the Second California Cavalry, afterwards joined by a few 
companies from Nevada, and numbering all told 700 men. These troops 
had volunteered in the expectation of being ordered to the seat of war 
but the long march overland was considered too irksome, and Colonei 
Connor was ordered to remain in Utah. About this time Connor was 
made brigadier-general. 

General Connor's greatest service while stationed in Utah, outside 
of the firm stand he took in behalf of law and order, was his masterly 
campaign against the Shoshones and Bannocks, which ended in what 
is known as the battle of Bear River. For fifteen years these Northern 
tribes had infested the overland mail route, slaughtering and plunder
ing emigrants, massacring settlers and burning their homes. General 
Connor determined to put a stop to these savageries and marched 
against the Indians in J"anuary, 1863. The main battle was fought on 
the 29th and the power of the Indians was broken. This victory 
opened up the fertile lands of Idaho and the North to settlement. 
This Indian war and the magnificent results which followed General 
Connor's victory have not received adequate recognition in the pages 
of history for the reason that our country was at the time engaged in 
the all-absorbing strife of the civil war, and the exploits of such 
soldiers as General Connor did not receive the attention, nor the com
manders the credit, which would have resulted in times of peace. The 
grave of General Connor occupies a plot of ground in the military 
cemetery at Fort Douglas. It IS :Qroposed to erect a monument in his 
honor at some spot in Salt Lake City best suited to the purpose. 

l\Ir. TELLER. l\Ir. President, I want to say just a word or 
mo. I knew Pat Connor, and I knew him T"ery well. I knew 
him in the eal'ly days when he was out in the West, and I want 
to vote for his monument. I am very glad to do it. 

l\Ir. KEA.N. I have had no .idea of T"Oting against the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or

dered to pe engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

THOMAS SMITH. 

:Mr. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill ' (S. 4134) to correct the military record 
of Thomas Smith. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secre
tary of War to grant to Thomas Smith, a corporal of Company 
I, Eighty-seventh New York Infantry Volunteers, an honor
able discharge as of date of June 30, 1862; but no pay, bounty, 
or other emoluments shall become due or payable by virtue 
of the passage of this act. 

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

MIRRICK B. BURGESS. 

1\fr. BULKELEY. I now ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 40) to correct the military 
record of l\Iirick R. Burgess. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 4, after the words " record of," to strike out " l\Iirick " 
and insert " 1\Iirrick," so as to make the bill read: 

Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to correct the military record of Mirrick R. 
Burgess, late of Company I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer 
ln!f!ntrv, and Company H, Twelfth Regiment Un~ted States Infantry, 

and grant him an honorable discharge as of date 1\farch 28, 1863 : 
Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolument shall accl ue by 
reason of this act. 

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

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to correct the 

military record of !Iirrick R. Burgess." 

PUBLIC PARK IN WOODWARD, OKLA. 

1\fr. OWEN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12773) granting to the city of 
"\\'oodward, in the State of Oklahoma, lot 2, block 48, for park 
and other public purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to grant to 
the city of Woodward, Okla., lot No. 2, in block No. 48, in that 
city, for the use and benefit of the inhabitants of that city, for 
park and other public purposes .. 

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

JOliN OATES. 

l\Ir. BULKELEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 5883) to correct the military record 
of John A. Oates. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on l\Iilitary Affairs with an amendment, in 
line 5, after the name " John," to strike out the initial "A," so 
as to make the bill read : · 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to 
review the military record and revoke the order of dismissal by general 
court.s-martial of John Oates, late a private in Company D, Fourteenth 
United States Infantry, and issue to him an honorable discharge as of 
September 21, 1864 : Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolu
ments shall become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 

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

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to correct the 

military record of John Oates." 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT MILLEDGEVILLE, GA. 

:Mr. CLAY. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate con
sideration of the bill (S. 2734) to provide for the erection of 
a public building in the city of Milledgeville, Ga. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grolmds with an 
amendment, at the top of page 2, to insert "The building to be 
erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and 
alleys," so as to make the bill read : 

Be it e>tacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Trea~ury be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, 
or otherwise, a site and cause to be erected thereon a suitable building, 
including fireproof vaults, elevators. and heating and ventilating ap
paratus, for the use and accommodation of the United States post
office, in the city of Milledgeville1 Ga., the cost of said site and build
ing, including said vaults, hearing and ventilating apparatus, and 
approaches, not to exceed S50,000. 

The building to be erected shall be unexposed to danger from fire 
by an open space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and 
alleys. 

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

amendment was concm·red in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third·reading, read 

t}ile third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to provide for 

the purchase of a site and the erection of a public building 
thereon in the city of :Milledgeville, Ga." 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D, TWENTY-FIFTH INFANTRY. 

Mr. WAR~TER. I do not know whether it is in the RECORD11 

but I should like to haT"e it appear that the time for me to con
tinue my address on the Brownsville affair has been changed 
from Monday, April 27, to Tuesday, April 28. 

1\fr. KE.AN. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 10 minute!'.! 

p. rn. ) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 27, 1W8, at 
11 o'clock a. m. 
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