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No-. 355-; True American. Council, No. 196; Lumber City Coun
cil,' N'o-. 831; IIaverfOTd Council, Ne>. 592; Allen Council, No. 
753; Audenreid Council, No. 775; Llewellyn Council, No. 222, 
Order of Independent Americans, and Washington Camps Nos. 
630· and 483, Patriotic Order Sons of Americ~, urging the enact
ment of an illiteracy test; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan : Petitions of Edward Robins and 
others, of Lenawee County; J. p_ Swayze and 1-7 others, of Oak
land County; William Fulton and 30 others, of Calhoun County; 
H. A. Parry and 48 others,. of Isabella County;. Edwin .S.oneral 
and 3() others, of ' Mason County; A. Gruwn and 26 others, of 
Kent County; · F. I1. Dunning- and 12 others, of Menominee 
County; ·Edward and 17 others, J. D. Sherbrook and 12 others, 
of l\fackirra w County; Charles• A. May and 40 others, of Alle
gan County ; D. B. A yerill and 37 others, of Wexford County ; 
S. N. Richardson and 26 others, ~f Kalamazoo County; William 
Rtlpright and 56 others, of Missaukee County; Alvin Bever and 
32 others, of_Ionia County; and George W. Carr and 32 other!'!, 
of Huron-County; all in: the State of·l\fichigan, for parcels-post 
law; to the Committee· on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. STE'IlLING: Betitiou- of-Bloomington Trades and La
bor Assembly, for House bill 15413; to the Committee on Immi
gration :::nd 1 Nat111mlization. 

Also, petition of Bloomington Trades and Labor Assembly, for 
repealing oleomargarine tax; tE> the- ·Oommittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Bloomington Trades and Labor Assembly, for 
building of battleship Neiv ·Yorlc in ft Government navy yard; to. 
the Committee on Naval Affairs.~ 

By M1·. SULZER: Petition of Tacoma Commercial Club, for 
an appropriation ·of $50,000 for roads in Rainier National Park; 
to the· Committee on the Public L'ands. 

Also, petition of John McGarity, of New York City, against 
increase of postal rates - on second-class matter; to- the Oom
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: Petition of citizens of twelfth Ohio 
congressional district, against Sunday legislation for the Dis
trict of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE. 

FRIDAY, FeM-uary 24, 1911. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Ulysses G. B. Pierce, D. D : 

THE JOURNAL. 

The; Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings. 

Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reailing ·of the JoUl"Ilal be dispensed .with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. L do not intend to object, but I wish to 

call attention at this time to an omission. I do not know that 
it' would appear in the Journal anyway, but yesterday I. gaTe 
notice, as the RECO-RD shows, that I would. conclude my remarks 
this morning immediately after the morning business. I per
ceive that th'e notice is not on the calendar, and before the-read
itrg of . the Journal is dispensed with, I merely, call attention 
to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will take the responsi
bility for its not· appearing on the calendar. Is there objection to 
dispensing with the further reading of the-Journal? The Qhair 
hears ·n<me: Without objection, the- Journal will stand ap_proved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the HOuse- of · Representatives,· by W. J. 
Browning, its-Chief Clerk, announced that the-House had pas ed 
the following. bills : · 

S. 608. An act for the relief of Charles T. Gallagher and 
Samuel IL Proctor; 

S. 7640. An aet for the relief of James M. Sweat; 
S. 7804. An act for the relief of David Jay Jennings; 
S.10817. An act , granting pensions and increase of pensions 

to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular -Army and Navy 
ancl certain solcliers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, 
a.nd to widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and 
sailors~ and 

S. 10818. An act granting pensions and increase. of pension. 
to certain soldiers a.rur sailors of the Civil War and certuin 
widows and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendments· of the Senate to the following bill and resolution : 

H.R.20603 . .An act for . the relief. of· Henry Ha1teman; and 
H. J Res. 276. Joint resolution modifying certain laws- relat

ing to the military records of certain soldiers and sailors. 

The message. further announced tha.t the House hac) agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the, disagreeing· 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senn te to 
the bill (H. R. 28632) making appropriations for the construc
tion, repai.i;, and preservation of certain public- works on rivers" 
and harbors,- an<l for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to the 
amendment of the· Senate to the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bin (S ... 10318) authorizing the Commis
sioner of the General Land Office to grant further extensions of 
time within which: to make proof on desert-land entries .• 

The· message further announced that the House had passed 
the bill ( S. 7031) to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating 
to the judiciary, with an amendment, asks a conference with 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
bill and amendment, and had, appointed l\Ir. l\IooN of Pennsyl
vania .. Mr. PARSONS, and l\Ir. SHERLEY managers at the confer
ence on the part of the House. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill (S. 5432) to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to pur
chase certain lands for the protection of the ource of its water 
supply, with amendments, in which it requested the concunence 
of the Senate. 

The message further annonnced that the Ilouse had llassed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate: 

H. R. 28626. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws re
lating to distilled spirits, and for other purpo es; and 

H. R. 32436. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending. June 30, 1912, 
and for other purposes. 

The message also announced · that the Hou e had agreed to a 
concurrent resolution directing the Speaker of the Hou e and 
the President of the Senate to erase their signatures to the 
biII (H. R. 25081) for the relief ' of ITelen S: Hogan, etc., in 
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill ( S: 10032) tO' authorize · the North 
Pennsylvania· Railroad Co. and the Delaware & Bound · Brook 
Railroad Co. to construct · a · bridge- across the Delaware Iliver, 
from Lower l\Iakefield •rownship, Bucks County, Pa., to h'wing 
Township, Mercer County, N. J. 

The message- also requested · the Senate to . return to the 
Hou e the joint resolution ( S. J .- Res. 145) providing for the 
filling of a Yacancy which will occur on: March' l; 1911,. in the 
Board of Reg€Ilts-of the- Smithsonian. Institution:, of . the class 
other than Members (}f Congress . .. 

ENROLLED. TIILLa SIGNED. 

The message further announced · that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following eru:(}l1ed bills and: joint resolu.
tion, and they. were thereupon signed . b.y the Vice Ere ident: 

H. R 162GS. An act for the relief. of Thoma Seals; 
H. R. 18542 .. An. act for th01 relief of_ Thoma C. Clark; 

- H.B. 26-290. All act providing · for the- validation of certain 
homestead entries; 

H. R-31538. An act to authorize the Pensacola,. , l\Iobile & 
New, Orlean Railw;ay Co., a corporation. existing. UD.der the· 
laws· of · the, State: of Alabama, to construct . a. bridge over and 
across the Mobile River · a.nu its · naviguble channels. a.born the 
city of Mobile, Al:L; 

H. R_32220 ... An. act to authorize the board of supervisors of 
the- town of IDgh LaDding, Red Lake County, :Minn., to construct 
a bridge across~ the R ed Lake Ri1er; 

H ; It.32400~ An ~ act to authorize the North Penn ylrnnia 
Railroad Co. and ·the-Dela.ware & Bound .Brook Railroad o. to 
construct . a bridge aero s the Dela ware Rb-er from Lower 
l\Iakefield Townsfilp, Bucks County, :Pa., to Ewing. Township, 
Mercer County, N. J. ; 

H. R .. 3257L An act to. .consolidate certain forest ' lands in the 
Kansas National Forest; 

S.10015 .. An· a.ct for rebuilding and improving the present 
light and fog: signal at Lincoln .Rock Ala.ska. or for building 
another light and fog-signal station. upon a • different site near 
by; and · 

S. J; Res.-132. J.-0int resolntion authorizing the delivering_ to 
the commander in chief of the United Spanish War ·v terans 
of one or two dismounted bronze cannon 

COMPANIES B, C, AND D; TWENTY'-Fil'TH INFANTRY. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of • War transmitting, in response to a 
r·esolution of the 21st- instant, a: • lLt of names of "soldiers of 
-Companies B, C, and D · ofr the Trrenty-fiftb Infantry r ecom
mended as eligible for reenlistment' by the c~m·t of, inquiry rela-
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tive to the affray at Brownsville, Tex., who ,have applied for · 
reenlistment or who have reenlisted under the provisions of 
the act of Congress of March 3, 1909, etc. ( S. Doc. No. 833), 
which, with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Com
mittee on Military Affairs and ordered to be printed. 

SURVEY OF ABSECON INLET, N. J. 

The VICE PRES!DEJ.'"'{T laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Secretary of War stating, in response to a reso
lution of the 17th instant relative to the cost ior the impro\e
ment of Absecon Inlet, N. J., that the reports on the prelimi
nary examination and survey of that inlet made in pursuance 
-of a provision in the river and harbor act of June 25, 1910, 
were transmitted by the Secretary of War to the Speaker of the 
Houee of Representatives under date of February 20, 1911 ( S. 
Doc . .i.To. 832), which was referred to the Committee on Com
merce and ordered to be printed. 

CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented the credentials of JAMES E. MARTINE, 
choeen by the Legislature of the State of New Jersey a Senator 
from that State for the term beginning March 4, 1911, which 
'Were read and ordered to be filed. 

Mr. PILES presented the credentials of MILES POINDEXTER, 
cho en by the Legislatru·e of the State of Washington a Senator 
from that State for tbe term beginning March 4, 1911, which 
were read and ordered to be filed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE PRESIDE1'TT presented resolutions adopted by the 
General Court of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance and ordered to be 
printed in the llEcoRD, as follows: 
Resolutions relative to reciprocal Interchange of commodities between 

the United States and Canada. 
Resolved, That the General Court of the Commonwealth ·of Massa

chusetts, believing that a reciprocal interchange of commodities between 
the nited States and Canada, based on equitable and fair terms, would 
prove beneficial to the ultimate ·consumer and to the various manufac
turing, farming, commercial, and other interests of each of the two 
countries, hereby cordially approves any efforts made to bring about 
such results. 

Resolved, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States, 
to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congress, and to each of the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 

In bouse of representatives, adopted February 15, 1911. 
In enate, adopted, in concurrence, February 16, 1911. 

States, viz, Hons. CLARENCE D. C_LABK and FRANCIS El. WARREN, and 
our Representative in said Congress, Hon. FRANK W. Mo:N'DELL, asking 
them to use their best efforts to secure favorable action upon the request 
embodied herein. 

Approved February 17, 1911. 

STA.TJll OF WYOMING, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

UNITED STATES OF _AMERICA, Btate Of Wyoming, SS: 

I, Frank L. Houx, secretai:y of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been cureftilly compared with house 
joint memorial No. 1, and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same 
and of the whole thereof. . 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set .my hand and affixed the 
great seal ·Of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, tllis 21st day of February, A. D. '1911. 
[SEAL.] FRANK L. HOUX, Secretary of State, 

By C. B. MA.CGLASRAX, Dep1ity. 

The VICE PRESIDENT presented telegrams, in the nature of 
memorials, from the Illinois State Farmers' Institute and from 
150 employees of .the Waterbury Felt Co., of Skaneateles Falls, 
N. Y., remonstrating against the ratification of the proposed 
reciprocal agreement between the United States and Canada, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the ·southwest di \ision of 
the Associated Ad\ertising lubs of America, remonsb.·ating 
against the proposed increase in the rate of postage on certain 
classes of' second-class mail matter, which was ordered to Jie 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER I present sundry telegrams, in the nature 
of memorials, from granges in my State relati--ve to the pro
posed Canadian reciprocal agreement. I ask that llie tele
grams may be noted in the RECORD and Teferred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the telegrams were referred to the 
Committee on Finance and ordered to be ·noted in the RECPRD, as 
follows: · 

Telegram of Byron P. Dearborn, master of l\Ierrimac County 
Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of North Boscawen, 
N.H.; 

Telegram of C. W. Phillips, Pomona deputy, New Hampshire 
State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of East Candia, N. H.; 

Telegram of Hollis T. Wiggin, of Meredity, N. H.; 
Telegram of Curtis B. Childs, ex-commander New Hamp

shire State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Henniker, N. H.; 
Telegram of W. 0. IPield, deputy, New Hampshire State 

Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Concord, N. H.; 
A true copy. 
Attest: 

Telegram of Frank P . Cheney, deputy, New Hampshire State 
Secretar:y of t"':eMao1!m°::t:ealth. Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Littleton, N. H.; ' 

Telegram of Ernest W. Bickford, of Rochester, N. H.; 
The VIOE PRESIDENT presented a joint memorial of the Telegram of Orrin G. Wentworth, deputy, New Hampshire 

Legislature of the State of Wyoming, wnich was referred to the State Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lancaster, N. H.; 
Committee on Forest ReserTations and the Protection ·of Game Telegram of A. O. Harrington, deputy, New Hampshire State 
and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as "follows: Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Petersboro, N. H. ; 

House joint memorial No. L Telegram of Edgar J. Ham, of Rochester, N. H.; 
A joint resolution relating to the preservation of big ,game in the State Telegram of Colebrook Grange, No. 223, Patrons o;f Hus-

of Wyoming, and memorializing the Congress ot the Uniteq States to 
make an adequate appropriation to aid the State of Wyommg in pro- bandry, of Colebrook, N. H.; 
vidina winter food for and otherwise protecting the big game which Telegram of Charles McDaniel, of Enfield, N. H.; 
ran~e., in the Na.tional Park and in the Jackson Hole region of this Tele2:ram of S. H. Flanders, of East Andover, N. ll. ·, 
State alternately. ~ 
Be it 1-esolved by the ho-use of representatives (the senate co1wun-i1ig): Telegram of Frank M. Bailey, of Claremont, N. H.; 
Whereas the principal remnant of the big game of the United S_tates, Telegram of Oliver C. Dimond, of Concord, N. H. ; 

comprised of moose, elk, and deer, range alternately during the winters Telegram of Wantastiquet Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of 
in the National Park and game reserve and the Jackson Hole section of H 
the State of ·wyoming, south of the National Park; and Hinsdale, N. · ; 

Whereas during the winters they suffer greatly and perish :from famine Telegram of C. H. Dutton, of Hancock, N. H.; 
In largE! numbers, which could be in a great measure prevented by ade- Telegram of D. M. Hadley, of Dunbarton, N. H. ; 
~fo~~sa~~dsb~=ifsc; Pi~Jision for feeding and protecting them during Telegram of William C. Hill, Master, Friendship Grange, 

Whereas the State of Wyoming has been and is making appropriations Patrons of Husbandry, Northfield, N. H. ; 
of large sums of money and using every available means within its Telegram of Alfred w. Clough, of Portsmouth, N. H.; 
power to preserve said big game ; and 

Whereas the sufficient and thoroughly adequate protection of said Telegram of George A. Leavitt, Master of Local Grange No. 
big game is too expensive and burdensome to be borne alone by the 295, Patrons of Husbandry, of Laconia, N. H. ; 
State of Wyoming: Therefore be it T I f u L G f G Mill N H. d Resolved by the Legislature ot the State of Wyoming, That the Gov- e egram O • • eorge, 0 eorges s, · ; an 
ernment of the United States be, and is hereby, requested to cooperate Telegram of Oharles A. Brown, Master of Suncook Valley 
with the State of Wyomin~ in feeding, protecting, and otherwise pre- Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Pembroke, N. H. 
serving the big game wh ch winters in great numbers within the 1'fr·. GALLI""TGER presented a memorial of Local Grange,. confines of the State of Wyoming; and the Congress of the United i' .i." 
States is hereby memoriaUzed and requested to make an adequate ap- Patrons of Husbandry, of Surry, N. H., remonstrating against 
propriation of money, to be used in aiding and cooperating with the the ratification of the proposed reciprocal ~greement between 
State of Wyoming in the laudable and desirable ell'ort to feed, protect. th~ United States and Canada, which was referred to the Com-and preserve from extinction the principal remnant of the big game "' 
of the United States, which range during the winters principally within mittee on Finance. 
the territory of the State of Wyoming; be it further u 1\f CU1\IB'ER t d · I f dr •t• 4' 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be .m.r . .1.1 c .1.r. presen e a memona O sun Y Cl izens Oi. 
sent to the President of the United States, to the President of the North Dakota, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of Rep- proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
resentatives, and to the Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid in Canada, which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
bringing the object of this memorial and request before Congress, and 
in t1ecuring from same an adequate appropriation of public moneys for Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present a joint memorial of the 
the noble, humane, and national purpose herein set forth; and be It Legislature of the State of Wyoming, which I a.sk may be 
tur_J~i~{ved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be printed ~ the RECORD and r~erred to the Committee on Forest 
sent to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United _Reservations and the Protection of Game. J; , 
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There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of 
Ga.me and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows : 

House joint memorial No. 1. 
A joint r<'solution relating to the preservation of big game in the State 

of Wyoming, and memorializing the Congress of the United States to 
make an- adequate appropriation to aid the State of Wyoming in pro
viding winter food for and otherwise protecting the big game which 
range in the national park and in the Jackson Hole region of this 
State alternately. -
Be it resolved by the house of representatives (the senate conciwri11g): 
Whereas the principal remnant of the big game of the United States, 

comprised of moose, elk, and deer, range alternately during the win
ters in the national park and game reserve and· the Jacksons Hole sec
tion of the State of Wyoming, south of the national park ; and 

Whereas during the winters they suffer greatly and perish from 
famine in large numbers, which could be in a great measure prevented 
by adequate and systematic provision for feeding and protecting them 
during storms and bllzzards ; and 

Whereas the State of Wyoming has been and is making appropria
tions of large sums of money and using every available means within its 
power to preserve said big game; and 

Whereas the sufficient and thoroughly adequate protection of said 
big game is too expensive and burdensome to be borne alone by the 
State of Wyoming: Therefore be it 

Resolved b1J the Legislature of the State of Wyoming, That the Gov
ernment of the United States be, and is hereby, requested to cooperate 
with the State of Wyoming in feeding, protecting, and otherwise pre
serving the big game which winters in great numbers within the con
fines of the State of Wyoming; and the Congress of the United States 
Is hereby memorialized and requested to make an adequate appropriation 
of money to be used in aiding and cooperating with the State of Wyoming 
in the laudable and desirable effort to feed, protect, and preserve from 
extinction the principal remnant of the big game of the United States, 
which range during the winters principally within the territory of 
the State of Wyoming; be it further 

Resolved, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be 
sent to the President of the United States, to the President of the 
United States Senate, to the Speaker of the United States House of. 
Representatives, and to the Secretary of the Interior, asking their aid 
in bringing the object of this memorial and request before Congress and 
in securing from same an adequate appropriation of public moneys 
for the noble, humane, and national ·purpose herein set forth; and. be 
It further 

Resolt ed, That engrossed copies of this memorial and request be sent 
to the Senators from Wyoming in the Congress of the United States, 
viz, Hons. CLARENCE D. CLA.:RK and FRANCIS E. WARREN, and our ltep
resentat ive in said Congress, Hon. FRANK W. MONDELL, asking them 
to use their best etl'orts to secure favorable action upon the request 
embodied herein. 

Approved February 17, 1911. 

TIIE STATE OF WYOl\II~G, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF STATE. 

UXITED STATES OF AMERICA, State of Wyoming, SS. 

I, Frank L. Iloux, secretary of state of the State of Wyoming, do 
hereby certify that the annexed has been carefully compared with house 
joint memorial No. 1 , and is a full, true, and correct copy of the same 
and of the whole thereof. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my band and affixed the 
great seal of the State of Wyoming. 

Done at Cheyenne, the capital, this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911. 
[SEA.L.] Fr.A~K L. Roux, Secretat·y of State, 

By C. P. MACGLASHAN, D epti ty. 

l\lr. CLARK of Wyoming. I present resolutions adopted by 
the Cnrbon County Wool Growers' Association of Wyoming, 
which I ask may be printed in the RECORD and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were referred to 
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows : 
Resolutions adopted by Carbon County Wool Growers' Association 

against the passage of the bill (H. R. 32216) to promote reciprocal 
trade relations with the Dominion of Canada. 
Whereas a treaty bas been negotia ted by the Departments of State of 

these United States and of the Dominion of Canada for the purpose of 
promoting reciprocal trade r elations between the two countries, and a 
bill has been introduced anrl passed in the House of Representatives 
of the United States confirmin"' such treaty; and 

''Vhereas by the terms of tiJ.e proposed treaty the import duty on 
live stock, consisti!lg of sheep, cattle, horses, and mules, imported into 
the nited State;;i from ~anada will be entirely removed, and the im
port duty on agricultural products imported into the United States 
from Canada wi!l also - be removed, while the duty on manufactured 
products of the nited States exported to Canada will not be removed 
l.Jy the Canadian Government ; and 

Whereas the duties upon meats, . the dressed products of live stock, 
imported from Canada into the United States, will not be removed; and 

Whereas there had heretofore been created by the Congress ·of the 
United States a tarift' commission to investigate the various articles 
imported into the United States for the specific purpose of ascertaining 
the amount of dut y that should be placed upon such importations by 
the Government of these United States in order to equitably protect the 
United States producers of such articles. and in accordance with the 
principles of protection for American industries ; and 

Whereas such tariff commission or board has not as yet reported to 
the Congress of the United States upon any of the articles referred to 
and covered by the proposed treaty, and to be admitted without duty 
into the United States by the terms of such treaty, so that the 
Congress of the United States and the people thereof are unable at this 
time to know whether or not such lowe1·ing or removal of duties will 
be detrimental to the producers in tbe United States; and 

Whereas the removal of the duty from live stock to be imported into 
the United States and the retention of the duty upon meat products is 
det1·imental to the farmers of the entire country and to the stock 
grnwern of Wyoming, while beirig favorable to the· packing industries 
of tllc UJaited States; and 

Whereas the adoption of the bill ratifying and confirming said pro
posed treaty would mean the giving up of the Republican doctrine of 
protection and the adoption of the Democratic theory of free trade, 
and would prove to be the opening wedge for the adoption of such free-
trade theory ; and . 

Whereas the Republican doctrine of reciprocity bas always called for 
the admission to this country of the products of other countries not 
competing with those produced here, and the admission, free of duty, 
by such foreign Government of our manufactured and other products 
of which we have a surplus, causing an equal and equitable exchange 
of products of the two countries, with a resulting promotion of the 
balance of trade in favor of this country : Now therefore be it 

Resolv ed, That the members of the Carbon ounty Wool Growers' 
Association are absolutely opposed to the passage of the House bill 
ratifying and confirming the proposed reciprocity treaty between the 
United States of America and Dominion of Canada, upon the grounds 
that the same, if adopted, would be adverse to the intere ts of the 
American farmer and the western stock grower; would constitute a 
reversal of the Republican doctrine of protection in favor of the 
Democratic theory of free trade; would be an overthrow of the Repub
lican doctrine of due investigation by the Tariff Board before revis ion 
of duties upon any article imported into the United States· would be 
the adoption of a principle that has heretofore been tried by this 
country through a reciprocity treaty with Canada in the year 1855 
and found to be detrimental to the interests of the Amel"ican pro: 
ducers ; and be it further 

Resolved, That we do hereby petition our Representatives Jn Congress, 
Hon. FRANCIS E. W ARRE , Hon. C. D. CLARK, and Hon. FRA~K W. 
ll!ONDELL, to use every effort in their power to prevent the adoption and 
confirming of this reciprocity treaty in its present form. • 

[SEAL.] CARBON COUNTY WOOL GROWERS' ASSOCIATION, 
Attest: By JOHN A. DONNEL, President. 

W. W. DALEY, Secretary. 
Dated at Rawlins, Wyo., this 21st day of February, A. D. 1911. 

l\fr. BURNl:I.A.M presented sundry telegrams in the nature of 
memorials from S. H. Flanders, of East Andover; D. M. Had
ley, of Dunbarton; Charles McDaniel, of Enfield; Edgar J. 
Ham, of Rochester; Frank M. Bailey, of Claremont; Olir-er C. 
Dimond, of Concord ; C. H. Dutton, of Hancock ; Alfred W. 
Clough, of Portsmouth; U. L. George, of Georges Mi1ls; C. W. 
Phillips, deputy Pomona (N. H.) State Grange, of East Can
dia; George A. Leavitt, master of Grange No. 295, of Laconia; 
Char_les A. Brown, master Suncook Valley Pomona Grange, of 
Pembroke; William C. Hil1, master Friendship Grange No. 
110, of Northfield; "\Vantastiquet Grange, of Hinsdale; and of 
Colebrook Grange, No. 223, of Colebrook, all in the State of 
New Hampshire, remonstrating against the ratification of the 
proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States and 
Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. OLIVER presented a petition of the temperance commit
tee of the General Assembly of the Presbyterian Church in the: 
United States of America, praying for the enactment of legisla
tion to regulate the traffic in intoxicating liquors in the Di trict 
of Columbia, which was referred to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. BORAH. I present a joint memorial of the Legislature 
of the State of Idaho, which I ask may be printed in the REC
ORD and referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

There being no objection, the joint memorial was referred to 
the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

House joint memorial No. 6. 
Be it resolved by the house of representatives of the State of Idaho 

(the senate concurring), That the Congress of the United States be 
memorialized as follows : 

Whereas under the present rules formulated by the national forestry 
officials governing , and controlling the use of the national forests with 
reference to removing therefrom dead timber, it is very inconvenient and 
hard for the settlers who desire to use this dead timber to obtain the 
same, because the procedure necessary to go through ls very lengthy, 
undesirable, and costly to users thereof ; and 

Whereas said dry timber, by lying in the national forests, exposes 
the growing timber to the danger of fire and thereby is a menace to the 
national forest and should be removed : Now therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Congress of the United States is hereby requested 
to abolish all rules of the Forest Service governing the removal of 
dead timber by the settlers, so as to make it as convenient as possible 
to remove the same from th!> n ational forest for use by the settlers, 
and thereby favor not only the settlers. but promote the welfare and 
protection of the national forest of the United States. 

This memorial passed the house of representatives on the 6th day of 
February, 1911. 

CHARLES D. STOREY, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

This memorial passed the senate on the 15th day of February, 1911. 
L. II. SWEETSER, 

P resident of tlle Senate. 
I hereby certify that the within house joint memorial No. 6 origi

nated in the House of Representatives of the Legislature of the State ot 
Idaho during the eleven th session. 

JAMES H. WALLIS, 
Ohief Olerk of the Hotise of Representativ.es. 

STATE OF IDA.HO, 
DEJ.>ARTMENT OF STATE. 

I , Wilfred L. Gifl'ord, secretary of state of the State of Idaho, do 
hereby certify that the annexed is a full, true, and complete transcript 
of honse joint memorial No. 6, by Hall and Pincock, relating to the 
nbolishln~ all rules of the Forest Service gov.ernlng the removal ot 
dead. timber by the settlers (passed the house Feb. 6, 1911 ; passed the 

. I 
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senate Feb. 1.5, 1911), which was filed in this office the 17th day of 
February, A. D. 1911, and admitted to record. 

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and affixed the 
great ce-al of the State. 

Done at Boise City, the cap-ital of Idaho, this 17th day of February, 
A. D. 1911, and of the Independence of the United States of America 
the one hundred nd thirty-fifth. 

[SE:.L.] WILFRED L. GIFFORD, Secretary Of State. 

Mr. BURROWS presented memorials of Local Granges of 
Bloomingdale, Bowne Center, Bradley, Union, Mesherville, Har
bor Beach, Eaton Rapids, Olivet, Reading, Jonesville, Man
che ter, Pittsford, l\facon, Central Lake, Saud Lake, Grand 
TraTE:rse, Decatur, St. Joseph, Bad Axe, Millington, Gilead, 
Berlin, Benzenia, Custer, Deckerville, Gaines, 'Vashington, 
Morenci, " 'ayne, Berrien Center, Adrian. Tonia, Clio, Laings
burg Union City, Marlette, Jonesville, Saginaw, Constantine, 
Ree1 City, Goourich, Charlotte, Sherman, Andersonville, Hope, 
Shevllerd, Plymouth, Bear Lake, Leroy, Peck. Big Ilapids 
Tustin, Allegan, Lansing, Elk Rapids, and Cooper T'ille, all of 
the Patrons of Husbandry; of the Hadley and Elba Farmers' 
Club, the Ionia County F armers' Institute Society, the Farmers' 
Club of Ortonville, the Long Lake Furmers' Club, the Shiawas
see Farmers' In titute, the lfarmers' Club of Livingston County, 
and of sundry citizens of Clinton County, French County, Cas
sopolis, Genesee County, Rush Township, and Washtenaw 
County, all in the State of Michigan, remonstrating against the 
ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were refened to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. HEYBVRN: I present two memorials of the Legisla
ture of Idaho, No. 8 and No. 14, to take the usual course. I 
woul<.l suggest that where re olutions of State legislatures have 
been presented in duplicate, which I suspect may have been 
done, that they be printed only once in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That will follow. The rnemorials
were presented yestergay by the Senator's colleague and printed 
in the RECORD and properly referred. The duplicates will also 
be referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BRIGGS presented petitions of Washington Camp No. 97, 
of Bridgeton; Washington Camp No. 147, of Passaic, Patriotic 
Order Sons of America; of Local Union No. 1785, United Brother
hood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Fort Lee; and of 
sundry citizens of New Jersey, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to further restrict immigration, which was referred 
to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented the petition of Albert E. Holmes, of Newark, 
N. J. and the petition of Walter E. Terry, of Newark, N. J., 
praying for the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agree
ment between the United States and Canada, which were re
ferred to the .Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Cape May Grange, Hamilton 
Grange, Kingwood Grange, Hopewell Grange, Thoroughfare 
Grange, Vincentown Grange, Allentown Grange, Burlington 
Grange, Titusville Grange, Salem Grange, Patrons of Hus
bandry; and Henry Maguire, of Kearny; William Conover, of 
Manalapan; Robert Dilatushy, of Robbinsville; R. E. Haines, 
of Trenton; Theodore Brown, of Swedesboro; W. L. Carmen, 
of Yardville, and sundry citizens of Hamilton Square, all in the · 
State of New Jersey, remonstrating against the ratification of 
the .proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 62, American 
Federation of Musicians, of Trenton, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation prohibiting enlisted men from entering 
the field of competition with civilian musicians, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Branch No. 7, Glass Bottle 
Blowers' Association, of Millville, Conn., praying for the adop
tion of an amendment to the present pure-food law relative to 
the manufacture of hand-blown bottles, which was referred to 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

Mr. BULKELEY presented a memorial of Local Grange No. 
107, Patrons of Husbandry, of Litchfield, Conn., remonstrating 
against the ratification of the proposed reciprocal agreement 
between the United States and Canada, which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 
: He also presented petitions of Hollenbeck Grange, No. 125, 
of Canaan ; of Chester Grange, No. 158, of Chester; of Ma:tta
basett Grange, No. 42, of Middletown; and of Plainville Grange 
of Plainville, Patrons of Husbandry, all in the State of Con~ 
neticut, praying for the passage of a full and complete parcels
post bill. which were referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads. 
: Mr. JONES. I present two telegrams, one for the reciprocity 
agreement and one against it, which I ask to have read. 

}• ' 

There being no objection, the telegrams were read and re
ferred to the Committee on Finance. as follows : 

SEATTLE, WA.SH., Feb1•11a1·y !O, 1911. 
Hon.· WESLEY L . Jo:>rES, ' 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0.: 
After thoroughly considering reciprocity measure pending in Senate 

trustees of Seattle Cbamber of Commerce, in special meeting to-day. 
adopted by unanimous vote following: We join lumber, banking, and 
other interests of Northwest in protesting against passage of Canadian 
reciprocity bill for provisions affe<:ting lumber, coal, fruit, wheat, and 
other raw materials. Passage of bill in present condition would be 
serious blow to development of this part of country. If measure is 
likel:y to pass against protests people of Pacific Northwest, we demand 
insertion of adequate provision for removal of duty on logs and for 
discl"iminating duties on transportation in foreign vessels to extent of 
at least meeting reduced cost of transportation by such vessels over 
American vesseJs. 'While lumber and coal ean be trnnsported between 
American ports only in American bottoms, tonnage of world is open to 
Canadian shippers. 

SEATTLE Cll.A:UBElt OF CoMMERCE. 

SEATTLE, w A.SH., February fi-23, 1911. 
To Hon. WESLEY L. Jo:rrns, 

United States Senate, Washington> D. 0.: 
The undersi"'n ed earnestly urge you to support the reciprocity agree

ment and to oppose any amendment thereof that will endanger its adop
tion. We heartily approve of the wise and patriotic action of the 
President in negotiating this agreement, believing with him that only 
good to the p.coples of l>oth countries will follow its adoption. We main
tain that the Pacific Northwest has not a single interest that will 
snffe1· from the agreement. From our investigation and observation we 
believe that the action of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce on this 
matter is not representative of the sentiments of the citizens of the city 

, of Seattle or the State of Washington, nor do we believe that such 
action even represents the sentiments of a majority of the members of 
that body. 

The Standard Appraisal Co., J. F. Cronin, president; Old Ore
gon Lumber Co., per H. · Q. Muflley, president; Elder 
Lumber Co., · by A. H. Frink, vice president; Ebey . 
Logging Co., by C. H. Cobb, president ; Snohomish Log
ging Co., by C. H. Cobb, president; International Timber 
Co., by N. C. Healy, manager; Pacific Coast "Condensed 
Milk Co.t per E. A. Stuart, president; Seattle Cedar 
LumbeT .l\fanufacturing Co., by W. H. MeEwan, secre
tal"y; ·Hofius Steel & Equipment Co .• by W. D. Hofius; 
Merrill & Ring Lumter Co., by R. D. Merrill ; Howell
Brent Lumber Co., William M. Howell, .secretary ; 
W. N. Proctor, for Ideal Mill Co.; Milwaukee Shingle 
Co.; Bea.eon Mill Co.; Marysville & .Arlington Ry. Co., 
by James H. Smith, assistant treasurer; W. l. Ewart; 
Bert Farrar; Pacific Tow Boat Co .. by F. M. Dugan, 
president ; Ballard Lumber Co., by Charles W. Stimson. 

Mr. PILES presented memorials of Sunnyside Grange, No. 
129, of Castlerock, and Chambers Prairie Grange, No. 141, of 
Olympia, Patrons of Husbandry; and of sundry citizens of 
Centralia, all in the State of Washington, remonstrating against 
the ra tifica ti on of the proposed reciprocal agreement between 
the United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. I present a telegram and ask that 
it may be read for the information of the Senate. 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and ordered 
to lie on the table, as follows: 

LANSING, MICH., February 13, 1S11. 
Hon. WILLIA ii ALDEN SMITH, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0.: 
The popular and independent magazines and periodicals are the peo

ple's free and fearless instruments of discussion and information. In 
importance of their work they are only second to the public schools. 
You are respectfully requested to vote against the bill increasing second
class postage, which is aimed at' these publications. 

• CHASE S. OSBORN, Governor. 

l\Ir. SMITH of Michigan presented the following telegrams, 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance and read, as 
follows: ' 

ST.. Lours, MICH., Febrt1.ary 18, 19U, 
WILLI.A.M ALDEN SMITH, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
Eighty thousand Lady Maccabees from various parts of the United 

States ask you to vote against Senate bill 31539 as unjustly discrim
inating against every fraternal publication. 

FRA.NCES E. BUR.NS, Great Oommander. 

TRAVEnSE CITY, MICH., February 1&, 1911. 
Senator WILLIAM ALDEN SMITH, 

Sen.at"e <Jhamber, Washington, D. 0.: 
Whereas the magazines of our land are among the greatest forces for 

enlightenment of our people and for correction of evils and righting of 
wrongs-

Resolve<L bjj the Traverse Oit11 BO'ar<l of Tmde, That we urge our 
Members of Congress to work and vote for the defeat of any provision 
raising postal rates on periodicals and magazines as proposed in the 
Post Office appropriation bill now before Congress. 

Bo.A.RD OF TRADE, 
H. MONTAGUE, S(fcretary. 

Mr. GRONN.A. I p1·esent a telegram in the nature of a me
morial transmitting resolutions adopted by the Legislative As
sembly of the State of North Dakota, which I ask may be read 

1 and referred to the Committee on Finance. , 
t I ; ; I ) ! 'j 



·3250 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-- SENATE. FEBRUARY 24, 

There being no objection, the telegram was read and referred 
to the Committee on Finance, as follows: 

Hon. A. J. GRONNA, 
BISMARCK, N, DAK., February 23, 1~11. 

United States Senator, Wa.shington, D. 0.: 
I have the honor to submit for your consideration the following con

current re~olution which the house and senate of the twelfth session 
of the Legi lative As embly of the State of North Dakota have passed, 
a concurrent resolution, introduced by a committee of three members 
of t he house of representativ~s and two members of the senate of the 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota : 

· Whereas the reciprocity agreement now pending before the National 
Congress is of the mest vital importance to the welfare of the people of 
the State of North Dakota; and 

"Wl.J.N·eas the Hon. James J. Hill, president of the board of director 
of tte Great Northern Railway Co., made a certain speech in the city of 
Chicago on the 15th day of Febr.iary, 1911, in which the speaker is 
quoted in the press as saying: 'The farmers of the Northwest are two 
to one in favor of said reciprocity agreement;' and 

" Whereas the said speech has been widely circulated throughout the 
united States; and . . 

•· Whet·ens said speech does not express the sentiment of the farmers 
of the Northwest; and 

"Whereas if Mr. Hill made said statement, as alleged, it is not in 
a ccordance with the facts and sentiment of North Dakota farme1·s and 
other interests in aid State; and 

"Whereas the Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North 
Dakota is fully convinced that if said reciprocity agreement is entered 
into and becomes a law or a treaty between the United States and 
Canada, that it will be a great detriment to the agricultural interests 
as well as other inte1·ests of the State of North Dakota, and wlll have 
a disastrous effect upon the farm products and farm values of the State 
of North Dakota : Now therefore be it 

" Resol,,;ed by the senate of the State of North Dakota (rmd the house 
of representati'L'eB concttrring), That the Senators and Members of the 
Hou. e of Representatives representing the State of North Dakota in 
the National Congress be, and they .are hereby, requested by the 
Twelfth Legislative Assembly of the State of North Dakota to use all 
honorable means within their power to prevent the passage of said 
reciprccjty treaty and its enactment into law; 
· "Resolve<l further, That copies of this . resolution, duly signed by 
representat ive officers of both houses in the Twelfth Legislative Assem 
bly of the State of North Dakota, be sent to the President of the 
United States and to each of said Senators and Representatives in the 
National Congress, that they may have tbe sentiment of th e Nort!l 
Dakota people, properly express~d by the legislative body of this State, 
befo1·e them for their consideration; it is 

"Further 1·csolved, That the secretary of state is hereby authorized 
to transmit the foregoing resolution by telegram to William H. Taft, 
President of the United States, and to · the Senators and Representatives 
in Cong-ress from the State of North Dakota." 

Respectfully, yours, 
P. D. NORTON, Secretary of State. 

Mr. LODGE. I pre~ent re olutions adopted by the General 
Court of the Commonwe:iltb of l\fassachus0 tts, which I ask may 
be read .and referre1 to the Committee on Finance. 

There being no objection, the resolutions were read an<l re
ferred to the Committee on Finance, as follows : 

Resolt·ea, That the General Court of the Commonwealth -of ·~.fa.s;;;achu
setts, believing that a reciprocal interchange of commodities between the 
United States and Canada, based on equitable and fair terms, would 
prove beneficial to the ultimate consumer and to the various manufac· 
tm·ina, farming, commercial, and other interests of each of the two 
countries, hereby cordially approves any efforts made to bring about 
such results. 

Re oli:e<l, That certified copies of these resolutions be sent by the 
secretary of the Commonwealth to the President of the United States. 
to the presiding officers of both Houses of Congre;;;s, and to each of the 
Senators and Representatives in Congress from Massachusetts. 

1-n house of repre entatives, adopted February 15. 1911. 
Jn senate, adopted in concurrence February 16, 1911. 
A true copy. 
.Attest : W .r. M. OLIN, 

Secretary of the Oomnwnwea lth. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, I send the following t elegram to 
the desk and ask Mr. Rose to read it in his very best voice, and 
I should like all Senators to hear it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If there be no objection, the As
sistant Secretary will read the telegram in his very best voice. 

The telegram was read and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions, as follows : 

praying for the passage of the so-called old-age p~nsion bill, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. SMITH of South Carolina presented the memorials of 
William F. Claussen, of Florence; of C. l\!. Davis & Son, J. H. 
Rigby, A. Levi, and W. T. Lesesne, of Manning, all in the 
State of South Carolina, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Scott antioption bill, relative to dealing in cotton 
futures, etc., which were ordered to lie on the table. 

.Ile also presented the petition of J. H. Claffy, president of 
the Orangeburg County Farmers' Union, of Orangeburg, S . C., 
praying for the passage of the so-called Scott antioption bilJ, 
relative to dealing in cotton fuhll'es, etc., which was ordered to 
lie on the table. · 

Mr. WETMORE presented petitions of Washingtqn Camp 
No. 1, Patriotic Order Sons of America, and of Eaale Council, 
No. 8, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Providence. 
R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to further restrict 
immigration, which were referred to tlle Committee on Immi
gration. 

· Mr. WATSON presented the memorial of H. F. Burnside an<l 
sundry other citizens of Point Pleasant, W. Va., remonstrating 
against any increase being made in the rate of postage on peri
odicals and magazines, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. DICK presented a petition of sundry citizens of We t 
Salem, Ohio, praying for the passage of the so-called parcel -
post bill, which was referred to the Committee on Post Offices 
nnd Post Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry veteruns of New Con
cord, Ohio, pra·ying for the passage of the so-called old-age pen
sion bill, which was ordered to Ee on the table. 

Mr. SHIVELY presented a memorial of undry citizens of 
River Park, Ind., rernon trating against the alleged per e"ution 
and imprisonment of Fred D. Warren, managing editor of t te 
Appeal to R ea -on, a paper published at Girard, Kans., which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented m emorials of Rev. T. J. Bas ett, of West 
Lafayette, tile Adscript Club, of Indianapoli , and of tile 
A gricultural Epitornist, of Spencer, Ind.; of the Chri tian Her
ald, of New York City, N. Y.; and of L. C. R eulley, C. E . lip
pinger, Edward Ray, and F. F. Lewis, members of the Fletcher 
PJuce Preachers' A soc!ation, of I ndianapolis, Ind., remonstra
ting against any increa e being made in tile rate of postage on 
periodicals and magazines, which wei·e ordered to lie on the 
table. 

He also presented a t elegram in the nature of a petition signecl 
by M. Schwartz president, and E. D. Robinson, secr0 tary, of 
the Retail Merchant ' Association, of Attica, Ind., praying that 
an increase be made in the rates of postage on periodicals and 
magazines, which w a s ordered to He on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamb<>r of ommPrce of 
Sou th Bend, Ind.. and a peti tiou of the Chamber of Commerce 
of CleYelund, Ohio, praying for the r a tification of the pl'opose<l. 
reciprocal agreement between tbe United tates and Canada, 
which w ere referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BURKETT presented · a vetition of tl!e Association of 
Postmasters of Nebraska, pra ying for the enactment of leg isl:i 
tion propos;ng to place all postmaster umler the civil enke, 
which was referred to the Committee on .Post Offices and Po~t 
Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the As ciation of P o tmas
ters of Nebraska , pra ying that qn increase be rnade in the ra t 
of postage on periodicals aud magazines, which was or<l.ered to 
lie on the table. 

l\fr. GUGGENHEIM presented a petiUon of stockholders of 
the United Wireless Telearaph Co., re ideets of Pueblo, 'olo., 
praying for the enactment of legislation vroviding for nn iil-

TOPEKA, KANS., Februai·y 23, 1911. vestigation of the present status of the wirele s telegraph sy s-
Hon.u:i;Si~Ast:iessi~~~te, Washington, D. o.: tern in the United States, which was referred to the Committee 

Ecclesiasticus, chapfer 26-28 : " There be two things that grieve my on Commerce. 
heart. A man of war that suffereth poverty." First Esdras, 4-26: l\fr. DEPEW presented petitions of the Republican Club of 
".And he commanded to give to· all that kept the city pensions and New York City, of the Stationers' Association of New Y.ork, the 
wages." M. P. MIL~R. Buffalo Credit Men's A s ociation, the American Manufacturers' 

Export Association, the Hardwood Lumber Exchange of Buf· 
Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of sundry citizens of falo, the North Tonawanda Board of Trade, and sund!'Y citizen~ 

Amora, Ill., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called of Buffalo, New Rochelle, and New York City, au in the State 
parcels-post bilI, wllich was refen-ed to the Committee on Post of New York, praying for the ratification of the proposed reciµ
Offi.ces and Post Roads. roca l agreement between the United States and Canada, which 

He ais·o presented a petition of Local Union No. 742, United were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners of America, of Decatur, He also pre~ente.d petitions of Iron Molders' Union No. 30, 
Ill., and a petition of Twin City Local Union, American Fed- of Syracuse; Manlius Council, :Ko. 56, Junior Order United 
eration of Labor, of Champaign, Ill., praying for the enactment American l\Iecbanics, of l\Ianlius; and Local Union No. 12103, 
of legislation to further restrict · immigration, which were re-1 Spring Bed . ~fakers' Protective Union, of Brooklyn, all in tbe 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. State of New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to 

"Re also presented a .petition of Benton Post, No. 341, Depart- further -restrict immigration; which were referred to the Com
ment of Illinois, Grand Army of the Republic, of Benton, Ill., mittee on Immigration. 



1911. . CONGRESSIQNA.L RECORD-SE~ATE. 3251 
He also presented memorials of Ramapo Grange, No .. 1013, 

Pa.trons of Husbandry, of Tallmans; of Denmark Grange, No. 
535; Camden Grange, No. 354; Stockholm Depot Grange, No. 
538; Gouverneur Grange, No. 303; Westville Grange, No. 104.7; 
Orange County Pomona Grange; Ischua Grange, No. 953; ::\Ior
risville Grange, No. 1149; Pierstown Grange, No. 793; Lom
bard Grange, No. 714; nose -Valley Grange; Henrietta Grange, 
Ko. 817; Searsville Grange, No. 1006; Granger Grange, No. 
1116; Machias Grange; No. 994; North Hector Grange, No. 318; 
Kingsbury Grange, No. -10 5; and sundry citizens of Buffa1o, 
Berlin, and Batavia, all in the Sta te of New York, remonstra
ting against the proposed reciprocal agreement between the 
United States and Canada, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 113, Brother
hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers, of Auburn, · 
N. Y., praying for the repea l of the present oleomargarine 
law, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

He also presented memorials of Photo-Engravers' Union No. 
1, of New York City, and of sundry citizens of Woodhaven, 
Brooklyn, and New York City; of the Central Trades and Labor 
Assembly of Syracuse; the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Schenectady; of Typographical Union No. 4, of Al
bany; of the Ne~ York State Legislative Board, Brotherhood 
of Locomoti'rn Engineers; and of Gerhard Lang Council, No. 
29 , ntholic Benernlent Legion, of Buffalo, all in the State of 
New York, r emonstra ting against any increase being madE' in 
the rate of pos tage on periodicals and magazines, which were 
order d to lie on the table. 

H e also presented memorials of the Treaty Stone Club and. 
the Innisfail Club, of Brooklyn, N. Y., remonstrating against 
the r a tification of the proposed treaty of arbitration between 
the United States and Great Britain, which were referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the South Bronx Property 
Owners' .Association and the Heights Taxpayers' Association, 
of the Borough of the Bronx, New York City, N. Y., praying for 
the extension of the pneumatic mail-tube service to all stations 
in the Borough of the Bronx, which were referred to the Com
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 74, Syracuse 
Musicians' Protective Association, and of Local Union No. 52 , 
Musicians' Protective Union, · of Cortland, in the State of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit com
petition between enlisted and civilian musicians, which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Trades and 
Labor Assembly of Syracuse, N. Y., remonstrating against any 
change being made in the present laws relative to the printing 
of United States securities and bonds, etc., which were ordered 
to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of U. S. Grant Post No. 327, De
partment of New York, Grand Army of the Republic, of B~ook
lyn, N. Y., praying for the ena.ctm~t of legislation mustering 

. Frederick Dent Grant into the service of the. Army of the 
United States as of date April 29, 1863, and mustering him o·ut 
as of date July 4, 1863, with the rank of captain, in order that 
he may join the Grand Army of the Republic, which was re
ferred to the Committee on Military Ai'fairs. 

Mr. PAGE presented memorials of Randolph Grange, of 
Rni1dolph; Barnard Grange, of East Barnard, and of Lakeside 
Grange, of St. Albans Bay, all of the Patrons of · Husbandry, 
in the State .of Vermont, remonstrating against the ratification 
of the proposed reciprocal agreement between the United States 
and Canada, which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South 
Londonderry and Windham, in the State of Vermont, praying 
for the enactment of legislation providing for the proper ob
servance of Sunday as a day of rest. in the District of Columbia, 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

· BUSINESS OF THE SESSION. 

Mr. HALE. I rise, Mr. President, to a question of the con
sideration of the order of the business of the Senate. 

The committees have been at work upon necessary measures 
up to this morning, and in some cases will be so occupied to
morrow, and I think it is proper to bring before. the minds of 
Senators the condition that will meet us next week. 

The pension appropriation bill has not been considered by the 
Senate, the Post Office appropriation bill has not been con
sidered by the Senate, nor have the agricultural, the naval, the 
Military Academy, the diplomatic and consular, the fortifica
tions, the great sundry civil, and the general deficiency appro
priation bills. The time in which all of these bills can be con-

·-·-~ 

sidered by the Senate and passed-and some of them involve 
not only important matters, but important controversies-will 
be bnt the six days of the coming week. I say six days, but 
that includes Saturday up until 12 o'clock ·on the 4th of March. 
There are besides other important and pressing matters for 
consideration. 

I think Senators . should be setting their houses in order fo r 
what we shall be compelled to submit ourselves to next week
prolonged sessions of ·this body to a very late period in the 
evening, or with a daily recess at 6 o'clock until 8 o'clock, and 

.night sessions. I take this occasion to say these things, so that 
Senators in making their arrangements about other duties and 
other employments may not be surprised if, after and including 
Monday, we shall be obliged to have these continued or night 
sessions and to meet probably at 11 o'clock. It will be very 
burdensome, very onerous, and very exhausting work; it will 
call upon the physical energies of every :Member of the body 
and involve the necessity of pretty nearly constant attendance 
in order that a quorum may be here to do business. 

I have thought it proper to state these things now in order 
that Senators may be prepared for what will be, as a matter of 
sheer necessity, imposed upon them during the flying days and 
nights of next week. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 

.Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I present a privileged 
matter-the conference report on the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. I understand that it is privileged to presebt 
this report, but that the report has no privilege so far as its 
consideration is concerned; and yet, in view of what the Sena
tor from Maine has just said in the presence of the Senate as 
to the public business, in which we all concur, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the report. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will 
proceed to the consideration of the conference report submitted 
by the Senator from New Hampshire. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report, as follows: 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
31856) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of 
tbe government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1912, and for other purposes, having met, after 
full and free conference have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 11, 26, 
30, 31, 37' 38, 39, 46, 50, 5!), 65, 69, 75, 78, 79, 80, 83, 84, 85, 86, 
101, 104, 107, 109, 110, 111, 112, 113, 114, 115, 116, 117, 118, 123, 
129, 134, 137, 140, 142, 143, 147, 150, 152, 159, 164, 165, 171, 172, 
175, 1.76, 181, 187' 188, 190, 191, 196, 199, 200, 202, 203, 204, 205, 
209, 213, 220, 222, 230, 231, 232, 235, 238, 239, and 240. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 4, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 12, 13, 16, 
17, 18, 19, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 32, 33, 35, 36 40, 41, 
42, 43, 44, 45, 47, 51, 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57, 60, 61, 62, 63, 64, 66, 
67. 68, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 76, 77, 82, 87, 88, 91, 92, 96, 97, 98, 99, 
100, 103, 108, 119, 120, 122, 124, 125, 126, 127, 128, 130, 131, 135, 
138, Hf9, 141, 144, 146, 153, 154, 158 .. 162, 166, 167, 168, 169, 170, 
173, 174, 177, 180, 182, 183, 184, 189, 193, 194, 197, 206, 210, 212, 
214, 215, 216, 217, 221, 223, 224, 225, 226, 227, 228, 229, 233, 234, 
241, 242, 243, 244, 245, 246, 247, 248, and 249, and agree to the 
amc. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 5, and agree to the same with an 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $1,600"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend~ · 
ment of the Senate numbered 14, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of tbe sum proposed insert 
"$117,086" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 15, and agree to the same witll 
an amendment, as follows : In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following : '·'The provisions of the 
act approved March 15, 1898, as amended by the act approyed 
July 7, 1898, regulating leave of absence to employees of the 
Federal" Government, are hereby ma.de applicable to the regular 
annual employees of the Government of the District of Colum
bia, except the police and fire departments, and public-school 
officers, teachers, and empJoyees " ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 34, and agree to the same with 
an amendment. as follows : In lieu of the sum prop.osed insert 
" $170,810" and t he Senate agree to the same. 
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That the House- recede from its disagreement to the amend- an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted br 
ment of the Senate numbered 48, and agree to the same with said amendment insert th~ following: 
an amendment, as follow : In lieu of the matter inserted by "Interior Park: For the condemnation of land in the interior 
said amendment insert the following: "two cataloguers, at $540 of square 534, within the limiting lines shown on approved 
each"; and th~ Senate agree to the same. plans in the office of the Engineer Commissioner of the District 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the ·amend- of Columbia, and for the de--relopment of the land so acquired 
ment of the Senate numbered 49, and agree to the same with as an interior park: Provided, That the said land shall be con
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of· the sum proposed insert demned by a proceeding in rem in accordance with the pro
"' $40,940 '~; and the Senate agree to the same. visions of subchapter 1 of chapter 15 of"the Code of Law for 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- the District of Columbia within ix: months after the date of 
ment of the Senate numbered 58, and agree to the same with an the passage of this act: .An.d proi·ided fu_rther; That of the 
amendment, as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by said amount found to iTe due and awarded by the jury in said con
amendment insert the fo1lowing: demnation proceedings as damages for and in respect of the 

" For the purchase of apparatus for office of the inspector of land to be condemned, plus the cost and expense of said pro
asphalts and: cements, $500: Pro,,;ided, That the Commissioners ceeding,, not less than one-third' tl!ereof shall be assessed by 
of the District of Columbia are hereby authorized, in their dis- the jury as benefits, $78,000." 
cretiorr, to use such portion of public sr>ace lying south of And the Senate agree t() the same. 
Water Street and east of Fourteenth Street SW. as . may, in That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
their judgment. be necessary for the site of a municipal aspl!alt ment of the Senate numbered 105, and agree to the same with 
plant and the storage yards and other necessary accessories an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
therefor, and al'l leases heretofore made by the Commissioners " $46,495 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 
of the District of Columbia, covering all or any part of the That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
aforementioned site, are hereby terminated and canceled from ment of the· Senate numbered: 106, and agree to the same with 
and after such date as the said commissioners. may determine an amendment as follows : In lieu of the· sum proposed insert 
by due notice in writing served on the respective lessees.. And "$13,500"; and: the Senate agree to the same. 
they are further authorized in their discretion to establish, That the House recede from its disagreement to the a.mend
construc , or pm-chase, maintain, and operate, on the site abo-ve ment of the Senate numbered 121, and agree to the same with 
described. a n;mnic1pal asphalt plant with the necessary acces- an amendment as follows; In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
sory structures, machinery, materials, personal service , horses, "$23',500"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
haYness, and wagons, or other means of transp0Ftati-0n; all or That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
:my part of the above work to be executed by day labor 01~ con- ment of the Senate numbered 132, and agree to the same with 
tract, as in tile judgment of the commissioners may be deemed an am~dment as follows: In lieu of the number proposed in
most advantageous to the District, and the· cost of the same sert "forty-six " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
and! of any neces airy incidental or contingent expenses in con- That the House recede froi:n its disagreement to the amend
nection with any of the acts hereinbefore authorized shall be ment of the Senate numbered 133, and agree _to the same witb 
pai-d for and equitably charged, as said! commissioners may de~ an amendment as follows~ In lieu of the number proposed insert 
termine, to the appropriati0ns for :repairs to streets, ave- '~ sL'd:y"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
nueQ, and alleys,. and for pa"'ting7 made under this act: That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
Pro?:iued ftirther, That the personal services herein author- ment of the Senate numbered 136, and agree tO' the same witb 
ized shall not be included within the limitation of section arr amendment as follo'WS: Tn lieu of the sum proposed insert -
2 of this act: Proviaea further, That the total of expendi- "$940,009.50"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
ture for the construction of the plant prope1~ shall not exceed That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
lti50,000." ment of the Senate numbered 145,. ancI agree to the same with 

And the Senate agree to the same. an amendment as follows: In lieu at the sum proposed insert 
" $536,170"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

'l'b.at the House recede from its. disagreement to the amend- That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- . 
ment of the S-cnate numbered 81, and agree to the same. with an ment of the Senate numbered 148, and agree to the same with 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert an amendment as foliows :- In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $123,650 ", and! the Senate agree to the same. "$3l,OOO"; a:nd the Senate agree to the. sa.me. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- That the HouS;e recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 89 and 90, and agree to the same . . . 

ith amendments as follows. Transpose said amendments and ment of the Senate numbered 1~9, and agree to the same. w1tlr 
~ · . . ~ an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed rnsert 
m ert the ~_rune ~ page 33. of the bill, after line 26, amen~e_d . "$l2B,.BOO,,; and the Senate agree to the same. 
as follows· In ,~me 8 of a,;nendme~t n~~~ 89 ~ike . That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
cmt the w~~d . seventy-~;~ and msert m lieu thereof ment of the Senate numbered 15l, and agree to the same witb 
the 'vords one hundred • and the Senate agree- ta the an amendment·as follow : In lien of the matter inserted by said· 
i:.amc. • amendment insert the following : " The Commissioners of the 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- District of Columl>ia a:re hereby directed to make an inYestiga
ment of the Senate numbered 93, ·and agree· to the same with an tion as to the necessity of installing a high-pressure fire service 
amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum propo.sed insert system in the, business section of the city of Washington, and 
u. 65,000' ;. and the Senate agree to. the same. to re.I>ort the results of such in"i~estigation to Congress at its 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- next regular session."; and the. Senate agree to the same. 
ment of the Senate numbered 94, and agree to the same with That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
an nmendment, a:s follows: In lieu of the- sum proposed in ert ment o:f the Senate numbered 155, and agree to the same with 
" 30,000 ""; and the Senate agree to- the same. an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter in erted by 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- said amendment insert the following: "Provided, That here
ment of the Senate nlIIllbered 95, and agree to the same with after any inspector of dairies and dairy farms may act as in
amendments as follows: In lieu of the- sum proposed insert spector of nm stock when directed by the health officer"; ::rnd 
" $260,000 '', and on page 35 of the bill, in line 24, after the the Senate agree to the same. 
word "specifications", insert the- following: That the House recede from its disagreement to the amena-

"Pvovided fut-ther, That whenever it shall appear to said com- ment of the Senate numbered 156, ancf agree ta the same with 
missioners that the work now performed under contract, ! an amendment as follo'1; s: On. page 6S of the bill, in line G. 
namely, street sweeping and cleaning alleys and rmimproved · strike out the word "ten" and insert in lieu thereof the word 
streets, can, in their judgment, be performed under their imme- " fifteen" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 
diate direction more advantageously to the District, then, in That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-· 
that event,, said commissoners are hereby authorized to per- ment of the Senate numbered 157, und agree to the same with 
form any part or all of said work in such manner, and to em- an amendment as follows: In lien of the matter inserted by 
ploy all necessary personal services,. and purchase and maintain said amendment insert the foll€>wing: " For the construction 
such street-cleaning apparatus, horses, harnes!'t, carts, wagons, of u pound and stable, to be- immedinteTy available, $10,()0(}: 
tools, and equipment as may be necessary for the purpose. Proi:idea, That the Commissionera of the- District of Columbia 
and of this appropriation the sum of $40,000 is hereby made are authorized to build said pound and stable on public space 
immediately available."' I o.wned o-r controlled by said Distnet adjacent to James Creek 

And'. the Serrate ngree to the same. Canal"; and the Senate agree to the same. 
That the House recede from its disagreeu;i~t to the amend,. That the HouseL1:eoede. from its <lli rrgreement to the- amen<} 

ment of the Serurte numbered 102, and agree, to the same with ment of the Senate numbered 160, and agree to the same with 
" .> C. j I 
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an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$11,740"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 161, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: "Deputy financial clerk, 
$1,500 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 163, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$28,380 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 178, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$3,600 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- . 
meut of the Senate numbered 179, and agree to the same with 
an amendment · as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed in said 
a mendment insert the following: "$900"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. · 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 185, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of tl1e sum proposed insert 
"$840"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 186, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$27,015 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 192, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $34,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 195, and agree to the same with 
an amendment, as follows: On page 84 of the bill, in line 16, 
strike out the words " four hundred and eighty " and insert in 
lieu thereof the words " six hundred " ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
~ment of the Senate numbered 198, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as fo11ows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$17,220 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede fr.om its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 201, and agree to the Sa.me with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $48,220 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. , 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 207, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter inserted by 
said amendment insert the following: " stableman, $300" ; and 
the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate. numbered 208, and agree to the ~ame with 
an amendment as follows: In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$6,480"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 211, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
"$13,930 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 218, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows: In line 22 of said amendment, after 
the word "workhouse," insert the following: "or in the Wash
ington Asylum and Jail"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 219, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum· proposed, insert 
" $48,000 " ; and the Senate agr~e to the same. 

Tha t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 236, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $80 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 237, and agree to the same with 
an amendment as follows : In lieu of the sum proposed insert 
" $80"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

J. H. GALLINGER, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
B. R. TILLMAN, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 
WASHINGTON GARDNER, 
E. L. TAYLOR, Jr., 
A. S. BURLESON, 

Managers on the part of the House. 

The report was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. DICK, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 21163) for the relief of Frank Chroneberry 
(Rept. No. 1235); and 

A bill (H. R. 22550) for the relief of Isaac Thompson (Rept. 
No.1236). 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R, 20136) for the relief of Elmer P. Kerr, reported it 
without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1237) 
thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 8730) for the relief of William Mullally, re
ported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 1238) 
thereon. 

l\Ir . . PICK. I am directed by the Committee on Military 
Affair", to which was referred the bill (S. 3245) to re
move the charge of desertion from the military reco1~d of 
'.rhomas H. Thorp, to ask· that the bill be indefinitely post
poned, as the subject matter is covered in the bill just reported 
by me. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be postponed indefi
nitely. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill (S. 5037) for the relief of G. A. Embry, 
reported it without amendment and submitted a report (No. 
1239) thereon. 

Mr. DU PONT, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill ( S. 9201) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie G. Hawkins, reported it with amendments and sub
mitted a report (No. 1240) thereon. 

Mr. LODGE. From the Committee on Foreign Relations I 
report an amendment relative to the Chinese Boxer indem
nity moneys, intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appro
priation bill, which I ask may be printed and referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations. I submit with the amendment a 
memorandum, which need not be printed but which I ask may 
be referred to the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed and, 
with the memorandum, referred to the Committee on Appropi;ia-
tions. -

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the amendment submitted by himself on 
the 17th instant, relative to the payment of approved claims 
for damages to and loss of private property belonging to citizens 
of the United States, Hawaii, and the Philippine Islands, etc., 
intended to be proposed to the general deficiency, appropriation 
bill, reported it with amendments and moved that it be printed 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Appropriations, which was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, reported an 
amendment relative to the burial of officers and men of the 
Revenue-Cutter Service dying in the service of the United States 
after having been honorably discharged from the service, etc., 
intended to be proposed to the sundry civil appropriation bill, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropl'ia
tions ·and printed, which was agreed to. 

SUBPORT OF ENTRY AT BIRMINGHAM, ALA. 

Mr. FRYE. From the Committee on Commerce I report back 
favorably without amendment the bill (H. R. 29708) to consti
tute Birmingham, in the State of Alabama, a subport of entry. 
I ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It provides that Bir
mingham, AJa., shall be constituted a subport of entry in the 
customs collection district of Mobile, and extends to it the 
privileges of section 7 of the act approved June 10, 1880, gov
erning the immediate transportation of dutiable merchandise 
without appraisement. 

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

MISSISSIPPI RIVER BRIDGE, MINNESOTA. 

Mr. NELSON. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably, without amendment, the bill (H. R. 32341) to 
authorize the St. Paul Railway Promotion· Co., a corporation, 
to construct a bridge across the Mississippi River near Nin
inger, Minn. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- . 
sidera ti on of the bill. 

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

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a thi!d reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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BED RIVER DRIDGE, LOUISIANA. 

Ur. MARTIN. From the Comnnttee on Commerce I report 
bac-k favorably with an -amendment the bill (S. 10849) to 
authorize the city of Shreveport to construct a bridge ucwss 
Iled River, nnd I submit a report {No. 1234) thereon. 

1\ir. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the requ~st of 
the Senator from Louisiana? 

l\Ir. BROWN. llr. President, I do not desire to object to this 
bill, but I gi\e notice that I wi11 object to the consideration of 
any other bill during the morning hour. 

Th ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Oommerce was, 
in section 1, line 6, after the words " Red River," to insert the 
words "at a point suitable to the interests of navigation,'' -so as 
to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, ·etc., That the city of 'Shreveport, a corporation organ
ized under the laws of t he State of Louisiana, be, "and is hereby, au
thorized to construct, maintain, and operate a traffic bridge and a p
proaches thereto across the Red River, at a point suitable to the inter
ests of navigation, at Shreveport, in the State of Louisiana, in accord
tl.Ilce with the ]JTovis:ions o! the act entitled "An act to regulate the con
struction of a bridge over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this .act is hereby ex
pressly reserved. 

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

amendment w.as concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrosse.d for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro
priate $3,000 for the salary of the foreman of printing, Gov
ernment Printing Office, etc., intended to be proposed by him 
to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Oommittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$5,000 for the establishment of range lights at Eagle Point, 
Delaware Rtver, etc., intended to be proposed by him to 
the sundry ciw appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted fill amendment proposing to extend the 
limit of cost of the immigration station at Philadelphia, Pa., 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap
propriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BULKELEY submitted an amendment proposing to ap
propriate $25,000 to pay the daims of the 14 members -0f Com
p anies B, C, and D, Twenty-:finh United States Infantry, etc., 
intended to be pr-0posed by him to the general deficiency 
appropriation bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. TILLUAN s11bmitted an amendment proposing to pay all 
compositors employed in the G-Overnment Printing Office 55 -cents 
per hour for time actually employed, etc., intended to be 
proposed by him to the siindry civil appropriation bill, which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. &'100T .submitted an amendment proposing to appropri
ate $1,000 to pay .the reasonable <expenses of the hospital and 
surgical treatment of Alice V. Houghton, incurred by reason 

G. A. EMIIREY. of the injury suffered. by her .ut the Bureau of the Census on 
.Mr. BURNHAM. From the Committee on Claims I report January '31, ~911, etc., intended to be propo ed by him to the 

back favorably the bill (S. 5037) for the relief of G. A. Embrey, 'SUD.dry civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Com
'3.nd I submit a report {No. 12391 thereon. I ask unanimous mit tea on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
consent for the present consideration of the bill. Mr. MARTIN submitted an .amendment proposing to appro-

The VICE PRESID~T. Is there objection to tthe request of pria.te 7.5,000 for the e rection of suitable memorial and mor-
the Senator from New Hampshire? tuary chapel adjacent to the Arlington National Cemetery, 

l\Ir. BROWN. I insist upon the -regular order. within. the limits of For t Myer Military Reservation, .etc., in.-
The ·vrcE PRESIDENT. The regular order is demanded. tended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation 

-The bill will be placed -0n the -calendal".. bill, which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
COMPILATION OF TREATIES. and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SMOOT. On the 17th instant the Senator from wash- life also submitted an .amendment proposing to appropriate 
ington [Mr . JONES] presented to the Sen.ate a compilation of $ 0,000 for the purchase of land and wid.ening of the channel at 
the reciprocity treaties between the United States and foreign the Norf.olk Navy Yard, Va., ete., intended to be proposed by 
countries, .and it was referred to the Committee on Printing him to the naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the 
for action. I report back the compilation and move that it be -Committee on Na-val .A:fmirs and ordered to be printed. ' 
printed as a public document (S. Doc. No. 831). Mr. PILES submitted :an ::unendment proposing to appropriate 

The motion was agreed to. $5,000 f()r the maintenance of a wagon rood in Mount Rainier 
Xational Park, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sun-

- • BILLS INTRODUCED: . dl'Y civil appropriation bill, which was referred to the Commit-
B1lls were mtrodu~ed, read the first time, and, by unammous · tee on Appropriati-0ns a.nd ordered to be printed. 

eonsent, the second time, and referred aB follows : He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
By .Mr. SMOOT: . '-' . 100,000 for establishing a light and fog-signal station on Cape 
A bill (S: 1~884) to amend an act entitl~ An.a.ct to provide St. Elias, Alaska, intended. to be proposed by him to the sundry 

f~r the adJ~ati,~n and payment of dallllS arismg from. In- cinl appropriation bill, which wus ref.errod to the Committee 
dian depredations, approved ~larch 3, 1891; to the CoIDIDlttee on Appropriations und ordered to be p1·inted. 
on Indian Affairs. He also submitted an .a.m.endment proposing to appropriate 

By l\fr. GALLINGER : . $23,000 for continuing the construction of the United States 
A bill , (S. 10885) to. proviqe for ~e payment of the. debt of Penitentiary at McNeil Isl~ nd, Wash_, intended to be proposed 

the District of Columbia, and to provide for p~manent imp1·o':e- by him to the sundry eivil appropriation bill, which was re
ments, and for other purposes; to the Oomm1~ee on the Dis- -f·erred to the Committee on Apr>ropriations and ordered to be 
trict of Columbia. , p rinted. 

By Mr. WETMORE: He also submitted an amendment propo. ing to increase the 
A bill ( S. 10 6) gra~ting an increase of pensio~ to Lillis E. appropriation for the protection .and impro\ement of the Mount 

Wood {with a.ccompanymg papers}; to the Committee on Pen- Ilainie- Nati<>nal Park from $3,000 to $8,400, intended to be 
sions. r>roposed by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which 

B y Ir. FOSTEil : was referred to the Oommittee <0n App1'oprint ions and ordered to 
A b ill ( s. 10 87) for the rel~ef of the heirs -Of Frazine {or be printed . 

.Josephine) Delharte; :ind • Mr. SMITH ·of .Michigan submitted an amendment relative 
.A bill ( S. 10888) for the relief of the heirs of Thomas ..John- to the transmission through the mails of publications of fraternal 

ston, deceased (with accompanying paper} _; to t)le Committee societies, etc., intended to be proposed by him to the post--0ffice 
on 01aims. appropriation bill, which was ordeTed to lie on the table and 

.AMENDMENTS .T.O ..A.PPBOP:&IA.TION BILLS. be printed. 
l\Ir. FLil~T submitted. ::tn amendment .Proposing to appro- .Mr. LODGE submitted an .amendment proposing to appropri-

pria te $5,000 t o purchase for military and camp site purposes ate 2,000 for the relief of the widow, child, or children of 
the Runcho del Encinal, in San Luis Obispo County, Cal.~ .etc., Charles F. Atwood, -0f Boston, Mass., and also $840 to be paid 
intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil approp1·ia- Ziba H. Nickerson, of Lynn, l\Iass., in full compensation for 
tion bill, which was referred fa tbe Committee on Appropria- their death in the performance of their regular duties, as em
tions and ordered to be printed. ployees of the Treasury Department, on July 16, 1908, intended 

:r.fr. FLETCHER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- to be proposed by him to the general deficiency appropriation 
propriate $1,222,000 for certain improvements at the navy yard, bill, which was ordered to be printed and, with the accompany
Pensacola, Fla., ete., intended to be proposed by him to the ing papers, referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
naval appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
on Na i-al .Affairs and ordered t o b e printed. $1,400 for chief of shipping depar tment, Government Printing 
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Office, etc., intended: to be pro:llosed bY. him to the sundry civil 
appropriation bill, which was referred: to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. OWEN-submitted an amendment- proposing to appropriate 
$6,000 for the salm·y of the Surgeon General of the Public 
Health and Marine-Hospital Sen-ice, etc;, intended to be pro
po ed. by him to the sundry civil appropriation bill, which was 
refe.ned to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be. 
printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$4,5 G.GO to pay the claims of the Eastern Cherokee Councilors, 
etc., intended to be proposed by him to the sundry civil appro
priation bill, which was referred to the Committee on Ap
p1·opriations and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. s .. HTH of faryland submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate '1'125,000 · for. the- establishment- of range lights 
at Fort McHenry ::Ud. intended to be proposed by him to the 

tmdry civil appropriation bill, which ·wa& referred to the Com
mittee on .Appro.Qriations and ordered to be printed: 

RECIP.ROCITY WITH CANAilA. 

On motion of l\Ir. :NEL ON, it was 
Ortlcre<l, That 23,000 copies of the bill (H. R. 32216) to promote 

redproca.l trade relations with the Dominion of ' Canada1 and fot· otfier 
purpose~, be printed for the use of the Senate. 

THE P.ANAMA CANAL. 

~Ir. FLI~T submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 367), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control tbe 

outingent Expense· of the Senate: 
Rcspli;cd, That the Committee on Intei·oceanic Canals, or any sub

comm1ttee thereof, be authori~ed to visit the :Panama Canal and , inves
tigate the work and progress tllereof during the recess of the Senate 
and to employ such clerical assistance as may be deemed necessary' 
and that th expen c of such investigation shall he paid from the con: 
tinge.Et fund of- the Senate, upon vouchers to be approved by the chair
man of the committee or subcommittee. 

USE OF HAND-ROLLER PRESSES; 

l\1r. Sl\IOOT. . I Jlresent a number of. newspaper clippings. 
tu.ken from the New York Sun, the Independent and the Boston 
Transcript relath·e- to the cost of running h~d-roller presses 
in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. I ask that the clip
pings lie on the table and be printed in the RECORD. 

'..rhe VICE I>RESIDE.1. ~T. The Senator from Utah asks that· 
certain new paper clippings- be printed in the RECORD. Is there 
objection? The bair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter refer_r.ed to . is ·as fi:>llows_:. 
[From the Tew York Sun, Wednesday, Nov. 23, 1910.] 

UNIOX COSTS UNITED STATES $778,000 A YEAR-PLATE PRINTERS KEEP" 
POWER PRESSES ou·r O]j' THE ENOD..AVINO . BUJUlAU-HAND PRESSES STILL 
USED, ALTHOUGH MEN AT POWE ... Jt PRESSES· EARN $9 A DAY AND OTHERS ' 
MAKE OXLY 6: 

WASHINGTON, November tit. 
Unionism exacts an annual tribute of $778,000 from one }>ureau alone 

of the United States Government. EaclL year this_ large sum is con
tributed from the Federal •.rreasury to the union plate printers em
ployed in llie Bureau of Engraving and Erinting, 

'.l'his 778.,000 represents the a.mount that would be saved annually 
by the li'ede.ral Government if. power presses were introduced into tbe 
bureau in place of. the old band-roller presses now used · in turning out 
bonds, notes,. and checks. An act of Congress pa!:l'sed . in 1898 at the· 
in tancc of union labor baB prevented the introduction of this economy. 

Not only ha tbis act cost. the Fedeml Government many hundreds ot 
thous1.mds of- dollars each Y.ear in excess wages, but it- bas nes:essitated 
the throwing of power presses, for which the Government itself- had 
paid more than 15,000, into the junk. heap. The immediate introduc· 
tion of power machinery to do the work now performed on hand presses: 
would reduce the force . of. printers. in the bureau.. by 450 · and.. the print· 
ers' assistants by 350. 

The l'late l!rinters' Union for 20 years h:ts successfnll:v blocked efforts
to have the Government notes, bonds, and. checks J?rinted "by the steam or 
power proeess. For 10 years prior to 1908 this umon had sufficient poweL" 
in Congre s to Qrevent the printing of internal~revenue stamps by power· 
pre ses. and the introductiem of this reform_ in the interest of economy 
was finally accomplished only through res.ort to a joker in the sundry civil t 
bill pas ed in 1907. The bHl bad been signed by the President before 
tbe union realizoo that one of its {lrovislons authorized the printing of 
internal-revenue stamps by power presses. 

The union is supposed to be more strongly intrencl1ed- ill' Congress now 
than it P.ver. bas been. It maintains a , legislative agent a.nd ' an assess· 
ment or $3 · a mouth is levied on members for the raising of ·a fund to 
protect tbeir interests. The union is credJted noW'"with havi~ a fund 
of this character · amounting to about $40,000. The plate printers in 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing constitute a local • branch ot· a 
national oi-ganizatlon which belongs to- the American Federation o~ 
Labor, and they have bad the support of"the federation in their fight 
against the introduction -0f modern machinery into the bureau. 

The loeal plate· printers have been adroit in the methods they b:rvc
adopted to intrench themselves in Congress. TheY. have sent speakers 
out to aid Membei. of the House of Representatives in Congress, and 
on several occasions bnve presented to influential Members of both the 
Hon e and the &mate beautifully engrossed resolutions certifying that 
snid Member or- Senator was a friend of union labor. 

Such resolutions have been pre anted to Speaker CANNON, ,Representa
tive JAMES A. TAWNEY, chairman of tbe House Appropriations Commit
tee, and Representative WALTER I . S:11ITH, of the same committee. 
James A. Hemenway, of Indlana, . when he ·was in the United States 
Senate received a similar set of resolutions and' used them in his cam
paign to be returned to the Senate. It is understood that Members of 
Congress availed themselves at sue~ resolutions to, promote their can-
didacy in the recent- elections. - · ' 

The legislative- record alone tells the story of bow union labor has for 
years fought against the introduction of economic reforms in the Bu
reau of Eng.raving and Printing. In view of the present administra
tion's desire for eeonomy- and the talk of Congress itseli along this line, 
the. record is exceedingly interesting. As regardSc Congress it is illumi
natmg. 

As far back as 1886 Congress authorized the installation of new and 
improved plate-printing presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Print
ing. The sundry civil act of that year contains the following clause: 

"Pro-r;ided, That any part of this sum may be used for purchasing and 
operating new and improved plate-printing presses." 

18§~e same provision was incorporated in the sundry civil bill passed in 

With the appearance · of this -legislation on the statute books, organ· 
ized labor began an active campaign which resulted in the incorpora
tion of this clause in· the sundry civil act of 1888 : 

"P1·0-r;ided, That there shall not be an increase of the number of steam 
plate-printing machines in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing." 

This was the first check the unions obtained against the use of steam 
presses in the bureau. They were.. however, by no means satisfied and 
continued an active campaign for the repeal of the laws permitting tho 
introduction of the power presses. Another year's effort brought about 
a further yielding. on the part of Congres , and in the sundry civil act 
of 1889, after appropriating 466,000 for the payment of royalty on the 
steam plate-printing macllines already installed in the bmeau, there ap
peared this clause: 

"Provided, That no portion of this sum shall be expended for printing 
United States. note of larger denomination tha.rr those that may be can
celed or retired: Pro·virJed further, That no part of this appropriation 
shall be used for the repair or reconstruction of steam-plate printing 
presses: Provided-ftirther, That there sball not be an increase of steam
pla te- printing ma ch.in es in the Engraving and Printing Bureau." 

The director of the bureau, under · the autho1·ity conferred upon him 
by the acts of 1886 and 188T, had installed 25 Power presses in tbe 
bureau. The above provision in the sundty civil act of 181 9 pra.ctically 
restricted the use of the machines to the printing of internal-revenue 
stamps. 

In 1898 there was a revival of the talk about turning out the Govern. 
ment notes and bonds by power-press methods. '.rhe plate printers 
again brou.,.ht their influence to bear: upon Congress, with the result 
that the sundry . civil act of 1898 contained this clause : 

"Provided further, That" hereafter all bonds, note , and checks shall 
be printed from hand-roller: presses." 

'.rhis provision eft'ectively hloeked and continues to block any eft'ort tO" 
economize in the turning · out of this class of Government printing. 
Seven power presses which had been bought by the Director for use in 
printing notes, bond , and checks, at a cost o:f about $15,000, were sold 
as junk .for about $350. 

Not content with the above prohibition, the .-plate printers directed 
their attack on the statutory authorization which allowed the directo1· 
of the bureau to print internal-revenue stamps by the power method; 
'l'he director had been turning out stamps from.. the power presses from 
18 9 until the following- provision in the sun~ civil act, approved 
Mareh 3, 1899, le-gislated ' the J)T'eSses- out of the bureau : 

"Proridecl furthm·, That · the faces of all tobacco stamps for use on
packages o~ 2 pounds a}ld upwai-d. and all beeL", whisky, cigars, snutr. 
oleomargarine. and · special liquor · tax stamps shall hereafter- be printed· 
from . en2'l'aved plates upon hand-roller plate-printing presses." 

With the incorporation of this provision in the sundry civil act of 
1899 the union victory for- the retention of the hand-press method was 
complete. 

Revenue stamps, as well as notes, bonds, and checks, were by statute 
now to be printed exclusively by the hand . metbod. That condition of 
aft'airs continued unbroken until 1907, when a joker waa slipped into 
the sundry civil bill. This joker wa.s placed • in the bill by the House 
Committee on A11p1'0priations, and did not become known to the union 
printers or t~ anyone outside of a: few members of the committee until r 
after the bill bad received the President's signature. The . joker was-
entirely blind as to its purpose and read as follows: · 

"And the second provision under this head in the sundry civil appro
priation act approved March 3, 1890; is· hereby repealed:" 

The proviso repealed was the one which declared that- the faces o:f 
all internal-revenue stamps should be printed• on the hand-roller presses-.. 
The bill containing this joker was signed by President· Roosevelt on 
March 4, 1007, 

The repeal of this provision permitted the introduction of power 
presses for the printing of internal-revenue stamps and a contract was 
immediately made by the director of the bureau for 20 of these presses. 
The bureau is now operating- 25 of the presses in turning out ioternal
revenue stamps, all of this -work being done · by that method. 

This has, of coun;e, resulted in a big s::iying to the Government, and · 
at the same· time has worked no hardship on the plate printers, who 
for so many-years combated the reform. 'Ihe plate ·printer at the power 
pres makes more money than did the plate printer- who turned out 
internal-revenue stamps under the old !lIBthod. The increased demand 
for the stamps and ·the gradual introduction of the machines have taken 
care of the men.. without having thrown any- out of: employment. 

Of course there are not as many men employed now in ttirning_ out 
internal-revenue stamps from the electric machines as would have been 
employed if the old hand-press method· had been retained, but all those 
who were on the pay roll of the bureau when ·the change was made have· 
been cared ' for. lt is- the fact r.hat the intr<>duetion of the machines 
has reduced the possibilities for the employment· for plate printers:· 
that · the union objects to. · 

It is likely that in the coming session of Congress an e.fl'ort will be
made to extend the- steam-press method in the printing of notes, checks 
and bonds, and thus end the unnecessary drain of $700,000 a :rear· 
on the Federal Treas~ry. 

The point that the plate printers have raised against the introdue
tion of the power presses for printing. United-' States notes, checks and 
bonds is that this method will turn out an_ inferior product, lacking 
the beautiful; artistic features of notes- printed by the hand proces .. 
They have added. that tlle power-press notes and bonds also will be 
more easily counterfeited. This is the stock argument that the unions. 
have advanced in Congress- whenever the subject- bas come up there. 
It was the argument-that they ra.is d against the introduction of ste:im 
presses for. the pr-inting of internal-revenue stamps. The steam presses 
are to-day, however, turning out· internal-revenue stamps perfectly · 
satisfactory to- the Government and equal in every way, it ls said, to 
those that were formerly- printed by band. 

As far back as 1889 this subject of the relative merits of the haud· 
and power press methods wa& thoroughly investigated by Congress. In. 
1889 the Bureau of Engraving and ·Printing started to print the 1.J.1ck 
of some silver certificates and of United States notes on- stellm presses . 
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The attack by the union on this method led to an Investigation, and 
the Senate Committee on Fina.nee, after listening to testimony which 
filled a good-sized volnme, brought in a report sustaining the steam 
process. The committee cited the opinion of C. S. Fairchild, then 
Secretary of the Treasury, that the notes and greenbacks printed by 
power presses were satisfactory. They also quoted James W. Hyatt, 
then Treasurer of the United States, who said: 

"The character of the printing on both the backs and faces of all the 
notes and certificates received from the Bureau of Engraving was per
fectly satisfactory to this office and, so far as I am informed, to the 
banking community and the general public. No difference in quality 
is observable between the backs said to be printed by hand and those 
said to be printed by steam. All of them appear to be of excellent 
quality, the color being good, and the printing sharp and distinct." 

Treasurer Hyatt added that be had been unable to discover anything 
in the engraving and printing of these notes which makes it easy to 
counterfeit tbem. 

Tee committee also quoted several bankers In support of the green
backs that had been turned out partly by the steam process. One of the 
bankers quoted was George F. Baker, president of the First National 
Bank of New York, who said: 

"The silver certificates of· the series of 1886 seemed to me an im
provement over all other issues of notes since the original legal-tender 
greenbacks, and I see nothing in them to facilitate counterfeiting more 
than in other series." · 

, ince then thet·e have been conflicting views expressed by Congress, 
but Government experts now declare that the succ:essful experience i? 
turning out internal-revenue stamps on power machmery could be dupli
cated in the printing of notes, bonds, and checks if the change were 
authorized by Congress. In viewing specimens the Government experts 
will not undertake to say now which is the product of the power and 
which comes from the hand presses. All of Canada's paper money is 
printed by the steam process by the American Bank Note Co. 

As was done in the case of the Introduction of power presses for the 
printing of internal-revenue stamps, the cha~ge i_n regard to no~es, 
bond , and checks could be brought about, it is s~id, without wor~~ng 
any hardship on the union men now employe~ m the bure:iu. . I.he 
Government's business at the Bureau of Engravmg and Printmg is m
creasing at the rate of 15 per cent a year. and by gradually introduc
ing tbe steam presses it is estimated that it would be only 3: compara
tively short time when the present drain would be checked w_ithout any 
printers being thrown out of work. If only the backs of Umted States 
currency and national-bank currency were printed on power presses 
to he~in with it would result in a saving of $396,000 a year. 

It 'is estimated that it would cost $420,000 to install pow~r presses 
sufficient to print United States notes, bonds, and checks. This amount 
is only a little more than half of what the United States now con-
tributes yearly to the members of the union in excess wages. . 

T i:Je plate printers employed in the Bureau of Engraving and Prmt
ing make good money. They are paid by the sheets turned out. The 
internal-revenue stamp printers at power · machines average $9 a day. 
They work 8 hours a day, have 30 days' leave a year with pay, all na
tional holidays, and half Saturdays in July, August, and September. 

The man on the hand press, on the other hand, averages only about 
$6 a day. 

But the strong union objection to the introduction of power presses 
for the printing of notes, bonds, and checks is the same that was ad
vanced again t the introduction of internal-revenue power pres es
that the possibilities for the employment of union plate printers will be 
curtailed. To maintain this field uncurtailed the Federal Government 
apparently is expected to sacrifice $778,000 a year. 

[From The Independent, Nov. 24, H)lO.] 
THE TREASURY'S TRIBUTE OF A MlLLIOr A YEAR TO ORGANIZED LABOR. 

If the United States Government were as free as a private establish
ment to institute reforms in its various departments, to hire and di -
charge at will, to introduce labor-saving machinery, to adopt improved 
methods and, in a word, to avail itself of the economies which private 
business' concerns adopt with such readiness, millions of dollars a year 
could be saved over the present cost of administration. Not only, how
ever is the Government not a private employer, with its main concern 
a baiance sheet showing profit or loss, but Government service is hedged 
in with traditions and practices limiting to an almost incredible extent 
the initiative of the higher officials who are responsible for the opera
tions of the departments. 

'l' he civil-service laws have thrown over most Government employees 
the wide blanket of protection against loss of position through any 
cause but death or illness. Political influence, often in,geniously main
tained intact whatever changes may take place i.n White House or 
Con rrress stands ready to resist innovations which threaten bene
ficiaries ~ith loss of position or demotion. The theory that the Gov
ernment is morally bound to keep on its pay roll clerks whom age has 
Incapacitated, instead of filling their places with younger and more 
capable persons, is practically recognized by the Government itself, as 
prohably it is approved by public opinion. The absence of a civil 
service retirement system, due partly to the belief of many employees 
that some time the Government will adopt a "straight" (noncontribu
tory) civil-pension system, tends to continue conditions of inefficiency 
and loth which would not be tolerated a week in any well-managed 
private establishment. Organized labor, too, while keeping and kept on 
aood terms with Uncle Sam by means of diplomatic concessions, is ever 
~uspicious of plans aiming to improve existing methods in mechanical 
establishments like the navy yards, the Government Printing Office, and 
the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and is...alert to oppose them. 

De pite all these handicaps to pro~ress, the administrative depart
ments of the Government are doing their work better, more economically 
and more rapidly every day. It is not credible that an administration 
should make its draft upon the best legal and business talent of the 
country practically once In four years without securing managers and 
sup<'rintendents-for such Cabinet officers are-of up-to-date mind and 
practice. Long ago, perhaps with the abolition of the spoils system, the 
ancient practice was reversed, and social duties became secondary 
to work-continuous, grueling, brain-racking, body-destroyin~ work. 
From Cabinet officer to chief clerk, no man in responsible position with 
the United States Government has an easy position. Every step for
ward is beset with perplexities and hampered by discouraging tradi
tions. Progress is made only by main force, and often with a com
plete sacrifice of personal popularity; often only after a fight of which 
the public knows little or nothing, yet which makes the victor wonder 
whether or not the game was worth the candle. 

This possibly illuminating and perhaps needless introduction ls sug
gested by thf: perplexity in which the United States Treasury Depart
ment finds itself in the midst of the most successful attempt to improve 

antiquated methods that has been made in that institution for many 
decades. Secretary Franklin MacVeagh, one of the two business men 
of the Taft Cabinet, and the corps. of able young men with which he 
bas surrounded himself, already have worked wonders in simplifying, 
systematizing, and making less expensive the complicated processes of 
the Treasury. An estimated saving of almost $1,900,000 per annum 
is expected from improved business methods already a1,1thorized. The 
proposition to change the designs and reduce the size of l'Inited States 
and national bank notes would save the Government an estimated 
$900,000 a year more, and greatly Increase the mechanical efficiency 
of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing. But the plans In this direc
tion, making possible a third estimated saving of $900 000 a year, 
threaten to stop there, through the silent but none the iess effective 
operation of the traditions referred to in the · opening of this article. 
The facts are a matter of public record, but the public, outside the 
labor unions, knows nothing of the actual conditions underlying this 
peculiar situation, and these of themselves make a story which is a 
little short of sensational. 

Ever since the institution of the Government the paper currency or 
the United States has been printed upon hand presses, except for a 
few months about 14 years ago. This process was necessary in 
the early days, before the invention of power presses that would do 
the work equally well, but In modern printing plants, outside the Gov
ernment service, these have long been discarded for work of identical 
char~cter and the rapid power press used. 

Not only does the Government continue the use of a process whose 
retention costs $900,000 a year more than need be paid, but Congress 
!las more or .less deliberately, if unwillin~ly and under duress, lent 
itself to the scheme to perpetuate the antiquated practice. Not only 
has every effort to introduce improved devices been resisted by labor 
organizations within and without the Government employ, but the 
issue has been taken into politics. 

The legal authority by which the use of the old hand presses is con
tinued is of an exceedingly indirect, if not ambiguous, character. It 
originated, in fact, in an obscure proviso tucked away in a sundry civil 
bill of more than 20 years ago, and exists now in a l>rief proviso of the 
law making sundry civil appropriations, dated July 1, 1898, as follows: 

"Pro vided furth er, Tbat hereafter all bonds, notes, and checks shall 
be printed from hand-roller pr sses." 

As long ago as 1886 the Government first attempted to bring the 
Bureau of Engraving and Printing up to date by the use of power 
presses. The sundry civil act of that year was the first to permit the 
installation of new and improved plate-printing presses, which it did in 
tbe following language applicable to the appropriation for the use of 
the bureau: 

"Provided, That any part of this sum may be used for purchasing and 
operating new and improved plate-printing presses." 

Some presses were bought and installed, and the same provision was 
repeated in the sundry civil act for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1888, 
but by that time organized labor had begun an active campaign against 
the proposed economy, not unlike that which the old hand shoemakers, 
before they had bP.gun to take the larger view, waged against the intro
duction of machinery in shoe factories. A frightened and complaisant 
Congress came to the rescue, and the sundry civil bill of October 2, 
1888-this was preceding the presidential election-nullified the per
missive legislation as far as it could by providin~ that "there shall not 
be an increase of the number of steam plate-printing ma.chines in the 
Bureau of En~raving and Printing." 

This prohibition, of course, effectually checked the efforts of Uncle 
Sam to have his paper money printed quicker and more economically; 
but organized labor, not content, then started a movement to repeal the 
law of 1887-88 permitting the introduction of power presses and to 
restrict the use of the machines already in operat10n. The sundry civil 
act for the fiscal year of 1889-90 limited the payment of royalty on 
the presses to 1 cent per thousand impressions and also directed that 
no part of the appropriation should be expended for printing nited 
States notes of larger denominations than those that might be canceled 
or retired. The law again prohibited the purchase of more machines, 
and contained, in addition, a fatal clause refusing money for the repail' 
or reconstruction of the power presses already installed. 

nder the authority originally granted and despite the opposition 
described, the director had succeeded in buying and operating 25 power 
presses. As the labor organizations closed in on him with law after 
law, he finally discontinued the use of the machines for printing money 
and operated them in the printing of internal revenue stamps. The 
unions finally legislated the power presses out of the bureau altogether 
by a law approved March 3, 1889, providing that the faces of all 
tobacco stamps for use upon packages of 2 pounds and upward, and all 
beer whisky, cigar, snuff, oleomargarine, and special liquor tax stamps 
shoi:ild thereafter be printed from engraved plates "upon hand roller 
plate printing presses." 

Meantime, changes have occurred in Congress and men have come 
in who either stand on their own feet at home or believe in givin"' the 
Government a square deal, or both, for the sundry civil act of March 4, 
1907 contained a "joker " which outwitted the enemies of the power 
presses and allowed at least a limited opportunity for their use. This 
joker was placed in the bill before it left the committee room of the 
House and was not noticed nor was its purpose suspected until the bill 
had been signed by the President. The joker read as follows: 

"And the second proviso under this head in the sundry civil appro
priation act, approved March 3, 1889, is hereby repealed." 

This was the proviso whereby organized labor had succeeded in pro
hibiting the use of power presses for printing internal-revenue stamps. 
The director immediately bought 20 power presses, and 25 are now 
operated in that work. But the prohibition of the act of July 1, 1898, 
still stands, and it would be illegal for the Government to print notes, 
bonds, or checks upon anything but hand-roller presses, notwithstand
ing that more than $900,000 a year could be saved if power presse 
were used. In the face of approaching elections Congress always has 
been timid, and this year has not been one to encourage congressiona l 
audacity, except upon certain " popular " issues supposedly closer to 
the people in the districts at home. 

Another tidy item is that of checks and drafts, of which the Gov
ernment printed about 10,000,000 last year for its own use, all from 
engraved plates and by the hand-roller process. This work could be 
done equally well by power presses from a rubber " offset," at an esti
mated saving of $37,000 a year. By the old process the cost of checks, 
per thousand, bound, is $8.29. By the improved process it would be 
$2.93. Warrants now cost $9.94 a thousand and could be printed 
equally well for $2.34 a thousand. The hand printers turn out 800 
sheets a day, and 45,000 a day could be printed by the offset process. 

At the close of the first session of the Sixty-first Congress, in an 
unwonted burst of, courage, the Senate Committee on Appropriations 
decided to repeal the appropriation_ against the power printing of notes, 
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checks, and bonds. Another " joker," repealmg the provision of June 
4, 1897, was inserted in an obscure corner of the sundry civil bill. At 
the last moment, however, the committee weakened, for reasons which 
may be guessed, and the provision was stricken out. 

Under such circumstances as these the Government has been power
less to institute the great economies involved in a change of methods 
at the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, amounting to between 
$1,500,000 and $2,000,000 a year. The plate _printers are strongly 
organized and have a large fund of their own, with which they main
tain an alert lobby, and in a .contest with the Government they would 
expect the backing of the American Federation of Labor. "They would 
appear to show as little foresight as the old hand shoemakers exhibited 
when they first opposed the introduction of machinery. In that case 
the growth of the business was .such as not only to command the 
services of .all trained men, at increased wages, but o! thousands more. 

Exactly th:e same condition is presented in the Bureau of Engrav
ing and Printing, where the work accumulates so rapidly that addi
tions to the force .are being made all the time. Indeed, the business 
of the bureau increases at the rate of 20 per cent a year. It is esti
mated that in five years, at the utmost, under normal conditions, should 
the new processes be instituted, all the present employees would be 
working again. As a matter of fact. the period of possible idleness 
for some would not be more than two or three years, for the bureau 
'ls taking on more 11Dd more new work every year. It has just been 
compelled to decline to accept a lot of .engraved work in connection 
with the institution of the new postal savings bank system because of 
lack of fucili ties. 

The AmeriCtlll Bank Note Co. has introduced the power presees 
and is printing large quantities of bonds for counties, municipalities, 
and corporations, and bonds, paper money, etc., for 'foreign gov
ernments. Spain, China, Japan, Mexico, and Argentina successfully 
use the power press for their paper currency. Bureau officials say 
they will defy an expert to detect the di1l'erence between a hand
printed and a .Power-printed note. 

The Tre12sury Department, in trying to bring about the improvements 
and economies noted would not be neglectful o:f the personal interests 
of employees. Power press plate printers are paid higher wag-es than 
hand press workers, consequently the change presents some immediate 
adVl:liltages. Again, it is .estimated that between 15 and 20 per cent 
<>f the hand pl'es operators suffer from rupture and other consequences 
of pbysi-cal strain from i;mlling the heavy levers used in their work. 
The Treasury Dep:ll'tment, under Secretary MacVeagb, has systemati
cally adopted the pulley <>f reinstatement in .. cases of discharge necessi
tated by the adoption of improved methods. Of '200 persons dropped 
by law July 1. 1910, in va.dous bra.nehes of the de!}artment, all but 
about a dozen had been provided for in other bureaus and offices within 
two months. For the fi cal year ending J"une 30, 1910, there were 636 
resignations, 351 removals, and 73 deaths in the Treasury Department. 
Of the persons resigning or dropped, 287 were reinstated; 605 new ap
pointments were made. During the present fiscal year the number of 
reinstatements has been much lar~r. In the case of the plate printers 
rein tatement would be the policy pursued excl11sively, of course. The 
personal inconvenience to be eaused by the change would be only tem
porary at most, while the gain to the Government and the reorganized 
service would be permanent. . 

It would seem that here is presented an ideal opportunity for the 
labor organizations, instead of opposing progress and the Government 
to cooperate with the progressive administrators of the Treasury De: 
partment to the lasting benefit of the wageworkers and of the servlce 
which employs them. · 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 

[From the Boston Transcript, Thursday, Feb. 16, 1911.] 
LABOR'S ODD ATTITUDE-BETTER CONDITIONS FOR WORKERS OPPOSED

PROPOSED CHANGE FROM HAND TQ POWER WORK IN BUREAU OF EN
GRAVING AND PRINTING STRONGLY RESISTED BY GOMPERS ll'D ms 
FOLLOWEBS-.NEW PLAN ME.ANS MOB.E PAY, EASIER WORK, .AND BETTER 
CO::.\l>ITIONS, A.J.--.D NO O~"E WOULD LOSE HIS POSITIO~-LESS DANGER 
OF COUNTERFEIT NOTES-TREASURY DEPARTME~ INCLINED TO PRESS 
THE PLA..'lf, WHICH SECRET.ARY Y.ACVE.AGH EXPLAI:SS IN DETAIL. 

W .ASHINGTO-Y, February 15. 
Better pay, easier work, and less menace to health are being resisted 

by the hand plate printers of the Bureau of Engraving and Printing 
with the support of the American Federation of Labor and with all the 
energy at the command of the labor unions. This 'might appear to 
be a one-sided statement of tbe proposition were it not that it is 
strict}]'_ in accordance with the facts, as they are understood by all 
the om.cials of the Treasury Department having to do with the printing 
of notes. Senators and Representatives are being urged by mail to 
refuse their vote in behalf of the Smoot bill, which would permit the 
lnstallation of power presses in the bureau, and the plate printers or 
i;ome of them, are conducting a campaign among the business men of 
Washington, which precipitated a small war at the meeting of the 
chamber of commerce last night. 
. After months of study and the most careful attention to every detail 
mvolved in the proposed change, the Treasury Department decided that 
if the old law cou!d J.>c repealed and power presses substituted for hand 
pres es for the prmtmg of .paper currency, from $750 000 to U 000 000 
could be saved every year m the appropriation for t'he Bureau of 'En
graving and Printing. Joseph E. Ralph, director of the bureau has 
been consulted during every stage of the department's investigation 
and, although he is and always has been a union-labor man and a 
practical mechanic, he is as enthusiastically in favor of the change as 
Assistant Secretary Andrew himself, who is chiefly responsible for the 
proposition. 

E~IPLOYEES WILL BE RETAINED. 

Just why President Gompers and other labor leaders should oppose 
the changes proposed by the Government in the Bureau of Engravina 
and Printing is one of the mysteries of the labor movement. Powe~ 
plate printers are paid $9 a day, while hand-press printers receive only 
$6. It is much easier to run a powe1· printing machine than to jerk a 
band press. The power work also eliminates the danger of rupture to 
the operator, an extremely important consideration when it is known 
that from 15 to 20 per cent of the hand-press operators have sustained 
severe bodily injuries through the strains incident to their work. 

Not only will the power plate printers have easier work and better 
pay, but the Government bas practically guaranteed that none of the 
operators now employed shall lose their positions. The Smoot bill, now 
before the Senate, p1·ovides that only 20 per cent of the work shall be 
affected each year, until the ehange from hand to power presses has 
been made complete. 'Vith deaths, removals, and · transfers continually 

oc.curr~g, along with the natural incr-ease of business, it ls estimated 
that within four years the complete substitution could be made and not 
a person be thrown. -out of employment. The Government, however, 
has gone this estimate one better and allowed :five years for the substi
tution, thus positively guaranteeing, it would seem, ample provision for 
the continued employment of all operators now in the service. 

GOMPERS LEADS .ATTACKS. 

President Gompers, ·of the American Federation of Labor has at
tacked the proposed change in his characteristic style and cahed upon 
organized labor throughout the country to exert its influence upon Con
gress to prevent any change in the law. In a circular sent to organized 
labor J"anuary .31, 1911, Mr_ Gompers takes it upon 'himself to argue 
against the proposed change solely upon the ground that as it is the 
duty ·of the Government to protect the interests of the people against 
fraud and to throw around paper money every safeguard against the 
"unlawful issuing" of counterfeit money, the existing law should not 
be changed. He declares that the purpose of the present law is to 
maintain the highest standard of excellence in the printin~ of paper 
currency. Without exactly making the charge, the Gompers circular im
plies that the power presses will turn out inferior work and that it 
may more easily be counterfeited than handwork. The circular makes 
no mention of the actual and undisputed benefits to the operative, which 
would come to him thro.ugh the su.bstitution of power presses. 

The Government very quickly challenged l\Ir. Gompers upon the qnes
tion of excellence. By direction of the department, Director Ralph 
requested that the plate printers turn out for him a few sample notes 
on one of the power presses which already are in use in the bureau 
fol' printing internal-revenue stamps. 'l'he plate printers flatly refused. 
Thereupon a peremptory order for the printing of some 40 sample 
notes was sent to the bureau and the work was done. A few days 
later Senator SMOOT gave a hearing on the bill, the notes printed by 
the power press were submitted along with others printed on the hand 
presses and the h1bor leaders of the bureau, under whose supervision the 
work wa.s done, declined to attempt the task of telling the two i sues 
apart. As to counterfeitin~, the danger in counterfeiting is ' in the 
plates rather than the printmg. As a matter of fact, impressions from 
the power presses would average more uniform than from the hand 
presses. Some of the <>pponents of the change have tried . to prove their 
points bv comparing American with Canadian notes, l>ut this test is 
manifestly unfair. 

EMPLOYEES NOT QUITE FAIR. 

The Treasury Department would feel less earnest over its desire to 
economize and otherwise improve the administration of the Bm·eau of 
Engraving and Printing if it could feel that it was being fairly met ,by 

~~e t~~P~m:s. Prf:f:;;.aijni~c!ia~fs ~i~~t~!d1: i~ii~e;IEr~;;i~ti~~~ 
long a~o and patiently went over the whole 'Subject with them, but ap
parent1y to no purpose. Senator SMOOT and Director Ralph 1requested 
permission to addi·ess the Plate Printers' nio.n upon their proposition. , 
not long ago, but the request was refused notwithstanding that the di
rector invariably gives a hearing to any of his printers who feels him
self aggi;ieved. 

The matter was taken into the Washington Chamber of Commerce 
and the committee prepared a noncommittal resolution (!Overing the 
whole question. This was decided upon yesterday morning. During the 
day the committee apparently had been approached by representatives 
of the labor unions, and as they are ·all l-0cal busine s men, they evi
dently had been a little frightened, for at the evening session only two 
members -0f the committee, which had been unanimous in the morning, 
stood by the resolution, which was designed to avoid interft?rence of 
the chamber in an affair wh.ich was purely one between the Government 
and its employees. A resolution <!ondemning the change was substi
tuted, and, as a consequence, Capt. James F. Oyster, president of the 
chamber and one of the ablest of Washingtonians, 'left th1:l chair and 
scored the committee. They were "weak-kneed," he said. through fear 
of the effect upon their business; and of the member whose defection 
had brought about the change in sentiment, Ca{lt. Oyster stated that he 
had allowed his private interests to interfere with his duty as a servant 
of the chamber. 

The contest is being actively waged, and in view of its belief that it 
proposes nothing detrimental to organized labor as such or to the 
interests of the employees, the Treasury Department is disposed to push 
the issue to the limit. The department officials feel that they have 
taken into consideration the interests of the operators equally with 
those of the Government, and that they had been much more considerate 
than any private concern would be when even a smaller economy than 
that contemplated in this matter was involved. It is needless to say 
that the Senators and Representatives who have been asked to block 
the clause in the Smoot bill authorizing the use of power presses have 
been given no information by organized la}:>or as to the real merits of 
the proposition. 

The employees a.re by no means a unit in antagonizin"' the depart
ment. Many of them take the same view of the ca.ses as does Director 
Ralph, · but they dare not openly take a stand against the union leaders. 

M:ACVEAGH'S POSITIO~ STATED • 

Following ls the letter sent to the Washington Chamber of Commerce 
by Secretary MacVeagh and read last evening: 
JAMES F. OYSTER, Esq., 

President Cliambe1· of Commerce, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEA11 Sm: It has been brought to my attention that the chamber 

of commerce has been asked to express an opinion upon the introduc
tion of power presses in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing, and I 
should like . to express through you the attitude of this department to
ward legislation which is pending to make this reform possible. 

I should very much hesitate to advoeate the change it it were likely 
to work hardship to the employees of the bureau or to deprive them of 
po itions which they have long held. But the proposed change provides 
that the substitution of power presses for hand shall be made in such 
install men ts that in any one year no more than one-fifth of the work • 
shall be affected. As a matter of fact, on account of the increasing 
work of. the bureau, and the frequent vacancies which occur through 
promotion and transfer, the change could be made within four years, 
and the extra year has been sug~ested in order to make this certain 
beyond peradventure. If we add to this fact a comparison of the wages 
which hand p1·inters receive now with the wages which they will re
ceive if power presses are introduced, it appears that the employees 
will r eceive a substantial increase in remuneration through the intro
duction of the proposed system. At the same time the work will be 
less arduous and less harmful physically. The claim that the bureau 
employees would suffer in consequence of the change is, in my opinion, 
exactly the reverse of' the truth. 
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I want also to add that if I were not convinced that the technical 
standard of engraving and printing would not be lowered by the intro
duction of the e presses, the plan would not have my indorsement. The 
recent experiment made in the bureau, of printing notes by power upon 
presses that were quite unprepared for the work, indicated that even 
the mcst expert employees of the bureau could not distinguish the 
money thus printed by power from other similar sheets printed by 
band. The impression, if it exists in anyone's mind, that printing by 
power would make our paper money and bonds of lower technical 
standard and more easily counterfeited, has demonstrably no foundation 
in fact. 

I should esteem it a favor if you would be good enough to communi
cate this information to the gentlemen of the chamber of commerce at 
their meeting. 

Respectfully, yours, FRANKLIN l\!AcVEAGH, Secretary. 
DIRECTOR RALPH THREATE. ED. 

Following is a copy of a letter received recently by Director Ralph : 
" WASHINGTON, D. c., Febr·uary 8, 1911. 

"Mr. RALPH: The big, swelled-beaded bluffer. Your days are nu}ll
bered ; so take warning; the whole bureau bas a disgust for you. A 
man who would do injustice to his fellow men and. female employees 
fot• elf-interest is not as good as a dog; and you better look out you 
don't get your block knocked off some dark night, for you have some 
bitter enemies ; it is also knowing that you are crooked, and you may 
land behind the bars before we are done with you. 

· "Respectfully," 
[Skull and cross-bones.] 

Senator S~IOOT also is in receipt of threatening correspqndence of 
U1e same character. 

TREATY WITH RUSSIA. 
l\Ir. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution ( S. Res. 

368), which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred to .the 
Committee on Foreign Relations : 

Resolved That it is the sense of the Senate that the treaty of 1832 
between the United States and Russia should be abrogated because of 
the discrimination by Russia between American citizens in the admin
istration of the treaty. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
H. R. 28626. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws relat

ing to distilled spirits, and for other purposes, was read twice 
by its title and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

H. R . 32436. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1912, 
and for other purposes, was read twice by its title and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

GRANT OF LANDS TO SEATTLE, WASH. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend

ments of the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 5432) 
to authorize the city of Seattle, Wash., to purchase certaiu 
lands for the protection of the source of its water supply; 
which were, on page 1, line 3, to strike out all after "in," down 
to and including "east," in line 4 ; on page 1, lines 11 and 12, 
t o strike out ' heretofor " and insert " heretofore; " and on 
page 2, to strike out all of line 1 down to and including line 13, 
page 3, and insert : 

SEC. 2. That upon the deposit, within one year <?f the pas.sage of this 
act by the city of Seattle, in the State of Washmgton, with the Sec
retary of the Interior, of a sum estimated by him as sufficient to pay 
the cost of the survey herein provided for, the said Secretary shall 
cause to be executed a survey, defining the limits of the drainage basin 
of Cedar River within the area withdrawn by section 1 of this act and 
pay for the same out of the appropriation for public-land s~rv~ys, and 
a sum sufficient to pay the cost of such survey shall be paid mto the 
Treasury of the United States, to the credit of the appropriation for 
public-land surveys, out of the sum so deposited by the city, of Seattle, 
and the remainder of the sum so deposited, if any, shall be repaid to 
such city and upon the completion of such survey and its approval 
by the Secretary of the Interior the lands withdrawn by section 1 of 
thi.s act not within the drainage basin of Cedar River shall be restored 
to their present status. 

SEC. 3. That upon the deposit with the Secretary of the Interior 
within one year of the passage of this act by the city of Seattle, State 
of Washington, of a sum estimated by the Secretary of the Interior to 
be sufficient to cover the cost of the examination and appraisal herein 
provided for, the Secretary of the Interior and the Secretary of Agri
culture shall each designate one. qualified appraiser, and the two 
appraisers thus designated shall designate a thud appraiser, who shall 
be a resident of King County, Wash., not a Federal officer or employee, 
who shall be familiar with the stumpage value of timber in the locality 
to be appraised, and the board of appraisers thus constituted shall 
proceed to an examination and appraisal of the present commercial 
stumpage value of the timber on the public lands within the drainage 
basin of Cedar River in the area withdrawn by section 1 of tbls act 
the cost of such examination and appraisal to be paid out of the appro: 
priation for public-land surveys. Upon the completion of such examirra
tion and appraisal and its approval by the Secretary of the Interior 
and the Secretary of Agriculture a sum sufficient to pay the cost thereof 
shall be paid into the Treasury of the United States, to the credit of 
the appropriation for public-land surveys, out of the sum deposited 
therefor by the city of Seattle, and the remainder of such sum, if any 
shall be repaid to said city. ' 

SEC. 4. That within o_ne ye_ar after the approval of the survey and 
appraisal provided for m this act, the Secretary of the Interior 1s 
authorized to patent to the city of Seattle all of the public lands within 
the drainage basin of Cedar River in the area withdrawn under sec-

~~ ~sifm~l:a a1~ ~E~n b~~~ro"!m:~~r~fsi~se · ~~~~1~~~ l~r 8r:t~icti~;b~ 
of this act as being the present commercial stumpage value of the 
timber on the public lands within such area : Provided, That if the sum 
of such estimate shall be less than the sum of $1.25 per acre for all 
of the lands to be patented the city of Seattle shall pay the sum of 

$1.25 per acre for said lands : Ana provided further, That there is 
hereby reserved to the United States all mineral deposits in said lands 
and the right to dispose thereof and to use such lands for such purpose. 

l\Ir. PILES. I move that the Senate concur in the amend
ments of the House of Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 
REVISION OF LA WS-.JUDICIARY TITLE. 

1\fr. HEYBURN. Mr. President, I ask that the judiciary title 
bill which has just been receirnd from _the House of Representa
tives be laid before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate 
the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
7031) to codify and revise the laws relating to the judiciary, 
and the action of the House requesting a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two llouses on the bill 
and amendment. 

Mr. HEYBURN. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives, agree to the con
ference asked for by the House, the conferees on the part of the 
Senate to be appointed by the Chair. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Vice President appointed 
Mr. HEYBURN, Mr. SUTHERLAND, and Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

HF.LEN S. HOGAN. 
The VICE PRESIDE. -T laiu before the Senate the following 

concurrent resolution of the H ·mse of Repre entatives (H. Con. 
Res. 62), which was read, cc nsidered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to : 

Resol'Ced by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), 
That the Speaker of the IIouse of Representatives and the President of 
the Senate be, and bereb;-r are, di rected to erase their signatures to the 
bill (H. R. 25081 ) for the relief of Helen S. Hogan, and that the said 
bill be reenrolled with the words "Act of February 26 " changed to 
"Act of February 25." 

RE-OENT OF THE SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 

re olution of the House of Representatives, which was read: 
R esoh:ed, That ·the Clerk be directed to request the Senate to return to 

the House of Representatives "Joint resolution (S. J. Res. 145) provid
ing for the :filling of a vacancy which will occur on March l; 1911, in 
the Board of Regents of the Smithsonian Institution of the class other 
than Members of Congress." 

Mr. BACON. I did not catch the purport of the resolution. 
What is it? 

Mr. LODGE. There was a mistake made, I will say to the 
Senator from Georgia. The proposed regent was put down as 
a citizen of Virginia. The law requires that he shall be a 
citizen of the District. 

Mr. BACON. A citizen of the District. 
Mr. LODGE. Under the law, as the Senator knows, there 

have to be two members of the board from the city of Wash
ington. 

Mr. BACON. I am myself responsible for the mistake. I 
am glad it is to be corrected. . 

Mr. LODGE. They would like to ha \e it returned to the 
House, and they will correct it there and send it back to us. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request of 
the House of Representatives will be complied with. 

EMPLOYER'S LIABILITY AND W,ORKMAN'S COMPENSATION. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. , The Chair appoints the Senator 

from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] and the Sena tor from Oregon 
[Mr. CHAMBERLAIN] members of the commission on the part 
of the Senate, appointed for the purpose of makino- a thorough 
investigation of the subject of employer's liability and work
man's compensation, as provided for in joint re olution of the 
House of Representatives, entitled "Joint resolution for ap
pointment of commission to investigate the matter of employ
er's liability and workman's compensation," approved June 25, 
1910, in the place of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. WARNER], 
excus~, and the late Senator from Colorado, Mr. Hughes. 

SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there other morning business? 

If not, morning business is closed. The Senator from Indiana 
[Mr. BEVERIDGE] . . 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me for 
just a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will yield to the Senator. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana yields. 
l\Ir. SCOTT. I want to ay that at the very earli st moment 

next week, and on every day thereafter from Mondny on, I shall 
try to get up the so-called Sulloway pension bil1. While we have 
been edified by the di cu~sion we have had in the past week 
and the galleries have been highly entertained, a great number 
of old soldiers have died within that time. I have a letter this 
morning from the postmaster in little village saying that since 

J 
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we brought the bill over four soldiers getting mail at his office 
have died. · 

l\fr. President, while we are talking here these old soldiers are 
dropping off rapidly; and. I do hope that it will be the pleasure 
of the Senate will allow me to round out my 12 years, which 
will terminate next week, by passing this bill for my old 
comrades. 

1\Ir. BAILEY. Fifty-fiYe million dollars is a little too much 
to pay for that. 

.l\Ir. SCOTT. It was not too much when these men were 
needed to defend this country and make it possible for the 
Senator from Texas to be here to-day--

1\Ir. BAILEY. 0 l\!r. President--
Mr. SCOTT -(continuing). Representing a part of the entire 

United States. I do hope that the plea of poverty wi.ll not pre
vail, when we see the money that is being wasted on the Panama 
Canal. Let us not begrudge these old -veterans thirty millions. 
It is thirty millions. There is no use of putting it higher. 
Tbb:ty millions is high enough. 

Mr. BAILEY. l\fr. Pre ident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir

ginia yi~d to the Sena tor f-rom Texas? 
.l\Ir. SCOTT. Yes. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from West Virginia forgets. 

when he charges the country with illiberality toward these old 
soldiers, that we are already paying $153,000,000 the next fi_scal 
year. During the last fi cal year we appropriated $161,000.000. 
That is a sum larger than any government in the history of the 
world ever paid for pensions in a single year, and that, too, 
44 yen.rs after the war closed. 

Now, to add this thirty millions, as the Senator says-and 
more than fifty millions, as the department estimates-would 
make a pension bill above $200,000,000. I should love to see 
the Senator from West Virginia round out his career in the 
Senate gracefully, and though I personally like him, I am glad 
to see his career terminate, since a Democrat succeeds him. I 
should be willing to pay him almost any compliment except one 
that would put such a tax on the Public Trea.sury; and he is 
not apt to pass this bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Let us have the regular order. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I was very glad to yield to the Senator 

from West Virginia. I am in entire sympathy with him, but 
I can not further yield. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has the 

floor. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator yield to me? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I am Yery glad to yield to the Senator 

from New Hampshire. 
Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee on Naval Affairs-
The YICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not recognize the 

Senator :from New Hampshire :for that purpose. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. That is true. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is to make a report. The Senator from 

Indiana has not commenced his speech. I thought he could 
yield. 

The VICE PRESIDE!\~. The Senator from Indiana had been 
recognized, and the Chair can not permit him to yield :for that 
purpose. 

l\lr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Indiana yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should very much like to conclude my 
remarks. I was delayed yesterday. 

l\fr. BURROWS. It will take but a moment. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana declines 

to yield. The Chair--
1\fr. BURROWS. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from l\Iichigan will 

wait until the Senator who has the floor yields. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I should prefer to conclude my remarks. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator :from Indiana declines 

to .Yield. 
l\Ir. BURROWS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair must beg the Senator 

frpm Michigan not to attempt to proceed when the Senator from 
Indiana has refused to yield. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. l\fr. President-
Mr. BURROWS. A question of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator :from Michigan is not 

in order in attempting to proceed when the Senator from In-
diana refuses to yield. · 

l\Ir. BURROWS. A question of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair misunderstood the Sen

ator from Michigan. The Senator will state it. 

XLVI--206 

Mr. BURROWS. Can we not have laid before the Senate the 
resolution to which the Senator is to address himself? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did that the other day. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It must be done each day. 
l\fr. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution be laid before the 

Senate. · 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Chair lays 

before the Senate the following resolution. . · 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If anybody has any doubt about what I 

am going to address the .Senate on, I will make it entirely clear . 
Let us see what the parliamentary situation is. This matter 

has been before the -Senate now for a good while, and this is 
the first time that anybody has asked that anything be spe
cifically laid before the Senate. The report of the committee 
was on the table before the resolution was offered. Most of the 
speeches were made on it. 

l\fr. President, I think I sha11 proceed. 
l\Ir. BURROWS. I ask that the resolution be laid before the 

Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I object. I had it laid before the Sen

ate the other day, and r shall call it up at the proper time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair wi11 state what is the 

request of the Senator from Michigan, because the Senator 
:from Indiana yielded to him for that purpose. The request is 
that the Chair lay before the Senate a resolution, which the 
Secretary will state by title. . 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution 315, offered by Mr. 
BEVERIDGE. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I object until I conclude my remarks. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. On yesterday, to take just one mo

ment-· -
l\Ir. HEYBURN. I rise to a point of order. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho will 

state it. 
l\Ir. HEYBURN. No question is pending before the Senate to 

which any Member may speak. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. This is getting-
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has 

the floor. 
l\lr. LODGE. On the point of order, if I may--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will hear the Senator 

from Massachusetts on the point of order. 
Mr. LODGE. .As I understand, this matter has been lying 

on the table--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. LODGE. Subject to call. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. Is it not--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair so under ·tands. The 

resolution has not been referred to any committee. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly not. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is now upon the table. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If I may proceed, I will ca 11 th~ nttcn- · 

tion of the Senate to the fact that this is the first time that any 
such disposition--

The VICE PRESIDENT. · The Senntor from Idaho hns rHisetl 
a point of order, which will be disposed of. The Chair thinks 
the Sena tor from Indiana can proceed, he having the floor. 

Mr. HEYBURN. My impression was that before proceed iug 
a motion to take the matter from the table for consideratiou 
must be the basis of procedure. · 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator's impression is incorrect. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. 'l'he Chair thinks not. The Chair 

thinks a Senator can proceed to talk in the air or of the air 
without anything before the Senate, if he has the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator--
Mr. HEYBURN. I think I will insist on finishing the state

ment on the point of order. The Senator's patience will prob-
ably endure. _ 

Mr. President, I do not intend, of course, to make a proposi
tion that has not, in my judgment, some basis under the rules. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Certainly not. 
Mr. HEYBURN. I have not heretofore understood that a 

matter on the table could be made the subject of discussion 
until it was taken up for that purpose. That seems to me so 
obviously a parliamentary rule that it caused me to make the 
point of order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It ought to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it would be the 

ordinary proceeding, but it has been objected to. 
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.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President--
The VIOE PRESIDENT. The- Senator from Indiana has the 

floor. 
[Mr. BEVERIDGE resumed and concluded the speech begun 

by him on Tuesday last .and continued on yesterday. The entire 
speech is printed below.] 

Tuesday, F ebruary 21, 1911. 
!-Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, what is. the ex.act question 

which we are called upon to decide? As the· time for a \Ote 
draws near it is vital that this question shall be clearly before 
the mind of e-very Senator. I say this beeause during a debate 
more prolongued, if not more heated, than any similar debate in 
the history of the Senate, it is possible that this question may 
have been obscured. !'make n-0 eornplaint o.f that. Perhaps it is 
but natural that this should be so. Spirited controver y often 
generates heat rather than light.. It often tends to the feryor 
of advo.cacy rather than to the calmness of judgment 

But, Mr. President, we are judges, not adyocates. The at
tempt to affect our feelings by thunde.rous, denuncfati-0n or 
pathetic appeal will pass- almost as soon a:s the echoes of the 
voices that produced it But our judgment remains; the record 
rem.a.ins; the law remains; our decision endures not only as 
to this case, but as to all future cases. 

As judges then, Mr. President,.. let us rise above the ob
scuring clouds of excuse and confusion and fix: om· eyes. clearly 
upon the issue we must decide. 

I. THE ISSUE. 
THE ISSUE NOT THE PERSONAL FORTU NES OF Sl'l'TI!\G MEJ\IB.ER. 

What is that issue, Mr, President? Is it the personal fortunes, 
feelings, or eareer of the sitting Member? No l\.Ir. President. 
If it were only tha..t sympathy would work its spell unaided. 
If the personal fortunes, feelings, or career of the sitting Mem
ber were the only issue mere kindliness would cause us to look 
with forgivene~s, :rnu, if possible, with favor, upon anything 
that affected his personal con-eerns provided it did not invol\e 
and was not produced by corruption or bribery. 

For, Mr. President, deep in the hearts of all of us; is the 
spirit of good will toward one another, unless crime or inten
tional wrong-doing p.reyents~ Sometimes we think we forget 
it for a moment, but it always is there. Sometimes the conflict 
of debate, opinion,. and purpose makes US' dec.eive ourselves into 
feeling that we haye for one another a dislike or even an. a.ni.
mosity. But those feelings are not permanent. 

Let but the hand of misfortune or sickne s touch one of our 
number, and depths of sympathy in OU.I' hearts which we 
little suspected are broken up- and there wells forth horn our 
souls streams of cornpas ion and anxious regard toward: our 
stricken colleague. Let death call one of our number, and his 
gracious qualities stand forth before. ourr vision unmarred by 
any unkind thought. 

So, l\lr. President, if ony the personal ambitions of the sitting 
:Member were inv-olved, unconn-ected with corrupt practices in 
their behalf, there is not a Sena.tor here who would wish them 
ill, much . l~ss do anything to hinder them. Certainly, under 
such conditions, I would. not, Mr. President. I do not subscribe 
to the philo ophy of the great French cynic, Rochefoucauld, that· 
every human being rejoices when he hears something against 
even his dearest fri end. I rejoice in the success and progress of 
e\ery ma.n who has earned it honestly. 

So, Mr. President, if in this Chamber there was a single man 
who so. far as the personal concerns of. the sitting l\fember are 
involyed .would wish them ill OJ:' try to do them: ill, provided 
sheer public honesty were not involved, these appeals to our 
sympathy based on personal habits, place of abode, or home 
relationship might be pertinent. 

But this, Mr. President, is no. such case. Here is no such 
issue. T·his is not a criminal court.. This is the Senate of the 
United States sitting as the most exalted tribunal known to 
human history or t~ mankind to-day to determine the gravest 
issue that possibly can arise under free institutions. 

THE VALIDITY OF TH.IS ELECTrON 'l'Hl!r o.n.:r ISSUE. 

What is that issue, Mr. President? It is the -validity of an 
election held under a government whose very existence depends 
upon the purity ef its elections. It is the integrity of the elec
tion, not of tbe Member. In the Payne case it was truly de-
clared: . 
th~h~1!~~~g~~~h~f ~~~'ii~~\ii~1:i_not of the Member is the- question under 

That is the issue. What election, .... ~Ir. President? An elec
tion to the Senate of the United States. What does that mean? 
What is the Senate ·of the United States? What .Powers du
ties, and dign ities deYolve upon a Member of this body? 'The 
most \aried and far-reaching with which any offieer under any 
t :-ee government is clothed in any country in the world to-day 

or- in history. As I shall show in a moment, Mr. President, a 
S~nator of the United States exercises wider influence, more 
divergent powers than any public functionary on earth except 
only the ruler of an unlimited monarchy. 

We pass on every law. We are legislators, and legislators; 
too, who of all the parliamentary bodies in thi world, still have 
free and uns1?--ackled .speech .. More tha~ that, we ratify every, 
convention with foreign nations. The mfluence of every vote 
cast here on e\ery treaty runs out over all th waters of the 
world into e>ery cabinet of" every land. That is not all. We 
partake of the executive functions. Only by the advice and 
consent of Members of this body are appointments to office 
made under the laws and Constitution of the United States. 

Nor is this all. We also are members of a co11rt, l\.fr. Presi
dent, the highest court known to man. We alone can try the 
impeachment of the judges o:I! the Nation. This is the only tri
bunal tha.t can unseat a. President; for if the House deems his 
condud worthy of impeachment, the Senate of the United States 
determines the fate of the Chief Magistrate of the Republic. 

But all are familiar with the powers of a Senator of the 
United States. I enumerate them only that we may under
stand the magnitude of th election, the validity of which is the 
only issue before us. Legislator, part executive, high diplomat 
arbiter sitting on the bench in the trial of the Nation's judges' 
and of the President gf" the Republic him.self, the fathers placed 
in the hands of a United States Senator more power than in 
any other official of this GoTernment, or of any government on 
earth except the aroitra.ry power wielded by an autocrat. 

All1ERIC.A.N INSTITUTfONS-.A.?ilEilICA CHA.ll.A.CTEil O~ TRIAL. 

Therefore, Mr. President, the fathers. expected that the elec
tion to a place in this body would be defended j ealously de..
te.rminedly, fiercely by the people and by the Senate it elf 
E""rery consideration that should guard: the purity of the aP: 
pointment of a judge,. the election of a Member o.f the House 
the selection of a diplomat who deals with other nations for us' 
the choice of a President of the United States, all combine t~ 
circte this Chamoer round with a wall of sacred fire through 
whicb no impure influence should penetrate. 

So,. Mr. President, the sitting Member is not on trial here. 
It has been said that the Senate is. on. trial I do not think so. 
But Aniericaii in.stftutions are 0 111 trial. In the validity of an 
election sleeps the question which searches out the heart of our 
institutions and which as we. answer it well may; mark a period 
~the ongoing or decline of the Nation- Indeed, Mr. President, 
in the end the chamcter of the American people is on trial, a.s. I 
shall demonstrate. 

Now, l\Ir. President, if we then ha..ve the is ue. itself before 
us, with all those things that might cloud and confuse it dis
missed; and if the magnitude of that issue is elear to us, in 
what spirit should we approach it? 

It will be helpful, Mr. President, to examine the experience of 
other countries. Patrick Henry said: "I have but one lamp. by 
which my feet are guided, and that is the lamp of experience." 
This is not a trial of a petty crimina.I in a police court, soon to 
be forgotten and: of little consequence. No, this business has to 
do with the destiny of a people. In so fa tefu1 a mn tter 
should we willfully close our eyes and seal om; ears to the 
struggles that other peoples ha rn had with this dragon of 
corruption? 

It is said that most human affairs are " locked up from mor
tal eye in shady leaves of destiny." But we haYe no excu~ for 
such easy ignorance. This ecret is not "locked up from mortal 
eye," for we have flaming lessons from the history of the past 
and from the experience of the world in our own Umes. · 

. So, Mr. President, that I may lay clearly before the Sen
ate and country the spirit with which we hould appn iach 
this grave matter~ I shall cite the experience of two nation on 
this particular thing, one contemporaneous and one ancien t. I 
select these from the multitude of examples because they afford 
so perfect a contrast to one another and such plain instruction 
to us and to our Republic of whose honor we are guardians n.nd 
of whose life we are defenders. 

IL THE LAW. 
BlllBE:RY TllEASO~ AT COUl\10~ LAW. 

I refer, of course, Mr. President, first to England, the mother 
country. By the English common law bribery was treated as 
treason, especially in the- case of Judges. Lord Chief J ustice 
Thorpe was beheaded for a ccepting bribes. The E arl Qf Iitlule
sex was fined £50,000, a quarter of a million doliar , amounting 
in yalue, as ruoney is now counted, to more than a. million dol
lars, deposed from office-, disgraced. 

Of course all of us r ecaJ l the ten;ible fate of perhnp the 
greatest intellect since Aristotle (excepting possibly Shake
speare), Bacon, that mighty mind in law and philosophy, that 
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"Secretary to Nature" as Walton called him, Lord Bacon, who 
for accepting bribes while a justice of the courts of England, 
was fined £40,000, imprisoned., removed from office, incapaci
tated from holding any place of trust or profit under the Crown. 

That was the way the common law of England, which is 
the basis of our law, looked on the crime of bribery. And in 
elections, as Cqke said in his Institutes, it was rega rded as an 
offense so heinous that "one act of bribery poisons the whole 
fo tmtain." 

It is worth while, Mr. President, before we come to the con
sideration of the testimony in this case to consider the growth 

-of the law of bribery in England, how the English Parliament 
and English judges regarded and administered the law appli
cable to it, so that we may have the light that that gives us 
in determining the gravity of the offense, the amount and nature 
of testimony required, and especially the law of agency. 

THE "PRACTICAL POLITICS" OF GEORGE III. 

Bribery in England began to be scandalously noticeable under 
the Stuarts, and it grew until its highest reign of corruption was 
under George III, from whom our forefathers successfully re
belled. According to the defenders of this election, George 
Wa. hington and his "ragged Continentals" never should have 
rebelled. For was not George III the exemplar and, by his 
deeds, the apologist for this election? That monarch was a 
supei;b, "practical politician." He would be greatly admired by 
a class of American politicians if he were living to-day and 
a ctiye in American politics. 

Indeed, George III would be the ablest of " party managers " 
if he were in American public life at the present time, George 
III used offices to influence votes in Parliament; he distributed 
cash in order to secure the election of · members of Parliament; 
he r esorted to every device of political manipulation so much 
admired in the United States in our own times; he was highly 
skilled in the technique of "influence," thoroughly practiced in 
the arts of "practical politics." 

This gave rise, Mr. President, to the "orders of Parliament" 
upon the subject of bribery; and, to hurry over this historical 
review, the present Corrupt Practices Act of the United King
dom grew out of that. From the statute of 1854 as amended in 
1866 and still further in 1884, and as it exists in its Draconian 
severity and perfection at the present day, the Corrupt Practices 
Act of the United Kingdom is the result of that shameless cor
ruption which _reached its putrid climax under George III. 

A SINGLE ACT OF BRIBERY INVALID.A.TES ELECTION. 

. Now Mr. President, to show that I run not wrong in my state
ment of the common law as to bribery in elections, I read from 
Shepherd on the Law of Elections, as follows: 

Bribery by a candidate, though in one instance oniy, and though a 
major i t y of unbribed v otes remai1) i n his f a.v or, will avoid the particu
lar election and disqualify him from being reelected to fill such vacancy. 

· Cushing, who is the American authority on this subject, says 
as to the common law of bribery, which I want to make clear 
before I take up the statute: 

In Eng1and, before the enactment of any of the statutes on the sub
ject, bribery was not only a high misdemeanor at common law, punish
able by indictment or information, but when practiced at elections of 
members of Parliament was also a breach of parliamentary privilege 
and punishable accordingly ; and i t is an offense of so heinous a char 
acter, and so titterly subversive of the freedom of election, that w h en 
v r oved to have been practiced, though in one instance only and though 
~ol:l.ajority of unbribed v oter s remain, the election wili be absolutely 

'!'his severity is justified on the ground that, in a country where 
bribery is so common a.s to form the subject of investigation in a la rge 
proportion of election cases, it is absolutely essential to the preser·va
t um of the freedom of elections. 

And Cushing goes on as to the effect of that law in this 
country: 

Whether the same effect would be held to follow in this country 
may admit of some question, or perhaps depend upon the degree of 
guilt attached in the several States to the offense of bribery. This 
offense, though much less common here than in England, is neverthe
less considered as so subversive of the freedom of election and so dis
gr aceful to the .llarties concerned that it ls made an express ground of 
disqua lification m ·the constitutions of several of the States. In all 
such States, therefore, whatever may be the case in others, there can 
be no doubt that an election tainted with bribery ought to be held void, 
without reference to the number of votes thereby affected. 

It was declared, Mr. President, in the famous Litchfield case, 
l\lr. Justice Willes giving the opinion, as follows: 

With respect to bribery, the law is perfectly clear. Bribery at com
mon law, equally as by act of Parlianient, av oided any election at which 
it occurred. If there were general bribery, no matter from what 
f u nd or by wl!at person, and although the sitting member and his 
ageiits had nothing to do with it, it would defeat an election, on the 
ground that it was not a proceeding pure and free, as an election 
ought to be, but that it was corrupted and vitiated by an infiuence 
which, coming from no matter what quarter, had defeated it and shown 
it to be abortive • • •. 

If it were shown that the agent of the member bribed even without 
the authority, and contrary to the express orders, of the member, his 
seat was forfeited-not by way of punishment to the member, but in 
order to avoid the danger that would exist 1! penona auborcUnate to 

. I 

the candi date during an election were led away, by tbelr desire to 
benefit their superior, into illegal acts the precise extent of which it 
was cli.fficuit to prove, BUT A SINGLE ONE OF W HICH, 1f proved. it was the 
policy of the law to hold, would have the effect of avoiding the pro
ceeding. 

I observe here, Mr. President, that the agent to whom Mr. 
Justice Willes refers and to whom other English decisions refer, 
tha t I shall read in a moment, is not only the "election agent" 
pr oYided by the statute, as we have been informed by the 
Sena tor from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], whose all-embracing 
erudition is the envy and wonder of us all; but, as I shall demon
strate in a moment, ". the agent" referred to in those decisions 
also contemplates anyone who has a color for acting in behalf of 
the candidate. All of us will be amazed to learn that the 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] could have made such a 
mistake, by any posibility. For we all know that he is pecul
iarly accurate in law and history. 

Such,. Mr. President, was the common law with reference to 
bribery in elections-the common law which is the foundation 
of our own jurisprudence-and it was from this common law 
on bribery that the present Corrupt Practices Act of the United 
Kingdom grew. 

Mr. President, what did the present Corrupt Practices Act do? 
It fixed the penalties, which the common law did not; it made 
definitions precise. By gradual amendment it was extended to 
coyer the smallest details of elections-" treating," payment 
of car fare, the using of influence, the promise of office, as well 
as the payment of money. 

ENGLISH DECISIONS ON BRIBERY IN ELECTIO:YS. 

How have the English judges continuonsly interpreted that 
statute? What has been the spirit with which Great Britain has 
met this peril of bribery? I am reading these decisions not in 
the hope of indq.cing the Senate at the present moment to apply 
the English rule and the sound rule to this case; I thoroughly 
understand that the Senate will not do that at this particular 
time. It will after a while-but not just now. However, when 
I get to the testimony I shall show that this case needs no 
sterner rule than the complacent and unsound rule pronounced 
by the Committee on Privileges and Elections in two or three 
Sena te bribery cases. 

I repeat, I do not expect the Senate just at this time to adopt 
the true and sound rule that one act of bribery in behalf of a suc
cessful senatorial candidate rnakes in,,;alid his election to a seat 
in this body. That is the only ju tifiable rule, a rule absolutely 
necessary to the purity of senatorial elections and to the integ
rity of the Senate. That rule will be adopted by the Senate 
before many years have passed. _ But the Senate is not yet in a 
frame of mind to take this correct position. But perhaps public 
opinion will supply another frame of mind before long. 

So I cite these decisions to show the policy of a great peopl~ 
in dealing with this public cancer, which has endeu the life of 
more than one great nation and which the English people have 
succeeded in excising from their vitals. These decisions show 
us tlie spirit with which the English people approach this grave 
question. And what we need in determining this and all such 
cases in the right spirit. 

These decisions, as Senators will observe, are especially ap
plicable to one essential part of this case-that of agency
though their greatest significance is in showing how a great 
people imperiled by this menace has dealt with it. The ques
tion that is going finally to come before us is whether we shall 
deal with bribery and corruption with the conscience and cour
age with which England mastered it or whether we shall deal 
with it with the same reckless indifference with which another 
great Republic dealt with the same offense. 

Shall we free ourselves from this body of death and sur
vive, as England has done, or chain ourselves still more firmly 
to it and let it drag us to our national grave as the Roman 
Republic did? 

In the Blackburn case (0'.l\I. & H., p. 198) Mr. Justice Willes 
said in stating the case : 

It wa.s proved that on the 12th of October-that is, about a month 
before the election-a circular was issued by an association in the 
·town called the Conservative Association, addressed to "every mana
ger, overlooker, and tradesman, and any other person having influ
ence," in the town of Blackburn, requesting them to "secure in the 
municipal elections, as well as the parliamentary, the success" of the 
respondents; and it went on to say, "we venture to urge upon you 
most strongly the necessity of vigorous personal effort to secure the 
return" • • • of the respondents. This circular was afte1·wards 
adopted by the respondents, and the association which had issued it 
was adopted by them In place of a committee for the management of 
the election. 

Mr. Justice Willes, in his judgment, said: 
This circular must be taken as being the act of the respondents just 

as much as it each of them had written a letter to this effect to every 
"manager, overlooker, and tradesman, and any other person having 
influence," in the town. It is a power of attorney •to the extent to 
which it goes to every individual in any of those classes to do that 
which the circular requests him to do. It must be looked to, I think, 
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as the foundatiClD. of .authotlty and agency, such as exist~d in the 
election. 

It appears to me that its effect was to make an agent of er;e1·y pe1·-
80n hai:ing authority down to the last urade; that of overlookers over 
the hands, and to request, and therefore authorize, each such to in
fluence the hands who were under him for the purpose of inducing 
them to vote for the candidates upon whose behalf this document 
was issued, and any overlooker, ana 001isequently anybody in that or 
n.ny hlgher grade, who bona fide took up the Tory side and who acted 
upon the circular and did canvass for the respondents became their 
agent, -and his acts did bind them. 

And it is enacted and settled as the law by the corrupt-practices 
prevention act of 1854, section 36, which, to my mind, does no more 
than lay down in very distinct terms that 1ohioh has been always the 
tmder tood law of Parliament, or, 1·ather, the "om-rncm law of the la1ia, 
with respect to the election of members of Parliament; that is to say, 
t'hat no matter how 'tvell the member may have conducted 'himself in 
the election, no mattter hoio clear hi.<l character may be from any 
C.mputa;t ion of corrnpt practices in the matter, yet if an authorized 
.ngent of his, a person ioho has been set in motion by him, to conduct 
the election, or canvass 'l:oters on his behalf, is in the course of his 
~g.e;:lcgsfa~i~!~ c°ln ~:ttet nr;~f~~~d. an election obtained 1mder such 

.As it has been ex_pt·essed from early time, no verson can 1ci1~ and 
wear a prize ttpon whose behalf the contest has not oeen legitimately 
and fafrly carr-,ed on, or, as it was expressed upon the occasion to 
\Which I refer, non coronabitu.r g1ii 'IU}n, legitime certaverit, wJlich :is 
only so much in Latin showing the antiquity of the _principle which 
l have already expressed in English. * • • 

The amo11nt of injury done by the agent, if tlle injury has been 
<lone of the character which I have described, is immaterial. If an 
agent bribe one voter with 2s. 6d., and that voter votes for the candi
date, election void. If an agent bribe one voter with 2s. 6d., and the 
voter taking the 2s. 6d. with purpose, ·express or implied, of voting 
accordingly, should break his promise and vote for the other side, elec-
tion still void. . 

·.Although the res1ilt of the bribe 1cas nothing as to the poll, the 
result was in point of law that an illegality of so gross a character and 
so difficult to trace would have been committed that no election would 
be safe, no community would be sure but that elections were ~a.ined 
by the exerci e of corrupt practices, unless for the sake of an the 
election in which n:n a.gent has been :guilty of such a malpractiae were 
held i•oid as against the principal of that agent. 

It is not oy ioay of punishment to the principal that the electio11, is 
Jieia void; it is not because the majority has been swayed or even 
Gf{ectea by the malpractice that the election is held void, but it is be
.cans malpractices designated as corrupt by the comm.on law and by the 
legislature in the corrupt-practices act are so odious and so dangerous 
that it is thought better to 1wUJ, void an election where either such 
practiceg HAVE GENERALLY PP..EVlULED., WHETHER TRACEABUJ TO A IEM
BER OR HIS .tGEJNTS OR NOT, or where a si1igle insta.nce of such corrupt 
practice has been dfatinctly traced to the member or to .an agent of 
tlle me!nber. 

I next read from the opinion in the N:orwjch case (2 O'M. 
.& H., p. 39)~ so called. In this case, which WM decided in 1874, 
Mr. Justice Keating delivered the opiuion, and lle .den.ls with 
the "hardship" which this interpTetation, this Draconian inter
pretation, of the law of England b~ which she has guarded the 
purity of her elections and therefore her life works upon the 
candidate. He says : 

It seems hard at first sight that .a single act of bribery -should avoid 
nn election; but when an act of bribery is committed the iohole .election 
of tll e i;crrty lwi1J i 11g is tainted. It is no lon{fer an .elec'tion; it is utterly 
1.10id. On thi point I would refer to the J.ea1:ned judgment of my 
brother Willes in the Blackburn case. This rE.Sult may be undoubtedly 
a crnel ecnseqnence of 1.be law of agency as applicable to elections; 'it 
'ls, howevel', n law that arises from the 'IleceS£ity of- the case, and is 
wc!l put :uy the 1earned Scot.ch judge, LoTd Ba:rcaple, !in the Greenock 
.c.ase. 

• • • • * • • 
If it were proved that a candidate or his agent hired men to attend 

the nomination, and to hold 'UP -their hands up.on the occasion, my im
pre ion decidedly is that it would be illegal and 1oould avoid 'ilie 
.election. 

In the Sh1·ewslrnry case (2 O'M. & H., p. 3G) Baron .Chan
nell, in his judgment, said as to avoiding an electi-0n on account 
-0f a single and insignificant act of bribery: 

If an act ·of bribery is clearly made out and agency is clearly proved, 
I am dispo ed to agree with the dictum of my brother Willes, * • • 
nnd to think thai; a judge is not at liberty to weigh the importance of 
that act. ot· to take into cotlsidera:ti01~ the e(f'ect it mny have had upon. 
the election, but he .is bound to apply the express provisions of the act 
of Pru·llament, without going into the question of the compm·ative siu· 
nifi,cance of the act of bribery which has been proved to have been 
committed. 

In the Greenock case (2 O'l\f. & H., p. 247) Lord Barcaple, in 
his judgment, said as to the principle to be applied in dealing 
with questions of agency in election inquiries: 

I think there are th.ree principles applicable to three kinds or matters. 
There is first of all the strictest of all principles, that which ls 
applicable to a criminal charge, and th-ere you are responsible for noth- . 
ing but your own individual guilt. That · is a thing consistent with 
ordinary common sense. There is then the principle th.at is applicable 
to actions of a civil kind raised against a party on the ground of 
a wrong done, a'Dd in which it is proved that the wrong wag done 
by the defender's agent-that is to say, a person employed by the 
defender while he was doing tbe thing he was employed to do; but 
there comes in the principle that he was etnIJloyed to do the particular 
work and that he was not employed to do the wrong. 

Then there ls the third class of cases with which we are at present 

~~f!gf~·h~~~r;, i!fs t~1~~b~~~~~-i~f~~0't~ ~ ~!::~fti~:egr ~;;t~;~a~t 
'l:assers, those canvassers ao some'thing iohicli. if the candidate is 
responsible for it, will ini;alidat.e the eleotion. 

And it is held that he is resf)on8ible for it in :the sense of making the 
validity of the electiDn depend upon it. I do not see how these peti
tions would be of the least use otherwise, because 1 suppose that there 

are very few candidates, indeed, who undertake the practice of corrup
tion by their own hand. I J)resume there are equally few candidates, 
or very nearly so, who ever say to their agents that they are to proceed 
corruptly in the matter. 

In the Aylesbury case (Saeger, p. 79) Mr. Justice Field said: 
Any 1rers01i whom a candidate puts in his place to do a portion of 

the task that he has to do, namely, to p1·octJre his election ,as a member 
of Parliament, is a person for whose acts he would be liable. 

I now read from the celebrated and recent Great Yarmouth 
case (Saeger, p. 81), decided in 1906. The facts were that ·a 
man who ha.d interested himself in the election obtaineu the 
use of a vehicle and took voters to the polls and in some cases 
ga-.e them money. 

The candidate, on heaxing -0f the petition, repudiated this 
pe1·so-n; and it was said that he was not on the list of "workers" 
and had not, therefore, received ex.press instructions, as other 
" workers ., had, not to do anything illegal. 

l\Ir. Justice Channell, in determining this case, used the fol
lowing language : 

There are ·principles, and the ubstan~ of the principle is that if 
a man is employed at an election to get you ,,;otes; <>r, if without being 
employed, he is authorizecl to get you votes; or if, although neither 
employed nor authori~ed, he doea to vour kn-0wledgc get you votes, and 
you accept it and adopt it, then, in eithet· of these ca.ses, he .beeomes a 
person for whose ac.ts you a.re responsible in this sense : That if his 
acts had been of an illegal character yot£ can not retain the benefit 
ichich those illegai acts have help-ea to .pr.ocure for vo1~helped to pro
cure for you, :r ·say, because it is not necessary, of course, tha-t the 
bribet·y .should extena to the f uU am.ount of the cases necessary to put 
you in a majo1"ity. 

No case in this country will be found to deny these decisions 
on the law of agency J.n elections. I repeat that this most re:::ent 
interprefation of the English statute and of .an election under 
it shows how unexpectedly erroneous our profoundly learned 
friend from Michigan .[Mr. BURRows] was when he said that the 
term ".agent" under English law .applied only to the "election 
agent" "appointed in writing." Whoe\er looked up the law for 
the Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS] should have been 
more ,thor(}ugh. 

The argument against the English rule that .tit was pretty 
.hard on the candidate was instantly answ&ed by all of the 
judges that the office did not exist for the candidate; the office 
belongs to the people. The office is not created to satisfy the 
ambitions of the candidate; the office is created ,as an instru
ment of the -people who made it. 

l\IOME'N~OUS RESULTS OF THE ~~GLISH LAW. 

1\fr. President, what have been the results of this drastic . 
treatment of bribery and corruption ·by Engli h Jaw and English 
courts? First of all, from a greateT debaucilery ·of elections 
than the world knew since the time -of the fall of the Roman 
Ilepublic, England has developed into a period <>f remarkable 
pmity of electioru:;. And that has .had large public consequences. 

Does anybody doubt that, but for an unbribed Hou e of 
Commons the last budget would have been passed with all the 
powers of wealth and privilege :fighting the imposition of a land 
tax upon great e tates which are idle and ha\e been since the 
time of William the Conqueror and pay no part of the burdens 
or the British people's goTernment? With all those forces 
fighting that budget, do you suppose, l\fr. President, a House of 
Commons ever wo.uld haTe passed it .filled wit11 bribe-bought 
members? 

lt is not a .question, you see, of settling some man's per cmal 
fate. It is .a question of ca.ring for the welfare of the people. 
Does .anybody doubt that Gladstone never would have advanced 
one ineh with his great lands reforms in Ireland if he had been 
confronted by such a corrupt Parliament as George the Third 
and Lord Narth purchased to serve their foul purposes? Does 
anybody doubt that manhood sufl'.rage in the United Kingdom 
never would have been adopted but for this stringent method of 
handling the election cases that guards the purity ~f Parliament? 

Senators say, at our luncheon table, how unfortunate it will 
be for this .Senator or i:bat. Had we not better ask, How unfor
tunate for millions of people it will be if we look lightly on a 
crime against free institutions so heinous that it involves the 
perpetuity of our government 

Mr. President, we talk about the justice of our Revolution. 
Our Declaration of "Independence is our Magna Charta we de-. 
clare. Yet what caused our Revolution? It was the unjust and 
oppressive acts of the British Parliament, was it not? What 
Parliament? The purchased Parliament whose election George 
the Third of England secured by the bribery of the British 
electorate. 

Does anybody believe that, if the purity of elections to the 
British Parliament that exists -to-day had existed at the time of 
our Revolution, a single one of those unjust a.cts would lla·rn 
been enacted, which caused our fathers successfully to rai e the 
standard o:f revolt? 
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· "'I know :Senators will say, What ls the use of -golng back to laughed at ihe Lex Ttilia 11nd -all other corrupt I>ractices acts 

lfhe 'Revolution( "Wb.·at do we care about the land laws of .ire- because they knew they could disregard them. 
land? Whai; matter to us is manboad ·suffrag~ ln the Unlted Is 'theTe no parallel .between fills 11.b~ence of .Roman ct vie 
Kingdom? "What concern is 'it of ours that the great princivles virtue and the low ideal w.hich is urged upon us in this -case 
of justice llave been put in the Tecent budget! · more than 2,000 years :later? -Consider the contrast between 

WHAT PURE ELECT.I~S M.EA.N:S TO us. .Roman history, law, :and administration, .and English .hi.story., 
. . . . . . . _ . . law, and administrati-en. For in 1llmost e~a-y respect EngUsh 

This .is .the -~onc~rn it 1s to us-that by Tea~n of :the .PTir1o/ . and Roman histocy furnish the student the best im.ateriais for 
'Of th~ Briti~h ·1:1rli11.1I10n.t, -seemed !by England s law~ • .and tb~ir ' .comparison iand contrast, not -0niy in the duration :and extent :ef 
ldrastic awhcation, an ·end has :been ·put "'to-those practices which their power, :but filso in the character., ~r. :-:=rs .Em.€rson -calls it, 
caused u~ to sever ourselves from the mother .country .. It " the ·bottom " .0 f the character of the two peoples. 
means this to :us, that the same cause that produced .a malign · 
'll'esult "there will _ produc-e the ·sam~ Tesult here-and that the 1 

-remedies that .cleansed English el€etion.S wlll :purify American So, 1\lr. President, lnstead -0! taking .up this :gr.eat _p.r.o.b1em 
elections. as England has taken 11 up and saved herself, the Rom::m 

It means this to us, that the 'Same great "forces whicn always judges, the "Roman serrate, and .fina1ly the ·Roman .veo_ple let it 
bav.e, do now, and always will, in a ·c<mntry where 'f!'"ee elections go by. "'' NeTer mmd., the Re.:pu:blic will endure/' said they_ 
occur, manifest themselves through 'bribery will prevent the "Don't ·oore me with taTh: abuut the Republic" wa:s a common 
];)assage o.f those measur-es upcm Which the welfare -of strug- "Sentiment of the _peop1e uf Rome. .., N.o matter if the law is 
;gling millions -depend. That is what it menns te us. tlo'lated, "let us 'Stand 11.P .for the man 1n office if he has t'.be 

I intend, Mr. President, with 'fill my power to ~t forth to · ea.sh,.., was the final expression .{)f the deb.a:sed "Roman elec
the Senate, and in so far ·as I may to the ·Country, ihe mighty · :torate. 
·question which we .are to determine. It is ·not merely the seat- · No wonder Rome :fell. And be sure we shall .perish, too, if 
- g or unseating 1Qf -a Senntor at all. No, we are dealing with · we .Pass this evil by a.s .a thing fur .a .sneerill;g .cynicism .o.r .a -d1s-

10ffense whieh Tuns through history .and -wliicb, according to eased sentimentality. 
the way in which various ·people ha-ve .dealt with i.t in the past, · And .so fundamentally the great question is, How shall ~·~ 
have strengthened them or kill€d them. Americ:ans approacll thls evil in our own land? Our institutions 

Contrast the England .of tf}-day, Ml:. President. with Rome. a.re ou trial and, ·deeper ,than that, the chm.'aeter . .of th~ Ameri
.Eve.ry student in the wcrrld has noted the &a.rtling ·similarities can people is on trial. If it ls not so, then -history has .am 
in many dev.elopmen.ts 1·a,pidly ripenlng in the ..A.Infil-i.can Repub- meaning. 
lie with those that occurred in Ilome wh-en that Republi-c began 1 Jmow, .n.nd it is not a good sign, tlJ:a.t w.e :n:;re :so busy that 
its decline--love of luxury, candalously vast weaJth ill-gotten, we .are im_patien..t of the lessens of ctther -peoples. we -can =b.e 
:ca-rru_pt clforts .for office and power, the use of these in behaJf .im_patient a littlebittoonrneh. W-e.can .betoolmr:ried. The time 
.of "the inte~es~" of ~at day~ Chief of ·these, Mr. President, . .must :aeve:r .arriv-e in this Repub-lic-"filld if it .does :the do@m 
was the .subJect of b.ribery. : .of the Nation .alread_y has been sonnd-ed-when the :purity <Ji om 

BRI.BEnY AND '.rHE :nmPUBLrc «IF :iw~nll. , ..elections a.s no.t to 1lB a greater roncern than the suecess <lf ra 

In Rome 'b.ribecy was the .first definite '~ptom of a 'fatal politi~ or mawkish s;ym_pathy .for the imperH~d :ambiti-0ns fil 
disease. Patriotic statesmen cle.m·ly saw that it would end the ' a eand1dnte or the .success ef the wrongful plans of great 
"liberties of the Roman peop1e, and the ·people themseh·es in- ' •iRt.ere ts. 
·stinctively felt that they must throttle this ~Yil if they were to ' llfr . .P11esiden.t, a.f "Englund .is 'SO strict to-day as to the election 
continue to exist a:s a free -people. As early ns 80 years be- I :of 1L .me:rnb.er out of nerurly ,.,.00 l()f the British P.a:rlirunent, huw 
'fore Christ, the Lex Cornelia :punisbe.d l>ribery of Toters wifh should we :appro~ .a case w.b'iCh tl:rrm.lves ~ v.alidity 'Of lthe 
'eXile. ; clect:Wn to :a sea.t m d:he Sen te of the :t?"mted Smtes, wb.er.e 

But severe as ibis penalty wa:s i'be ·a-buses -continued and in- l there are :only ·92 .i\Iembers2 .If England .IS so stem us :to the 
er.eased, and the last century .of .the .Republic :began :with brib.ei·y, purity of the ele~:on 'Of .1 . .member -on~ ·of nearly 700 th~t 
the most dangerous foe w.hic'h 'the Roman .Republic .faced. 'The make .u_p the British Parliament .h-oldi:ng office :only until 
Acilht Calurni.a add-ed hcRvy fines :for bribery, whethe.r success- ' P.arliament is rdissolved and :sent 1>:~ .to hi~ ·constituents, 
ful or not, and forever depri;ed the citizen attempting it from what do sou say . ~hcml!i he till; SPn:tt m whi~ we :shouid 
holding any affice. .a-pproach the election .:to .a -sent m this body., which not only 

The reason these two penaJ.ties wer.e expe"Cted to s'to_p this form ha.s but 92 1\Iem:bers but whose term -of 'Offiee iis .f.o-r six long 
of corruption was that money and the .holding of ·office ha.d l>e- years-Members who vote on .all bills, yes, .and who pass upo.ri 
·come the twin ·gods befo.re whose foul sbrlne of selfishness .en~r.y ~ treatie~, appr~ve .or .m~gatiTe all ap.POilltm~ntE\, try the 
ambitious Roman worshiped. .,..ro be rich and to .hold office · Judg.es Df the Nation, and .eyen the Chief MagJstrate .of -the 
were the two ,great _purposes of er-e.zy ambitious Roman. "'.How Republic .himself.! 
much money .have .YOU? " rrn.d " W.hat hi_gb Offi<!e do you hold? " 'TRIS "IS NOT A :,PRI'V.A.TE LAWSUIT. 

were the .q.uesti~ns _ ~he answers to whic.h fixed the status of the j What madness .is upon mi, Mr. President, that we consider 
Jloma~. ci~~n ·as to succ:ss or fa?ure. . . . I this as .a private -controv~ray in ·a ·court with a private party 
~ut .m spite. ~f the shri:'V'd estimate of Roman :c~ra~teJ on I eom,Pla.imm.t and a _private pmiy defendant~ .a mere private law

"ih1ch !he ,~lia Calnrma was -fmmd.ed, the. ~3;1>"1talists or 1 suit afl.'ec-ti:ng -no ;one but the ;private parties to it; a p.rivate 
:finan.crers a~ Ferrero calls. them ~na the :polihcians ()f thn.t lawsuit where n.ppeuls a:re made such .as lawyers make to 

'day trampled 1t 'bene?-th their . surdJ:d .and :reCkless feet, and juries in police courts! 
were able to prevent its execution because of the growing in- ~ ~ . _ . . . 
difference of the Roman :people themsel~ces to the fate of the·. For- thls .is how this great JSsue, freighted mtll the destiny 
institutions ·n:nd their descendants. "Sllfficient lllnto the .d~; of. the Repubifc. !13.!3 been tr~ate~. .A.nd !et, instead of be~g a 
are the benefits thereof" had be.come the mi.sp.aken rule :which _pnv.a~ 1a.wsmi;, it "1S the w~ei.gh~s! public matter that possibly 
guided the great body ·of that unce mighty veople. can ari.se under 3:1-d ~:ffe~ this government of the people, 

In that immortal peri0d which ;pmduced Cicero and Cresnr,, \ by fhe peo~le, . for .the peop~e. . . 
Crassus an.d Cato, there wa:s :a slight reerud.escenc.e Df that .Mi: .. .Pr~1dent, i;n xeferrmg to the En.ghsh law~ and these 
ancient virtue, whose best expression wns '"To Ire n .Roman hist-0r.ical. il.lru31;rations, -one purpose has be.en to brJ.?-g us down 
cl:ti!len is nobler than to :be a king." to a ..conside.r:ition o! :our -own law ~ ap_plied to thi~ vital and 

But, .after all, it iwas a feeble .frame :of :righteousness-a very f~teful question. whlCh, ,as the ignardians of the .purity of clec
feeble :flame considering Crassus, the ma-ster :financier .of his day tions to the U~-ed States Senate, _we m?-st decide. .By what 
:and -subsequent Roman history Yet it .resulted in. the Lex power, Mr. PreSident, d.o we deal with this matter? 
Tulia of Cicero's consulate, B. C. 64, which extended the ..A.eilia [At this .POint Mr. BE:vEcBIDGE _y.ielded for the presentation of 
Calurnia to any eandidate who shonld hi:re followers ·OT enter- the unfinished ·bnsiness.J 
ta.in the people with shows o:r Tefre"'Shments. Every student Mr. BEVERIDGE. When we find the source of the power 
knows the reason for this. Wealthy :and -ambitious ·men, whe by lWhiCh. we ,a:re cting we will observe the immedirte -perti
wanted their tools Jin impo.rtarut offices or who wanted to be ill n.en.ce -of the history .I have been a·eoiting. We derive :this 
office themselves, gave the people lavish public .enterta1n- · power ftom tha:t clause .in our Constitntion which makes us the 
ment. judges .of the returns, q:anlifications, and election of Member.s. 

The Roman citizen ·now had 'been debauchoo so 'faT that be Where :did tthait e:om.e from? 
was ready to cast his suffrage "for ID:lybody who weu1d do him . ?\Ir. Norwood-1IBd.anybody-who bas Tead the debnt-e of 'Sena.to-r 
&11.Y favor or 'even ·:entertain or dtv.ert hlm. Btib·ery in ..all its Norwood, a southern Senator, ican not ibut have the profoundest 
forms, ,gross and subtle., had utterly 'CDITupted .Roman char- respect for him as a student and <a grent lawyer, measaring up 
acter. The powers of pollution understood this well and to the height of Thurman of Ohio and Morton of Indiana-Mr~ 
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Norwood, in his minority report, in the Powell Clay~on case, 
said: _ 

The provision in the Constitution is a transcript of the parlia
mentary law of the English House of Commons, as it existed when, 
and long before, the Constitution was adopted. 

We took it from the law of the British Parliament, and 
therefore how it was understood by the mother people throws a 
flood of light on how we should understand it now. 

Now, Mr. President, beginning with the Caldwell case, con
tinui..Ilg through the Payne case, down through the Clark case 
to the case before us now, the committee have stated, some· 
times definitely and sometimes loosely, that it is not sufficient 
that one vote be bribed unless the sitting member knew about 
it, and had something to do with it; but that enough votes must 
be bribed to destroy an honest majority. 

RESULTS OF SEN.A.TE COMMITTEE BRIBERY RULE. 

For the purposes of this particular case I do not propose to 
controvert that position, because this case can be decided-and 
when I come to the evidence I will show you . that there is no 
escape from deciding it-against the validity of this election, 
even under those unsound committee pronouncements. But I 
want to put myself on record as to my view of this erroneous 
committee rule and some of the consequences if we make it the 
law of the Senate in such cases. 

Suppose, for example, that a Senator had a majority of 50 
in a State legisl:~.ture. Suppose 49 of them were bribed by 
his friends and he knew nothing about it. Under these commit
tee pronouncements his election would be valid ; his seat would 
be free of stain. To my mind, that is monstrous. Yet it is what 
these so-called "precedents" declare. 

And mark this, the defenders of the election before us are 
not content even with these " precedents " as given by the com
mittee heretofore. No, Mr. President, the defenders of this elec
tion now insist that not only must enough votes be corrupted to 
destroy the majority cast for the person who profits by them, 
but that these votes rnust also be deducted from all 'Votes 
present and cast in the general assembly. To this ,climax of ex
travagance do Senators resort to uphold this foul election. 

I repeat, to such extremes are the defenders of this election 
driven in order to maintain it. I say extremes because never 
before was such a plea advanced in even this body in an elec
_ tion case. Also, it is in direct violation of the express words of 
the statute. Also, there is another thing I may have to call at-

. tention. to as to this new and novel theory by which the de
fenders of this election now are attempting to justify it. 

WHY WERE THE VOTES BOUGHT? 

Of course, the question at once arises, "Why were votes 
bought if those who bOught them did not think they were 
needed? Was money uselessly expended? Was the peril of the 
penitentiary needlessly incurred?" The fact that the vote is 
bought shows that the person who purchased it thought that 
the vote was needed. l\fen do not commit a crime for nothing. 

Take another supposition. Suppose only one vote was bought 
and that the vote of a powerful leader. None of his followers 
were bought, let us suppose; but he was, and it was proved that 
he was bought. Those who were accustomed to follow his lead, 
to look up to him, to t ake his counsel, voted as he voted. Yet 
under these committee "precedents" that election thus pro
cured would absolutely be safe. Is that right? Is it even wise? 

Let me make it still clearer: Suppose the great body of those 
who honestly followed this leader and who voted as he voted 
were to find out that that leader had been bribed, would they 
have followed him? It is revolting to reason to c::ay that they 
would have followed him; and yet the position heretofore and 
now taken by the committee is that the election would be abso
lutely valid if this one voter were purchased, although his in
fluence over others caused the whole majority that the success-
ful candidate got. . 

If that is true, l\fr. President, the validity of an election 
depends on being found out, and I guess that is the case anyhow. 
What say we " in this awfully stupendous manner, at which 
Reason stands aghast and Faith herself is half confounded" ? 

Well, whate\"'er we say now, be sure that finally we must say 
that the true theory and the sound theory is that a single a.ct of 
b1 ibcry in behalf of a successful candidate to a seat in the 
United States Senate destroys the l egality of that senatorial 
election. 

That is the English rule concerning the popular election of a 
member pf Parliament, consisting of ne.arly 700 members
an election beyond all estimate inferior in dignity and im
portance to. an election to a· seat in the United States Senate. 
That is the English rule as to such a popular election, where 
the voting is secret, and therefore infinitely harder on the can
didate than an election to a seat in the United States Senate, 
where the voting is viva voce. 

Yet it has been by this rule that England has purged herself 
of corrupt practices in her elections and secured a: pure and a 
free Parliament. By such a rule we Americans can cure our
selves of corrupt practices in senatorial elections and insure a 
Senate above suspicion of evil influences. 

Such a rule-the bribery of one member of a legislature in 
behalf of a successful candidate in a senatorial election de
stroys the validity of that election-would end the nauseating 
talk that, although large numbers of legislators were bought by 
overenthusiastic friends to vote for a United States Senator, 
yet he is blameless and his election valid. 

Such a rule would put an end to such purchases by such over
enthusiastic friends, practicing corruption without their favorite's 
knowledge, if such a case ever did or could exist. For the "en
thusiastic friend" would hesitate a long time to part with his 
money and run the risk of the penitentiary for his adored can
didate if he knew that his crime would avail nothing in behalf 
of that adored candidate. 

Such a rule would absolutely prevent malign financial inter
ests from making merchandise of the votes of the members of 
legislatures in a senatorial election in order to put a friend of 
those · interests in the United States Senate. 

For, as all of us have ob~erved, while " special interests " are 
willing to spend any amount of "money and take any risk that 
will accomplish their ends, they are not willing to spend a ceut 
or to take any risk when it will not do them any good. 

THE TRUE STAND.A.RD OF P URITY FOR THE SENATE. 

The Senate of the United States ought to raise a new stand
ard of purity for elections to its membership; and on that stand
ard should be emblazoned Coke's ·immortal axiom : 

One act of bribery poisons the whole fountain. 
This would be a new standard for us, but, as I have shoWD., 

it would be but an application to elections to this body of the 
ancient common law of our ancestors. It only would be putting 
in practice here for our salvation that which England has 
practiced fo1· decades for her salvation. 

1 icant, personally, to go on record now that this is a nlle to 
'Which finally a_nd soon the United States Senate rnttst come. 
It is not necessary to a decision of this case, for this election 
is invalid even under the complacent and accommodating prec
edents announced by the Committee on Privileges and Elec
tions heretofore. But it is necessary to make it the law of the 
Senate. Be sure of this, Senators, that sooner or later you must 
make it the . law of the Senate. And I think that time is 
rapiJ.ly approaching. 

But, l\Ir. President, let us say that for the purposes of this 
case we must show that enough votes were purchased, or im· 
properly influenced, so that it destroyed an honest majority. 
· Well, Mr. President, there has been a good deal of discussion 
upon how we are going to compute that. I shall take that up 
when I get through with the testimony, I hope to the satisfac
tion of everybody who honors me with his attention. We have 
heard lots of mathematics in this controversy-curious, weird 
mathematics. 

When I was in college I studied far pac::t loga itbrn ; but 
since then I have not heard as much mathematics as I have heard 
here-novel, ingenious, not to say bizarre· computations, equa
tions, what not. I have thought that if the shade of Sir Isaac 
Newton could revisit the glimpses of the moon, it would come 
clad, not in ghostly habiliments of white, but in garments of 
jealous green, because a superior mathematical mind to his had 
appeared upon the earth. [Laugllter.] 

HOW BI:.IDERY PROVED. 

But even as to the effect on this election of these so-called 
committee "precedents" and of other matters that I shall lay 
before the Senate, there is no doubt, unless you destroy the state
ments that the committee have made themselves; there is no 
doubt unless you absolutely destroy the st!ltute under which 
ibis election was held. 

Now, Mr. President, it is my purpose in a moment to go into 
the testimony, but before I do that I want to call the attention 
of the Senate to the degree of proof required in bribery, and 
to the nature of the testimony necessary in cases of corrupt 
practices. 

There has been much talk about the law. We have had 
apostrophes to the law. Very well! Let us have some law on this 
vital point. What proof is necessary to establish bribery? 
Let us first take merely the authorities of the committee of 
the Senate. 

Consider the statement of the minority of the committee 
in the Payne case. From this statement nobody dissented. 
Everybody conceded that it was the law; and I hope if any
body does not agree to this he will rise now, or before the 
vote is taken, and show wherein it is a ~rong statement of 
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the Jaw as applied to bribery. Here is wha.t Senator Hoar and 
Sena tor FRYE said, and, I repeat, as to this there was no dissen.~t; 
and I will ask any person whether he dissents now : 

How can a gnestion of bribery ever be r ised, or eyer be investigated, 
if tlH• arguments against this investigation prevail? You do not sup
pose 1llat the men w ho brioe, or the men 'oho are brioed, toilZ v0Zuntee1· 
to fun ish ei:idence agaimt themselvesf Yau do not ea:pect that impar
tial en d miimp~aclza.ble u;itaesses wm be present at the transaction.f 

es any Senator think that is not the law? 
Let me read from the Encyclopedia of Evidence, which I sup

pose is about as authoritative a textbook as there is: 
E>idence in br1oery cases is 11eces arily meager and limited because 

such transactions are usually entered into secretly 1citl1- 1w one present 
ezcept the parties to tllem. Cil'cumstantial evidence is therefore a<l
mis ible and 8ometimes sufficient. 

All the circumstances of the proceeding alleged to have been :influ
enced by bribery are admis ible as links in the chain of circumstantial 
evidence. 

But the evidence in the case before us is not meager-it is 
bountiful. The evidence here is not circumstantial only; it is 
positive and direct also. :Xever wa a case of bribery where the 
evidence was so abundant and conclusive. 

And consider the following in light· of the subcommittee's 
remarkable rulings in the pi.-esent case on the offers to . proTe 
the onfessions of Link, Beckemeyer, and other evidence which 
the subcommittee ruled out. I continue to read from the En
cyclopedia of Evidence : 

Extrajudlcial confessions alone, uncorrooo1·ated by other evidence 
as to the main !acts, are inadeguate to establish a corpus delicti. But 
wher a confession is substantiated by proof of circumstances which, 
although they may have an innocent construction..> are nevertheless 
calculnted to suggest the commission of the crime. ror the explanation 
of wbich the confession furnished the · key, it should be allowed to 
go the jerry. 

THE NEW YORK BRIBERY CA.SE. 

Mr . . President, perhaps as fair a statement of the law pf 
br1 ry and the evidence necessary to establish it as ever was 
made was delhered in one of the New York bribery cases, 
People v. Kerr, which, I think, had · to do-the Senators 
from New York can inform us-with the passing of an <mli
nance or something of immense value there in New York. Any-
how aldermen were bribed. . 

It should be remembered that the charge to the jury by Mr. 
Justice Daniel', which I now shall read was in a criminal 
ca e in :i criminal court. It was not a statement of the law 
or of a rule that should goTern HThe greatest legislatirn body 
in the world,n as it has lreen called, in determining the valiuity 
of an election to it. 

Y t you shall see how broad l\Ir. Daniels puts the la-w. 
Law ! Stand by the law! Yes; but who was it who said, "'l"hou 
shnlt not make a scarecrow of the Jaw?" Since law bas been 
appealed to I shall not presume to state it, but I let the great 
jori ts of tlrls and other countries state it on every branch of 
thi case. 

The indlctment seems to ha;e been found some time since, nnd, 
as it bas been presented by the grand jury, it charges this defendant 
with the crime of bribery under the statutes of this State. 'l'he 
statutes upon this subject lrn.ve rmdergone changes at different inte1·
vals until they have reached their present comprehensive condition. 
There seems to have been a feeling actuating legislative action that 
this was, to a certain extent, at least, a urowi11u evil in the com
munity-

I it possible that a judge on the bench in a criminal court in
structing a jury would go into such unstatesmanlike utterances 
as tllat, or as· it has been termed here of much more conse.rva
.ttrn statements, loose statements of law? This ju tice is not 
making a stump speech mind you. He is stating the law of 
bribery, and to a jury in a criminal trial. Men were on trial 
in this ca.se for their liberty-
a growing evil in the community in the State. 

How shocking, Mr. President, to hear a judge talk so! We 
hav easier rules in the United States Senate, it appears. But 
let n stick to the charge of Justice Daniels. He continues: 
and that it is necessary, /or the purpose of checking and properly re
stra£nino it, to impose the restramts of punishment, under legislation 
'concerning whose intent' and comprehension there could be no substan
tial doubt. In purs1wnce of th-is corwiction the lau:s have been changed. 

The learned justice goes on: 
H bribery is to affect the official conduct of individuals occupying 

positions of authority, you will see at once, upon your own reflection 
that, as far as it extends, the fair aaminiistration of the laws will be 
subrcrteil--thev must be sub~erteil--in consequence of the exercise of 
influences of this character. and when the offenses are brought to the 
attention of courts and juries, ana m·e to be disregarded, or are to be 
allowed to pass without punishment, then direct encouragement will be 
aff o,.ded to the increa8e ana spread of this offense un.tii Us pernicious 
influence may endanger the very ea:istence of the institutions of the 
Btate. 

Is it possible that any American court so pronounced? If so, 
what is to become of "consenatism.?" But, to quote still 
further: 

It is not1 of course, gentlemen, intended by this suggestion that you· 
shall take 1t for granted that an oll'ense has been made out by the evi-

dence in this case, but it is to enj-Oin upon your minds that degree of 
care, caution, and soliaitude which is necessary for the purpose of exam
ining, and coming to a rational and true conclusion, concerning the 
charge made in this indictment. The case Ls to be made out by proof, 
the same as all othei.· cases. It is not necessary that it should be by 
direct and positit:e el..'idence of witnesses-

As is the case in the business we have got to decide-
but it is sufficient in the judgment of the law that the species of e~i
<lence may combine 1.cith circumstances of sucl~ force and toeight, tohen 
they are 1mitea and considered together, as to leave no rational doubt 
whatever In the mind as to the truth of the charge contained in the 
indictment. The administration of the criminal law is essentially de
p-endent, in a large degree, necessarily, on the ex-istence and force of 
oi.i·ctlmstances to~· the p1wpos-e of making out criminal charges. This re
sults !rom the fact that C1'imes or<linarily seek concealment. 

I shall ask Senators to remember this when we come to ex
amine this testimonj. It seems to be the view of some that 
bribery is committed in tbe open. It seems to astound some 
that bribers do not shout it from the house tops or speak it 
in the streets of Askelon. lt seems to be the new of some that 
scoundrels . would not be guilty of bribery--0h, no-and that 
when the-y are caught and confess they are not to be belieYed 
because they were scoundrels enough to accept a bribe. 

What is the alternative? That nobody will be bribed iu this 
connh·y except saints and the righteous. Are we to believe 
nobody when circumstances and their own ·confe sious chain 
them unless they have superb characters and perfect habits? , 

BRIBERY A SYAKE. IN THE LEA.\ES. 

That was not the opinion of Justice Daniels. He thought, 
as tbe textbooks I haTe read stated, that bribery was one of 
the mcEt difficult of crimes to pro>e. It is like a snake running 
under the lea.es. So it has been the policy of the law, in con
sidering the testimony concerning bribery, to recognize the 
fact of it elusiTe character, of its ecrecy, of its concealment, 
and that. circumstances are excellent proof, and confessions, 
when coITolJorated, absolute proof. 

In a moment I shall demonstrate that not only the direct con
fes ion in this ·case but every corroborating circumstance is 
present which the authorities say are enough, and more than 
enough, to pro...-e bribery. How do Senators expect bribery to 
be pro-rnd. anyhow? We are asked not to believe the confes
sions made, because they are made by bad men. Of couT e they 
are bad men or they would not ha.ve taken bribes. We are 
asked not to believe corroborating circumstances becau e 
that is circurn tantial evidence. How then are you going to 
proTe it? 

And thi too, is urged, not in a criminal case-not before you, 
1\Ir. President, as the judge of a criminal court. Oh, no; but 
this nctm:i.Jly is urged in this most powerful of all bodies under 
the S"On when we a:re guarding the purity of elections, for which 
our fathers fought and died, and upon which the perpetuity of 
our ins titutions depends. 

Kow, what else did Mr. Justice Daniels say : 
T hey are not committed, ordinarily, openly, and before the public, or 

before t c public eye, but occasi0ns are souc:rbt for the commission of 
cri111e tc he1 safety or security fro-m observation, or ft·om prosecztiion 
antl punis11ment, to a certain degree, may be within the hope and the 
expectation of the culprit. 

If there is anyone who di agrees with this statement of law 
as made by Mr. Justice Daniels in charging the jury on bribery 
in the New York: bribery case, or with the statement of the 
law from the Encyclopedia of Evidence, or from the statement 
of tlle law in the Payne case which was not dissented from, 
I would be glad if we could settle that matter now. 

If no Senator now dissents. I shall take it for granted tha t 
this is a true statement of the law, and, if necessary, I should 
have given many other authorities, but I do not want to burden. 
either the Senate or the RECORD. 

Yet, ~Ir. President, I repeat there is m-0re proof here of every 
kind described as being sufficient by the textbook writers and 
decisions than ever hap-pens in a case tried before a court. 

Now, Mr. President, how shall we look at this matter? We 
have b~n told-I am sorry the Senator from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] is not here---

Mr. PAYNTER.. 1\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 
l\fr. PAYNTER. The Senator from Texas is now detained 

from the Chamber. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. I a.m merely going to 

quote from him, and I approve what he says in this one par
ticular. 

:Mr. PAYNTER. I merely want to state, if the Senator will 
permit me, that the Senator from Texas is absent from the 
Chamber by reason of the hearings before the Finance Commit
tee, which is considering the reciprocity agreement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. 
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THE RIGID RULE-BUT RIGHT. 

I am going to quote from the Senator from Texas, and I quote 
it with earnest approval. It is a correct statement of the law. 
The Senator from Texas said, December 18, 1905: 

I do not.concede--
I do not want to read too much, but if I. have left out any, I 

hope some one will call my attention to it-
I do not concede to any court the right to decide who ls entitled to 

a seat in this body. 
Why, of course not. The validity of a seat in this body is 

beyond the power of any earthly influence except ourselves. 
No court can reach it. The legislature which conducts the elec
tion can not withdraw it. 'Ve alone have the power. 

'l'he Constitution commits that to us in the first instance and in 
the las t instance. We are to judge of their election and qualifications 
when they come, and under our power of expulsion we are to judge 
how long they may ::-emain. 

That refers, of course, to cases proper for expulsion. The 
Senator from Texas continues as follows: 
· The rttle is di fferent here front that which 1H·evails i n the courts. 
'J'llere, as a safeguanL for the liberty of the citizen, he must hav e 
his guilt established. beyond. a r easonable doubt; here the rule o1ight 
to be that he mttst free himself frnm all appearance of wrongdoing 
beyond rnasonable doubt. 

So, Mr. President, we are enlightened not only by the au
thorities read, but by the admirable opinion--

Mr. OVERl\IAN. From what speech was the Senator read
ing? 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I was reading from the speech of the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand, but in what case? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think he was discussing at that time 

the case of .l\Ir. Burton. I - see that reference is made to the 
then Senator from Kansas, Mr. Burton, by the Senator from . 
l\Jaine [l\Ir. HALE] just before the Senator from Texas spoke. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Utah? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\lr. SUTHERLAND. I did not clearly hear the quotation 

which the Senator from Indiana read from the speech of the 
Senator ·from Texas. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE: I will read it again. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator can answer me, perhaps. 

Did the Senator from Texas say in effect that when a Senator 
was accused of wrongdoing--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not interpret what he said. I will 
read it to the Senator, and will let the Senator interpret it. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. I would be glad if the Senator would 
read it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did the Senator hear my authorities on 
bribery and the difficulty of its proof-the sufficiency of proof? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. No. I should simply like to hear that 
again. . 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I am sorry the Senator did not hear the 
authorities, the textbooks upon that subject, and the decisions 
of the courts. The Sena tor from Texas said : 

The ntle is di fferent here from that 1.vhich prevai ls in the .courts. 
The1·e, as a safegiiard for the l io erty of the citizens,. he must hav e his 
pui lt established beyond. a r eason-able doubt; h e1·e the rule ought to be 
that he must f1·ee liimself from an appear ance of w1·ongdoing beyond 
,.easonable doubt. 

Is that clear? 
1\fr. SUTHERLAND. Yes. 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me to 

interrupt him? · 
J\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. BAILEY. I was absent from the Chamber engaged with 

t.he Finance Committee, of which I am a member, in a hearing 
on the reciprocity bill when the Senator from Indiana read an 
extract from a brief and extemporaneous speech which I made 
in the Senate once and which I have no disposition to modify. 
But I want it to appear in connection with the Senator's. re
marks that what I said did not relate to an election of a Sena
tor, but it related purely to the conduct of a Senator while a 
1\lember of the Senate and for which he had been indicted. On 
tha t tate of facts, of course, I think I stated the law and the 
propriety. 

But that is not the question here. Upon this record there is 
no question of Senator LoRIMER's personal conduct. 

THE RULE MUCH STRONGER IN CASE BEFORE US. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Not of his personal misconduct while 
a member of the Senate that would involve an expulsion, which 
would require two-thirds vote. The case before us is a more 
• erious ·thing-the validity of the title which the sitting Member 
holds ·and which the evidence shows is befouled by bribery. 

I think the Senator·from Texas stated the rule correctly there
not only as it applies--

Mr. BAILEY. As is the habit of the Senator from Texas. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Not only as it applies to that case, but 

as it applies to all cases. He made a distinction, from the 
statement as I read it, between the rule as it exists before 
courts and the rule that applies to cases here. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. And I think the Senator can well go 

further n.nd apply the rule to this case; at least I shall. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator overlooks the fact that the ques

tion there was whether the indicted Senator should remain in 
the Senate until the cour~s had disposed of the indictment 
against him, or the Senate should take it up and dispose of it 
there. I insisted that it was incumbent upon the Senate to dis
pose of it at once, and in doing so I very properly, I think, 
stated that the rule that should govern the Senate in deciding 
upon the expulsion of a Member was different from the rule 
which ought to govern the court in his conviction; that in the 
criminal courts the rule of proof beyond a reasonable doubt pre
vailed and ought to prevail, but that the same rule does not 
obtain in the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. True; but it was a question of expulsion 
there. 

Mr. BAILEY. The question was purely one of expulsion 
there. That is not involved here. This is a question--

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

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In view of the statement that he just 

made, differentiating the rule as it is before the courts in a 
criminal case and a question so personal as to justify expulsion 
here, would not he say that it applied with even greater force 
where the case was not one that called for expulsion, but went 
to the validity of an election? If an election is vitiated by 
corruption, that is a more serious matter than most things 
that justify expulsion. 

Mr. BAILEY. Undoubtedly. If the Senator from Illinois 
were charged with having participated in the bribery through 
whid1 it is alleged that his election was procured, I would 
invoke the same rule against him. But the cases are totally 
different. In the other case there was no doubt about his 
having personally done what was charged against him, if it 
were done at all. In this case there is no pretense from the 
beginning to the end of this record that Mr. LORIMER personally, 
participated in or encouraged or sanctioned any of _the miscon
duct which is alleged, and therefore the rule has no applica· 
tion. What a Senator does he ought to account for under the 
strictest rule; but he ought not to be held to the same strict 
account for what others have done. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am unfortunate in not making my 
question clear. It is this: The Senator says that his statemen'C 
referred to a case which would justify an expulsion--

Mr. BAILEY. For the misconduct of the Member. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; for the misconduct of the Member. 
Mr. BAILEY. If there is any misconduct--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me until I state my question. 
Mr. BAILEY. AJ,leged against Senator LORIMER here---. 
1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Let me state my question. 
Mr. BAILEY. Then the rule can be invoked--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let me state my question. The, Senator 

will let me do that. 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Take the misconduct of a Senator-the 

Senator himself used the word" expulsion "-which would jus
tify expulsion. Now, if what the Senator said as to the differ· 
ence of the rule in a criminal court and the rule applying here 
in the :personal misconduct of a Member which would justif-y 
expul~ ion is correct, my question is, Would it not apply witli 
double force where it was not a question of misconduct merely, 
but a question which went to the validity of an election? 

.Mr. BAILEY. Not at all. . 
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Why? Where is the distinction? 
Mr. BAILEY. The distinction is as plain as the day. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand the difference between the 

two cases cited--
Mr. BAILEY. In the one case the charge was against thE! 

personal conduct of the Senator. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I understand that, but--
1\Ir. BAILEY. And I say here and I say everywhere that 

every Senator ought to be able to show that he has not been 
guilty of conduct which would justify his expulsion, conduct 
which had resulted in his indictment by the grand jury--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And which would therefore justify his 
expulsion. 
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l\fr. BAILEY. It might or might not. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. It might or might not. That is true. 
l\fr. BAILEY. The grand jury heard but one side. The grand 

jury has indicted thousands of people who could not be con
victed and who ought not to have been convicted, and conse
quently the indictment alone did not imply a state of facts 
which would justify the· expulsion of the Senator. And when 
the Senator is arraigned at the bar of the court he is entitled 
to the protection of that rule which requires the proof of his 
guilt to be•made beyond a reasonable doubt. 

But that rule could not be inrnked here, and if the Senator 
will take the troubJe to read the rather long address which I 
delivered to the Senate seYeral days ago, covering a part of two 
days, he wm not find an intimation in all that speech that the 
Senator from llinois must be proYed to have p_hi:ticipated be
yond a reasonable doubt, not even that the case itself must be 
estabfished beyond a reasonable doubt. 

I go so far, l\1r. President, as to say that if the preponderance 
of evidence was against the right of a l\Iember to his seat the 
Senate would be justified in acting upon that preponderance. 
With the Senator's permission I will state the case as it oc
curred, and upon which I made this statement. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I am perfectly willing, but I think we all 
remember that case. 

Mr. BAILEY. The committees were announced, and the Sen
ator in question was not assigned to any committee. I rose to a 
question affecting the privileges of the Senate, and even if I 
did not state it that way that is exactly what was involved. I 
declared that it was not competent for the Senate to organize 
itself and appoint its committees and ignore any man who sat 
here as a Senator from any State. The answer was made that 
the Senator in question was under an indictment. I 1;eplied 
that that was all the more reason, for the sake of the Senator's 
constituents, for the sake of the country, and for the sake of 
the Senate itself, that the matter should be disposed of and the 
Senator r elieved from this discrimination or the Senate re
lieved from his presence. It was in that connection that I 
declared the rule under which the Senate proceeds is a different 
rule from that under which the court proceeds. 

I beg pardon of the Senator for having interrupted the con
tinuity of his thought. .As I said, I was engaged about the 
business of the Senate elsewhere, but I wanted this to appear 
in its proper place. I apologize to the Senator for interrupting 
him. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. Mr. Pre ident, as 
the Senators who were here will remember, I read this state! 
ment from the Senator ft·om Texas after I had read the law as 
given in the most creditable textbooks and also as stated by 
Justice Daniels in the famous Kerr case in New York as to what 
constitutes bribery and the sufficiency of the testimony thereof. 

mittee when they came to speak upon the question-not now 
at least. The committee's report itself says that at least four 
members confess to being bribed. 

But, l\Ir. President, let us examine the evidence, not taking 
advantage of this admission of the committee. To my mind the 
evidence is as clear on reading the cold record as it was to the 
Senator from Tennessee, a member of the subcommittee who 
heard the witnesses, who himself examined some of them with 
his customary skill and directness. 

I have not been able to understand how any Senator possibly 
could conclude that no bribery had been proved here. I do not 
quarrel with anybody who does so conclude; but I sipiply can 
not understand it. I do understand the influence of ingenious 
argument and pathetic appeal and the effects of a mellow 
voice, expressing touching sentiments. But I remember what 
is said in the l\Ierchant of Venice: 

The world is still deceived with ornament. 
In law, what plea so tainted and corrupt 
But, being seasoned with a gracious voice, 
Obscures the s~ow of evil? 

So let us, as judges, reluctant to discharge a disagreeable 
duty and yet bound to do it for all that, examine this testimony. 

I shall begin, Mr. President, with the Illinois Senate. The 
bribe taker to whom I shall refer is Senator Holstlaw. Holst
law swears that his fellow senator, Broderick, the Chicago 
saloon keeper, told him when he asked him how he was going to 
vote, that there wa:s $2,500 in it for him if he voted for the sit
ting Member. Again I repeat that, if I misstate any of this testi
mony or forget any of it, I trust some Senator will correct me 
at the time. 

Ho1stJaw testified : 
He said to me, " LORDIER is going to be elected to-morrow," and be 

said .. There is $2,500 for you if you want to vote that way." Now, 
that' is what I have said here. 

Later on I shall read the statement that he signed, which 
was prepared for him by his own lawyers, recommended to 
him by the sheriff, which he declares he signed because it was 
true and because he owed a duty to make it. 

Mr. President, in this statement, which I think I might as 
well, perhaps, read now-the statement is about two trans
act1ons, one in reference to the election bribery and the other in 
reference to the furniture deal: 

Q. Who talked to you on that subject, and what was said? 
A. Senator Broderick, of Chicago. He said to me: "Mr. LORIMER is 

~oing to be elected to-morrow "-that is as well as I remember the 
date, and he said, "There is $2,500 for you if you want to <Vote that 
tcay,'' and the next morning I voted for him. 

Q. Did you tell ~fr. Broderick that you would vote for Mr. LonI
MER? 

" I RECEIVED $2,500." 

A. I do not know whether I did or not, but I think I did. 

Ile afterwards said that he did this before--Mr. President, the Senator makes the distinction between a · "fy" Q . Did you afterwards receive any money from Mr. Broderick, and if 
case JUStl mg expulsion and a case in-volving the validity of an you did, when and where was that?-A. I recei1:ea $2,500 in his office at 
election. The result of both is the same. In either case it one time, and I do not know whether I received the other at the same 
affects the seat, but in the first case it is purely personal; in time or not, but I rather think it was at another time I rnceived about 
th d "t b · 1 b · h $700; I think it was about that. e secon case 1 may e IIDpersona , ecause it goes to t e Q. What was the $2,500 fol"?--A. It was for -i:oting fof" LORIMER. 
\alidity of the election. Q. And what was the $700 for ?-A. Well, he never said, and I did not 

Therefore, I will read again the statement from the Senator, ask him. He said there was that much coming to me and handed it 

b t ill I •t t h S f to me ; that is all that was said about it. u w eave 1 o t e enate whether, i he stated the rule Q. Do you know of any other matter connected with legislative 
accurately, in a case of personal misconduct justifying an ex- bribery during the last session of the legislature that you now recall?
pulsion, the same statement does not apply with infinitely more A. I do not. 
f This statement is made voluntarily, because I feel it is right to make 
orce where we are trying the validity of an election. it and 1 do not feel that I can l ii:e an honest life 1cithout mal:!ng 

The rule is dill'erent here from that which prevails in the courts. a f itll disclosure of the truth respect ing these matters to the public 
There, as a safeguard for the liberty of the citizen, he must have his J autho1·ity. 
guilt established beyond a reasonable doubt; ll ere the n1le ought to be II t tifi l\I. p. "d t th t thin "d t h " 
that he must free himself f r om all appearnnce of icrongdoing beyond e es es, I. res1 ~n ' a no g was sa1 o im 
1·easo11able doubt. about testifying as to his voting for the sitting .Member as an in-

III. THE EVIDENCE. ducement to sign this statement; but he does say that the indict-
BRIBERY CONFESSED. ment against him would be quashed if he (Holstlaw) "told tlze 

l\Ir. President, I now come to the evidence. Waiving aside, truth;" that he signed the statement because it was the truth. 
for the purposes of this case, the decisions I have read from He further says nothing induced him to sign this paper which 

was not true; that the paper was true. 
the English courts, dismissing from our minds all that those So much for that, l\Ir. President. Then on the 16th of Jrine-
great authorities, both in courts of England and in Parliament and here is a very queer circumstance if all this is a vast ." con
itself afford us, except only the light they give to us as to how 
we should approach this matter, the spirit in which we should spiracy" against the sitting l\Iember-Holstlaw goes to Chicago. 

He says he goes there in answer to a letter which he received 
administer it, let us apply the evidence to committee precedents from Broderick calling him there. He comes in at the Illinois 
or committee utterances heretofore. Central Station. He goes one mile and a half from that station 

That evidence shows, as the Senator from Tennessee, a mem-
ber of the subcommittee that took the testimony, declares, that over the bridge to Broderick's saloon, which is on the West Side. 

He had never been at Broderick's saloon before; he did not 
at least seven of these votes were corrupt. .As to four of them frequent saloons. There, he testifies, Broderick gave him $2,500 
the committee's report itself says: in currency. 

Foiw members of the general assembly which elected 1\lr. LORIMER If H 1 t1 , t t' · t t B od · k · d 
t estified to receiving nionev as a consideratio1~ for their votes. The o s aw s es imony IS no rue, poor r er1c. is eserv-
members who thus confessed their own infamy were Charles A. White, ing of our sympathy more than any . man any of us ever heard 
Michael Link, H. J. C. Beckemeyer, and Daniel W. Holstlaw. of. If Holstlaw's testimony is not true, Broderick is the victim 

I will not call attention to the divergencies between the com- of a tangle of circumstances which nothing but a devilish and 
mittee's report and the speeches of the members of the com- 1 malign fate ever could surround a man with. 
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What did Holstlaw do after he got this $2,500? Well, Mr. 
President, he was a banker, and so immediately he went to the 
bank and deposited this $2,500 to the account of his home 
bank. His home was a little town in southern Illinois, over 250 
miles from Chicago. Has anybody denied that he deposited that 
money? Not until the other day. 

THE $2,500 BRIBE IMMEDIATELY DEPOS ITED I:'.'f B ANK. 

Does the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER] believe that 
Mr. Holstlaw did not deposit that $2,500? If he did deposit it, 
where did he get it? He said he got it from Broderick. Cer
tainly he would not make the trip of more than 250 miles from 
his home town carrying currency amounting to $2,500 in his 
pocket in order to deposit it in a bank in Chicago, when he 
could as well have made the deposit by exchange. 

So not only, Mr. President, do we have the confession of Holst
law under oath to having received a bribe, but we trace the 
exact amount of the first installment of the bribe money into 
the place he deposited it. The law of .evidence in bribery 
requires no higher proof than that-the confession of having 
received the corrupt money and the exact amount of the corrupt 
money personally deposited to the account of his banlc the same 
day he got it. 

It has been said that there is no proof of this. What proof 
of it is there? First, Holstlaw himself swears he deposited it· 
second, Newton, the chief clerk of the bank, swears he personally 
received it from Holstlaw. But that is 'not all. The bank's de
posit slip itself was produced, the one which has here been de
nounced as a forgery. To that element of the case I shall come 
in a moment. 

It was stated, Mr. President, that the so-called" prosecution" 
should have called for the books of the bank. Well, why did 
not the committee itself call for the books of the bank? Why 
did not the attorney for the sitting l\Iember call for the books of 
the bank? 

Because they believed this deposit had been made. Holstla w 
had testified that it had been made; the chief clerk of the 
bank, who had no motive for committing perjury, testified 
that it had been made; the deposit slip showed that it ha.d 
been made; and of course the subcommittee believed that it 
had been made and so did the attorney for the sitting Mem
ber. Otherwise the books of the bank would have been called 
for; and they were not called for only because the subcommittee 
and the sitting Member's own attorney believed that the $2,500 
deposit had been made and we know it was made. 

"FORGE RY " O.F DEPOSIT SLIP. 

Does not every Senator here know that that deposit had 
been made? Well, if it was made, then why was it necessary 
for the Senator from Texas the other day to call the bank's 
deposit slip a "forgery?" E'Vidently, Mr. President, the tracing 
of this $2,500 in Holstlaw's hands on the day he said he had 
received it and on the day it is admitted he was at Broderick's 
saloon, where he said he got it-the tracing of that to the bank 
where he said he deposited it-was believed by those who are 
upholding this election to be a fatal weakness to their defense. 

Otherwise, certainly the charge of forgery of the bank's de
posit slip would not have been made. The deposit slip was de
nounced as a forgery upon the ground that the reply brief of 
counsel for the Chicago Tribune had said that it was signed in 
Holstlaw's name. 

Because a lawyer made a mistake in a brief is that sufficient 
ground to charge that a deposit slip issued by a reputable and 
creclitable bank is a "forgery?" Unthinkable, and yet it was 
done. Why? The charge of "forgery" would not have been 
made if it was not thought necessary to deny the deposit of 
this $2,500. 

What was the motive of the "forgery" of this deposit slip, 
Mr. President, if any existed? And who committed this alleged 
" forgery? " A man without a motive, the chief clerk of the 
bank, swears that he himself received the money; the man who 
deposited it swears that he deposited it there. What good, then, 
would the "forgery" do? Desperate must be the case that 
requires an attack like that. 

It was stated by the Senator from Texas-though he has not 
reproduced it in his printed remarks in the RECORD, and I think 
it is to the credit of the Senator that he struck that out-that 
Gov. Deneen was a stockholder in the bank. This, mind you, 
in connection with the charge of "forgery." What has that to 
do with it? 

I s the fact that Gov. Deneen held stock in that bank ground 
for charging the "forgery" of the bank's deposit slip? If not, 
why mention him in that connection? Yet I read in the Chi
cago public print which defends the sitting Senator that that 
statement was made; and, of course, we lmow it was made, 
because we all heard it. 

So I suppose there will be no more question about the "forgery" 
of the deposit slip. There was no motive for forgery. Nobody 
has shown who committed forgery. On the contrary, the Sena
tor from Iowa [l\fr. CUMMINS] produced an affidavit of the 
chief clerk of the bank, who swore he received the money him
self and that he had 'lnade out the deposit slip. So we know 
who made out the deposit slip. 

THE BOOKS OF THE BANK. 

But, 1\Ir. President, it has been said that the books of the 
bank should have been produced. Since one affidavit has been 
put in I thought it was advisable to get another affidavit upon 
that point. It is the affidavit of this same Jarvis 0. Newton, 
who received this deposit. He says, under oath: 

That he now is and for many years continuously last past has been, 
and on June 16, 1909, was the chief clerk of the St»te Bank of Chi
cago; tha t he is the same Jarvis 0. Newton who has heretofore made 
an affidavit, to which affidavit was attached a certain deposit slip 
da ted June 16, 1909, showing a deposit of $2,500 of "Holstlaw Bank, 
of Iuka, Ill.; " that upon the face of said deposit slip appears by 
rubber stamp the words and figures, " Note, June 16, 1909, teller ; " that 
said stamp simply indicates that the note teller acted as a receiving 
teller of said $2,500; that it was said note teller, acting as such re
ceiving t eller, who caused said sum to be placed to the credit of tbe 
Hols tlaw Ba nk upon the ledger ac(fOunt of said Holstlaw Bank in the 
State Bank of Chicago after th.is a-ffiant had 1·eceiv ea said. stim of 
$£,500 f rom, D ." W. Holstla io on said June 16, 1909 . .A.ND IIA.D UADE OUT 
T HE DEP OS IT SLIP IN QUESTION, and had delivered said sum ot $2,500, 
togetbe1· with said deposit slip, to said note teller acting as such receiv
ing teller as aforesaid; that said--

Now, here is the question about the books-
Tha t said $2,500 deposit was placed to the credlt of said Holstlaw 

Bank, of Iuka, Ill., on the books of the State Ban-k of Ch·icago 011 
J une 16, 1909, as a 1·egular deposi t , and appears upon the ledger accomit 
of saicl H olstlato Bank i n said State Bank of Chicago as a1~ ite1n of 
deposit made on June 16, 1909; t hat said entry w as t·egularly made i1' 
due co1trse of business of sai d ban k. Further antant sai th not. 

So, l\fr. President, that matter is cleared up. Holstlaw swears 
that he got the money and deposited it in the bank; Newton, 
the chief clerk of the bank, swears that he himself received it 
from Holstlaw in bills of large denomination; the bank's de
posit slip, which has been challenged here as a "forgery," is 
clearly genuine; and, finally, the affidavit of an officer of the 
bank that the entry regularly appears on the books of the bank. 
Of course, the subcommitt.ee did not ask for the books. The sub
committee believed Holstla w deposited that money there. I will 
ask the Senator fi·om Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTEJJ.] if he did not 
believe he did. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I will say, Mr. President, in response to the 
Senator's question, which seems to be directe<l at me, that, 
assuming Holstlaw did deposit that money, there is absolutely 
no evidence that he got it from John Broderick. If the Sena tor 
should call at my office to-day and go down town an hour after
wards and deposit money, it would be no evidence of the fact 
that he got it from me. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that is not the question I am asking. 
What I asked the Senator was, whether the subcommittee did 
not believe that the deposit was made by Holstlaw on that day? 

l\Ir. P .A.YNTER. The Senator has asked me what seven men 
believed. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Well, what the Senator believes, and if 
it is disagreeable to the Senator, I will withdraw the question. 

Ur. PAYNTER. I do not recall that I have heard in private 
conversation a single member of the committee express an opin· 
ion upon that particular matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is not agreeable to the Senator, I 
will withdraw the question. 

l\Ir. PAYNTER. I discussed the question entirely from the 
point of view that if Holstla w did deposit the money there, it 
was no eYidence that he got it from John Broderick. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That I will try to take up; but the fact 
is that of course the subcommittee believed that money had 
been deposited there, believed the deposit slip was genuine, be
lieved the testimony of the chief clerk, believed the testimony 
of Holstlaw that he made the deposit; or else the subcommit
tee, composed of eminent lawyers, would of course have asked 
for the books of the bank. And so did the attorney for the 
sitting Member also believe that that deposit was made, or 
otherwise he would have asked the committee to compel the 
bank to produce the books and papers. 

WHEilE BUT FROM BRODERICK DID HOLSTLA w GET THE $ 2,500? 

Where did Holstlaw get that money if he did not get it from 
Broderick? Did he come more than 250 miles in summer, over 
the hot prairies of Illinois, carrying $2,500 in bills of large de
nomination in his pocket in order to deposit it in a Chicag(. 
bank? Most extraordinary state of intellect that would do that. 
If he wanted to deposit that money from his home, why did not 
he do as all banks do in the conduct of their business, do it in 
the ordinary course of exchange? Where did he get it? He 
tells where he got it.. 
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Mr. p .AYNTER. Mr. President-- ment against him for perjury was. dismissed. When you take 
The VICE PRESIDEN'l'. Does the Senator from Indiana those circumstances altogether is it possible for the Senator 

yield to the Senator from Kentucky? from Indiana to infer that the indictment for perjury was not 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. dismissed by reason of the fact that he made this statement? 
Mr. PAYNTER. I do not want to interrupt the Senator, but Is there any other conclusion? 

he is asking me a question. ALLEGED "CONSPIRACY,, AGAINST SITTING MEMBER . 

.According to this record he got $1,500 from some furniture Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not have to infer. I have the testi-
company as a bribe. · mony itself, which I will read in a moment. But before I do 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. When? read it I want to ask my friend, the Senator from Kentucky, 
Mr. PAYNTER. Some time during the se;:;sion of the legis- this question: Does he think that this "conspiracy" which is 

latUI"e as appears from this record. He swore he committed alleged to have gotten up this case, also included a firm of 
perjm?y in reference to that matter. There is no controversy attorneys down at Springfield, the sheriff of Sangamon County, 
upon that question. . the State's attorney of Sangamon County as well as the State's 

Now, if he was so thrifty as all that in the great city of Chi- attorneys and officers of justice of Cook County, Ill.? Did it 
cago, with perhaps many enterprises upon his hands, because he include everybody? Was everybody at work to forward this 
confessed be was as corrupt as a man could be, I would n9t under- "conspiracy," including the officers of justice of at least three 
take to say from whom be migb t have 'got $2,500 and deposited counties in Illinois-sheriffs and all? 
it there. But I do say that a man who confesses that he had Mr. p .AYNTER. I shall be very glad to answer the Senator's 
been guilty of bribery in connection with another transaction, question. 
who confesses that he made this statement to involve LORIMER :Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will be very glad to have it. 
in this matter to get rid of that-- Mr. PAYNTER. To repeat myself to some extent. this man 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, he does not make that statement. was indicted for a transaction entirely distinct and separate 
Mr. PAYNTER. Is not worthy of belief; and independent from this senatorial election. You concede that, do you not? 

of any other testimony, I would not convict anybody upon his Mr. BEVEIUDGE. I concede what the record shows; noth-
testimony. ing more. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator must not get away from Mr. PAYNTER. It is a fact. 
the issue. l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do not know whether it is a fact or not. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I am not. Mr. PAYNTER. Let me finish. In order to get rid of the in-
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In the first place the Senator says that dictment for that transaction, he made this statement. 

a man who would confess to having been guilty of perjury or Mr. BEVERIDGE. Stop right there--
lilribery in one cas~, he would not believe if he confessed to the Mr. p .AYNTER. Following that, did he not make that state-
same thing in another case. I do not want to misstate his ment? 
statement. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Stop right there. See what he did say. 

:Mr. PAYNTER. Ob, no. .!\Ir. PAYNTER. .Answer my question. 
Mr. BF1VERIDGE. What was your second statement? Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I will read the record and let the 
Mr. PAYNTER. I say that if a man would accept a bribe record answer the Senator. If I make any mistake I want the 

and then commit perjury in order to get rid of the charge I Senntor to point it out. 
against him-- . · Mr. PAYNTER. If the Senator will permit me, I will answer 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator says that Holstlaw made his question. · 
this statement, and he says he made it in order to get rid of Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will you let me r.ead right here what is • 
the indictment. in the record? Let us see what the record itself discloses. 

Now, then, we will read what Holstlaw did say, and then we Mr. PAYNTER. The interruption makes it necessary to re-
will come back to the engaging question whether he got the peat my statement in order to get before the Senate the exa(!t 
money. I think I will satisfy the Sen~tor where he got the facts. -
money:. Here was a man indicted for perjury committed in connection 

1\.Ir. FRAZIER. Mr. President-- with a furniture transaction. He was indicted the day he testi-
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana fled in regard to it. Then after he signed this statement-the 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? day following the signing of the statement-that indictment 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. against him for a transaction in which he confessed he was 
Mr. FRAZIER. .As I recall it, the only evidence in this guilty of perjury was dismissed. For .what purpose? That he 

record that Mr. Holstlaw was bribed with respect to the fur- would make this statement incriminating, or attempting to in-
niture transaction is the testimony of l\fr. Holstlaw himself. criminate, LORIMER or his friends. There is but one conclusion 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. to be drawn from it, and that is that he was indicted in Spring-
Mr. FRAZIER. If the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYN- field for that offense, a distinct offense, and the State's attorney 

TER] states that he was bribed with respect to the furniture there preferred to prosecute this case against Mr. LORIMER 
transaction, he believes him with respect to that, of course, rather than to prosecute the charge of perjury against this man 
and it is in the same evidence that he says he was bribed with for which he stood indicted. 
respect to this matter. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, it is the Senator's theory--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. . Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator can draw his own conclusion. 
Mr. FRAZIER. Yet the Senator from Kentucky refuses to It is perfectly manifest that the State's attorney preferred to. 

believe him with respect to that. obtain evidence against him upon the charge against LoRIMER 
1\fr. PAYNTER. It is always very important when a gentle- rather than convict Holstlaw on the charge where he had the 

man makes a statement to tell all the facts in order that they proof positive against him. . 
may be correctly judged. 1\fr. BEVERIDGE. First, the question is not what was the 

Holstlaw was indicted-there is a record of that fact-for motive of the State's attorney of Sangamon County. The ques
this bribery. He admits that he testified on the 29th, I think tion is, What was the truth? The question is, Did Holstlaw 
it was, of a certain month, and on the same day was indicted state the truth when he said that he got this money from Brod
for perjury committed at that time, and on the next day, I erick, when be recounted the conv~rsation with Broderick, when _ 
think it was-I am speaking now without having the record he said he deposited it in the bank, which is corroborated by the 
before me. c:hief clerk of the bank, by the deposit slip and by the bank's 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. We will read the record. books? That is tlie question. .As one of the attorn~ys, I think · 
Mr. PAYNTER. The next day he entered into this contract for the sitting Member, said, "We are not investigating the 

by which he was to make this charge against LoRIMER, and in State attorney's office of Cook County." 
consideration of that, as I am justified in inferring from the While I do not want to take time or encumber the RECORD, I 
statement in the record, the indictment against him was dis- have here just at this moment, and I will read, what Holstlaw 
missed. • said about this paper: 

l\ir. BEVERIDGE. Where does the Senator find anything in noLsTLAw's FIRST coNFEssroN. 
this record that he made a contract against the sitting Member? Q. Who drew that paper, Mr. Holstlaw, the paper shown you yester-

Mr. PAYNTER. He did this-- ·day?-A. I~ was. Mr. Fitzgerald, Lawyer Fitzgerald, and his partner. 
-rn ill d th t t• Q. Mr. Gillespie ?-A. Yes, sir. Mr. BEVERIDG.ci. I w .rea e es imony. Q. They are partners, Gillespie and Fitzgerald ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PAYNTER. In speakmg of the attorney. It was the He is under cross-examination now by the attorney for the 
attorney su_ggested by the s~eriff of that c?ur1ty. He had not sitting Member. 
emploY:ed _him, as I rec<;illect .1t, to defei;id h~ at a~. The .man Q. They practice law in Springfield, Ill. ?-A. Yes, sir. 
stood mdicted for perJury m connection with this furmture Q. One of them was attorney for the insurance commission for the 
transaction. The day after this statement was made the indict- State of Illinois, wasn't he? 

/ 
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Then there is an objection. 
A. That I don't know. 
There are so many objections in here it is hard to follow it. 
J'udge HANECY. How did these gentlemen come to you to draw that 

paper ?-A. They were recommended to me by the sherur. 
Is the sheriff in the "conspiracy?" Were these attorneys, 

who were sworn to honorably deal with their clients, in the 
"conspiracy?" Was the State's attorney of Sangamon County 
in the "conspiracy," which also embraced the State attorney's 
office of Chicago? It looks as though the officers of justice were 
in a pretty wide conspiracy-nobody innocent it appears but the 
sitting Member. .And he-well, he is an " inspiration" to 
American youth, the Senator from Texas assures us. 

A. They were recommended to me by the sherlJr. 
' Q. By the sheriff ?-A. By the sherltr. 

Q. Ot your county?-A. Yes, sir; ·sangamon County. 
Q. That was the sheriff that had brought you from your home to the 

grand jury?-A. Yes, sir. 
Then there are a lot of objections. 
Judge HANCEY. Who drew that paper, Mr. Holstlaw?-A. Mr. Fitz-

gerald and Mr. Gillespie. 
Q. And when it was prepared, was It presented to you ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. By whom ?-A. By these gentlemen. 
Q. Where ?-A. In their office. 

• • • • • • • 
J'udge HANECY. In Springfield ?-A. Yes, sir; in Sprinifleld. 
Q. On what day ?-A. I think lt was the 29th of May. 
Q. And what was the conversation in relation to it before you signed 

lt?-A. Well, I read it over and--
Q. And--A. And then signed lt. That was my statement. 

th_gk Y;~i:. and then did they have you sworn to it?-A. No, sir; I 

Q. You did not swear to it at the time ?-A. I think not. 
Q. Did anybody say to you or explain to you why you were required 

or requested to sign that statement?-A. No; they did not. 

I hope I am not skipping anything. The record, as Senators 
will notice, is full of interruptions and so-called argument of 
counsel. But I go down as near as I can. It is a very poor 
record. 

Q. Was there any conversation of that ki.nd had before you signed 
· that paper?-A. I tbi.nk there was. 

Senator Bumwws. What is that? 
vofe~e r:r~~~J think there was something said about my having 

Judge HANECY. Was there anything said to y'ou as to what would 
happen to you or the indictment that had been procured against you 
for perjury, if you signed that paper or if you did not sign it?- Did 
they tell you what would happen to you if you did not sign it? 

Senator BURROWS. That question is plain. Read it, Mr. Reporter. 
(Question read.) . 
A. No; I don't think they tow. ni,e iohat would h"'1ppen. to me if I did 

not sign it; I don't thmk they did. 
Q. What did they tell you, i.f anything, as to what would be done l.f 

you did not sign it?-A. Well, I don't remember that they said any
thing about that. 

Q. Did they say the indictment for perjury against you would be 
quashed if you signed it ?-A. They said this-they said 4/ I testifted 
to the truth that the indictment would be quashed. 

Q. The truth on what ?-A. On-well, on the Lorimer vote and also 
the furniture. 

Q. The furniture vote?-A. Yes, sir. 

.And then it goes on, I think irrelevant as to this, until we 
come down to a lot of objections again and so-called argu
ments. 

Q. Why did you sign the paper, the writing shown to you yesterday, 
Mr. Holstlaw?-A. Why did I sign it? 

Q. Yes.-A. Because it was a statement that I had made and it toas 
a true one. 

Judge HANECY. The language was formulated by some one else, by 
those lawyers, and not by you ?-A. Yes, si.r. 

Q. Were the questions put to you that are embodied in that statement 
. and did you make the answers therein embodied ?-A. Well, I read it 

over and then I signed it. 
Q. And it was true, was itf-A. Yes, sir. 

• Q. Did you make it for the purpose of relieving your conscience ?-A. 
Well, I don't believe I did, particularly, but I did it because it was tr·ue 
and I felt that it was mv duty to make a statement to the grand jury. 

Now, then, Senator PAYNTER asked a few questions: 
Q. Upon what day di.d you appear before the grand jury at Spring

field ?-A. Upon the 28th day of May. 
Q. Upon what day was the indictment returned against you for per-

jury for your testimony before ~e grand jury ?-A. The same day. 
Q. The same duy?-A. Yes, rur. . 
Q. Upon what day was this paper signed ?-A. The 29th. 
Q. Upon what day was the indictment dismissed ?-A. The same day, 

the 29th. 
Q. Before or after the paper was signed ?-A. Well, I think It was 

after. 
• • * • • • • 

Senator GAMBLE. How far is your home from here, Mr. Ho1stlaw? 
The WITNESS. It i8 abOtlt !50 miles. 
I think that is perhaps enough. 
The Senator from Kentucky was going to ask me a question. 
l\fr. PAYNTER. The Senator is arguing the question of 

conspiracy by the State's attorney and others at Springfield. 
I do not think in my remarks I made a charge that it was a 
conspiracy. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, others have charged that this 
whole business is a "vile conspiracy" against the sitting Mem-

ber. If so, that "conspiracy". included reputable lawyers, 
State's attorneys, sheriffs, judges on the bench-:everybody, 
nearly, it would appear. 

Mr. PAYNTER. In addition to what I have already said, I 
desire to call the Senator's attention to the question that I 
asked. The Senator, of course, takes the position that it was 
perf~tly legitimate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What? 
Mr. PAYNTER. For the State's attorney to dismiss an in

dictment against this witness for perjury growing out of an 
entirely distinct and separate transaction 1n order to induce him 
to make a statement that wo~'1d tend to incriminate a friend of 
Mr. LoRIMER's. I presume the Senator justifies that course of 
conduct on the part of. the State's attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not concerned in it. The only thing I 
am concerned in is what was the truth of those transactions, and 
I am concerned in the instance the Senator names only so far 
as it would affect the truthfulness of the transaction. I am 
not either praising or criticizing the conduct of those public 
officers. 

l\Ir. PAYNTER. But the Senator--. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, I can turn that on the Senator and 

ask him whether he thinks the State's attorney of Sangamon 
County, as well as the State's attorney and other officers of 
justice elsewhere, all worked together to produce this result. 
The questiou that interests me is whether these confessions are 
true; and that is the only question that should interest any 
Senator. 

Mr. PAYNTER. i: am very glad the Senator bas asked me the 
question. If the State's attorney bad paid Mr. Holstlaw money 
to make this statement, everybody would coocede it was cor
rupt. 

Now, if the same State's attorney will dismiss an indictment 
for perjury against a party in order to obtain testimony against 
LoRIMEB, can you tell me the difference in character between a 
transaction like that and the giving of money tor the testimony, 
so far as a corrupt act goes? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator now is trying the State's at
torney of Sangamon County. 

Mr. PAYNTER. No. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The other day they tried the official con

duct of the State's attorney of Cook County. What we are try. 
ing here is the truth about--

Mr. PAYNTER. But the Senator--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. About the official conduct of these· mem

bers of the legislature. 
Mr. PAYNTER. The Senator turned to me--

THE QUESTION IS NOT THE STERNNESS OF THE OFFICERS OF JUSTICE IN 
ILLINOIS BUT OF BRIBERY IN THIS ELECTION. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator will remember that even the 
attorney for the sitting Member, before the subcommittee, when 
some person was proposing to produce the deputy district at
torney or assistant district attorney, said: "We are not investi
gating the district attorney." That is true. That is not the 
question. The question 1s whether this bribery was committea 
or not. 

Mr. PAYNTER. I did not interrupt the Senator, but he ad-
dressed himself to me and asked me a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. I am glad--
Mr. PAYNTER. It gives me pleasure to try to answer him-
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 
Mr. PAYNTER. In the most satisfactory way I can, at least 

to myself, if not to him and the Senate. So I have character
ized the conduct of the district attorney. To show that my 
statement is correct, I want to read a question that I asked. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. On what page is that? 
Mr. PAYNTER. Page 221, at the bottom of the page. 
Senator PAYNTER. I want to ask you one more question. 
Q. Did you understand trom either District Attorney Burke or any 

officer of the court there, the judge, or this firm of lawyers, that this 
Indictment was to be dismissed against you i.f you sl.gned this paper?-
A. Yes, sir. . 

Q. You understood that?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And that was the agreement between you ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. That talk related, then, to the agreement to induce you to sign 

this paper?-A. Well, I suppose it did in part. 
'J.1hen, further down--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wait a minute; do not skip. 
Mr. BURROWS. A little louder. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE (reading) : 
A. I felt it was a true statement an.a I signed it, and I suppose that 

had something to do with it. . 
Mr. PAYNTER. I am making no question but that he said it 

was a true statement, but the purpose I had was to show the in
ducement which operated on him to make this statement; 
then we can consider whether it was true or not, considering 
the circumstances under which it was obtained. 
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Let me read a little further : 
Q. You were anxious fo get rid of the in~ctment against you?---

A. Ye. sir. 
Q. You were really m<Jre interested in that, were you not, than you 

were interested in signing the statement, which telis the truth, as you 
say ?-A. I W3:S very .much interested in that. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Tbe Senator should have continued. The 
Senator should have read on a little bit further. 

Q. Did the fact that you were indicted, Mr. Holstlaw, or that you 
er in tile l!u:stoiiy of an office1·, or that you wanted to go home, or 

that you might be called before the grand jury, or any other fact or 
circumstance induce you to sign that paper containing, as you now read 
it, any statement that was not true?-A. No, sir.; ft was -true, tlle 
statement that I made. 

Q. Absoiutel_v trueY-A. Yes, sir; U icas. 
Ir. President, let us 'see the preili<!ament that anyone is in 

who says that Holstla.w swore falsely in saying that he g"Ot this 
bribe, that he deposited it, and that he was induced to this per
jury by .a. " conS]_)iracy " which sweeps clear from Chicago down 
to Springfield 1IDd involves the officers of justice in widely 
separated points of the State of Illinois. 

Who is inducing the State's att-0rney of Sangamon County to 
" conspire" agn.inst anybody? Who is inducing his fellow State's 
attorney of Co-0k County to " conspire " .against anybody? Who 
is inducing the sheriff of Sangam-0n County to enter into this 
".conspiracy? " Who has de\ised this gigantic web of evil to 
enmesh a gooo m::rn in its fatal strands-a web that includes in 
its threads officers of justice -of a great State, the governor of 
that 'Commonwealth, all the newspapers but one of the greatest 
city except one in the Nation, and nearly e~ry good influence 
except "Hinky Dink," " M-anny" Abrahams, and other saloon 
keepel'S? . 

Wlm t 1V'ast and hidden power has accomplished all this? 
Di' !ANY "CONSPI'RlilD .,, AGA.lNST THE SITTING MEMBER iN 'THIS MATTER, 

TREY WEllE STUPID "-CONSPIRA:l'OBS.'' 

l\fr. FRAZIER. Mr . . President, will it interrupt the Senato1· 
if I make a suggestion there? · 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. .Certainly not. 
Mr. FRAZIER. If this testimony of 'Senator Hotstla.w was 

false, if it was the result of .a conspiracy, was made up out of 
the whole cloth with a view .of doing Senator LORIMER a great 
injustice, as is now intimated by certain Senators, has it oc
<!un-ed to tb.e Senator that the gentlemen who were engaged in 
that conspiracy were a \ery ignorant or a very stupid set of 
men? 

Would it not have been just as easy for Mr. Holstlaw, if 
he was going to swear falsely or was induced to swear falsely, 
to make up an entirely false story, and to have sworn that :Mr. 
LORIMER himself gave him the $2,5007 Senator LoRIMER could 
not have denied it any more vehemently than Mr. Broderick 
did. Yet if he had sworn that it was a false statement and 
had sworn that Mr. LoRIMER gave him the $2,500, we would 
not be now troubled with the -question as to whether there were 
enough members of the legislature bribed to in"\".alidate his elec
Uon; ·the one would have been sufficient 

As this applies to S-enator Holstlaw, it seems to me it would 
likewise apply to Mr. Link, and Mr. Beckemeyer, and Mr. White. 
If all this thing is made up, if it is all a humbug, 'if it is all a 
conspiracy, why did not those wicked gentlemen who were en
gaged in that conspiracy induce these witnesses who were so 
willing to perjure themselves to swear directly that Mr. LoRIMER 
bribed them -and hence settle the whole question? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Quite so. 
Mr. CRAWFORD. Will th-e Senator from Indiana per

mit me? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I say quite so, and more, and because it 

would have been far easier for Ho1stlaw to have ·s11stained the 
statement that be ·got the money directly from Mr. LORIMER 
rather than from '.Mr. Broderi-ck, for the following additional 
Teasons: There would ha.Ye been a natural excuse for Holstlaw 
-visiting the sitting Member in Chicago, first, because be voted 
for him; second, because they are both bankers; third, because 
he was near the Annex Hotel and the station. 

But in the case of Broderick, his fellow senator, Holstla w 
bad to support the so-called perjury which this so-.ca.Ued '"'con
spiracy" e\olved by actually coming 250 miles from the southern 
pa.rt of the State and going a mile and a half across the town, 
o\er the bridge, into a saloon -Owned by Broderick-, where he 
had ne\er been before and where the testimony shows he had 
no other business whatever, and then come back again and 
deposit $2,5QO in bank. Yes, indeed, the master mind that 
evolved this so-called '~conspiracy T• certainly was muddled 
when that mind did not iix this bribery upon the sitting Member 
instead of upon Broderick. 

Mr. CTIA WFORD. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair}. 

Does the Senator from Indiana yield to th~ Senator from 
'South Dakota? 

l\Ir. 'BEVERIDGE. I do. 
l\fr. ORA WFORD. Just upon this point. I think we all rec

ognize the importance of the testimony, if it be corroborated, of 
Holstla w, Beckemeyer, and Link. I only rtse to ascertain if 
the Senator c-0rroborates this new. I challenged the gentlemen 
who -are attacking the testimony of these three witnesses, and 
it was shrewdly attempted over and over again by counsel in 
examining these witnesses to show that it was made a condi
tion upon which the prosecution against them was dismissed 
that they should testify a certain way. I chn.llenged the gentle
men on the other side to show anywhere in the record were 
l\Ir. Wayman, the State's attorney of Cook County, or his depu
ties or his detectives, or where the State's attorney of Sanga
mon County or any of his assistants, ever undertook to put the 
words in the mouth of either Holstlaw or Link or Beckemeyer 
and claimed, "You must testHy to this as a condition for dis
missing the charges ag.a.inst you." As I. remember it, Judge 
Hanecy undertook ingenuously to get Link to admit that the 
condition was that he must say, "I got a thousand dollars for 
voting for LoRIMER," to get Link to admit that it wn.s necessary 
for him to say that he got a thousand <lollars for voting for 
LORIMER, ·before they would di miss the indictment against him. 
The attempt. was broken clown and absolutely failed, and the 
testimony shows-I think the Senator will agi~e with me and 
.also the Senat01.· from Tennessee [nlr. FRAZIEB]-that the only 
~undition was that these men should tell the truth, a.s the Sen
ator states. I challenge the record for a syllable of testimony 
to the contrary. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senato1· is absolutely accurate. 
Mr. PAYNTER. Mr. President--
Mr . .BEVERIDGE. Pardon me a moment. They did tell 

the truth, unless we believe what we are urged to believe, 
that the State's attorneys of Cook- C.Ounty and of Sangamon 
Dounty were instruments "Of an infa.mous and widespread " con
spiracy " to get these confessed bribe takers to ten the clumsiest 
falsehood ever perpetrated in courts of jllStice or anywhere 
erse. The question ri..s whether they tolit the truth. Did Holst
law .get the money? Did he tell the truth when .he testified 
under oath that he got the money? I do not want to get away 
from Holstlaw for a moment. l am going to come to Broderick 
right away. 

The PRESIDL~G OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi
ana yield to the S€nato.r from Kentucky? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainl.Y. 
Mr. PAYNTER. I do not desire to argue the question 

that is raised by the Senator from .South Dakota in this place, 
because it was covered as completely .as I could do · so in the 
remarks I .made on this question. 

l\Ii:.. BEVERIDGE. I have the Senator's remarks here. I am 
going to refer to them. 

l\Ir. PAYNTER. Just a .moment, if you please. It is asserted 
by the Senator from South Dakota that they were told to tell 
the trnth. Tha-t is true; but they were at the same time told 
what was the truth -as claimed by the district attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was it the truth~ That is the question. 
Mr. PAYNTER. That is a question for the Senate to de

termine. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGlll. Yes, it is for the Senate to decide and 

the Senate alone, uninfluenced by anything but -our oath-bound 
judgment. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Will the Senator permit me there, for 
that is inwo.rta.nt. I would ask the Senator from Kentucky to 
point out a single place where they told these men what they 
claimed was the truth to which they must testify. 

Mr. PAYNTER. It is ,aJJ. through the record, that it was 
claimed they had received money for ·rnting for LORIMER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There is not a. thing in the record ex
cept the statement of Link that they tried to put the statement 
into his mouth. State's Attorney Wayman, of Cook County 
(Chicago), denies Link's theatrical story. Whom are you going 
to trust, the State's attorney of Cook County, the State's 
attorney -0f Sangamon County, or Link! I am corning to the 
-treatment of these poor abused bribe takers by the officers of 
justice of the State of Illinois in a moment. 

Mr. SMITH of Miehigan. l\ir President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from Michigan! 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 

FRAZIER] suggest-ed .a moment ago that if Holstlaw and his asso
ciates were to make this statement out of the whole cloth 
they eould have put it on the Senator from Illinois as easily 
as upon a State senator of Illinois. 

1t1r. BEVERIDGE. More easily. 
Mr. S.l\IITH of Michigan. I desire to remind the Senn.tor 

from Indiana that the testimony will show that Holstlaw was 
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summoned to Chicago by State Senator Broderick, if his testi
mony is to be believed; and that Holstlaw so testified; and that 
Broderick, when he wal:! put upon the stand and asked that par
ticular question, declined to answer on the ground.that it might 
tend to incriminate him if he responded in the affirmative. · So it 
is much more likely, I contend, that this invitation to come to 
Chicago should have been sent by State Senator Broderick 
than it could have been put upon .Mr. LORIMER himself. This 
connecting circumstance would tend to strengthen the conclu
sion that he had been invited there by Mr. Broderick himself, 
whereas in the case of l\lr. LoRIMER there was no evidence at 
all that he had invited them there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, I come to Broderick, 
who admitted that his fellow senator, Holstlaw, visited Senator 
Broderick's saloon the very day that the $2,500 was actually 
placed in the bank by Holstlaw. 

BRODERICK, IF INNOCENT, THEN MOST UNFORTUNATE. 

Now, Mr. President, it is a melancholy duty which I have 
before me-the treatment of this patriot Broderick. For if his 
story is believed and if the theory of the subcommittee is be~ 
lieved, in all the chronicles of ingenious villainy there never was 
such a victim of bad men in the history of the world, a person 
so entitled to our tender sympathy as this good man Senator 
Broderick in his Chicago west-side saloon. 

If you believe the theory that Broderick did not give Holstlaw 
this money, then you must agree that Broderick himself was the 
object of "conspiracy" not only malign and tragic, but so curious 
that it is laughable. 

Look at the net of circumstances that catches poor Senator 
Broderick, the innocent, guileless, Chicago west-side saloonkeeper. 
·Here he was going peacefully to his saloon, a little late that 
day. He goes down and he · finds Holstlaw there, his fellow 
senator. Holstlaw never had been there before. He had come 
up 250 miles from southern Illinois in the heat and sweat and 
dust of a sweltering summer. 

Holstlaw did not know where Broderick's saloon was. But 
be found it. According to Broderick, Holstlaw was so anxious 
to pay a social visit to his fellow senator, that be found that 
west-side saloon. After Holstlaw got to Chicago he went a mile 
and a half on a hot summer day-and we know what that is in 
Chic::igo--out to the patriot Broderick's saloon. 

Holstlaw bad no reason for going, according to Broderick. 
He never went there before. He never frequented saloons. He 
8taved there a half or three-quarters of ati hour, as Broderick 
te tifies. There was little conversation-no business trans
acted, according to Broderick; and then this strange, mysterious 
Holstlaw leaves· and goes a mile and a half back across the 
bridge, deposits $2,500 in the bank in bills of large denomina
tion, and then he accuses Broderick of having paid it to him. 
Awful! Ghoulish! That is, awful" and ghoulish, according to 
the defenders of the sitting Member. 

Now I come to the kind of a man that Broderick is. In the 
first place the members of the subcommittee will tell the Sen
ate, if Sen~tors have not read this record, that the subcommittee 
had vast difficulty in locating Patriot Broderick at all. The Ser
geant at Arms could not produce him. A member of the sub
committee told me that they searched Broderick's house. 

Re WjlS mysteriously missing. Last night, in going over the 
record again, I read that the Sergeant at Arms reported to the 
subcommittee that not only Broderick, but Browne, the " mod
ern Lincoln," as the Senator from Texas would have us regard 
Lee O'Neil Browne, and Wilson, "Jack Pot" Wilson-none of 
these innocents could be located. Poor, hunted "babes in the 
woods," the Sergeant at Arms of the United States Senate 
could not find them. Alas! [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAMBLE. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

BRODERICK THE ELUSIVE. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Uy recollection is very clear upon this propo
sition· I recall it distinctly, and I think I am correct in the 
date, that the subpama was issued for Lee O'Neil Browne be
c11use, as I recall it, the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER] 
and myself had to do with it It was after dinner on Thursday 
night, and as testified to by Brown~, he was .in the city and only 
went to the suburbs, Yet in fiammg headlines the next morn-
ing-- . . 

l\.Ir. BEVERIDGE. The suburbs were far enough for some 
people to lose themselves pretty completely if they wanted to 
do so. Can you imagine a better hiding place than the suburbs 
of Chicago? [Laughter.] 

l\fr. GAMBLE. His testimony is not impeached in that re
gard. Yet in flaming headlines the next morning it was an-

nounced in certain of the papers that Browne practically was 
a fugitive from justice. It was utterly inexcusable--

Mr. BEVERIDG~. Will the ·Senator permit me to ask him 
a question there? 

l\lr. GAMBLE. Wait a moment; let me go on. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; let me ask a question right there. 

Is it not true that the Sergeant at Arms reported to the com
mittee that none of the three could be found? 

Mr. GAMBLE. Yes ; I think you will find that in the record. 
Let me say--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why could everybody else be found? 
1\1r. GAMBLE. Let me say that Broderick was under in

dictment at Springfield; the case was being heard at that time 
under a demurrer. He was there while the committee was in 
session. He returned to Chicago. He did not care to ap
pear before the committee, ~nd he gave this· as his excuse, until 
he had conferred with his attorney; and, as I recall it, and 
as I think the record will disclose, he did appear on Monday 
morning with his attorney. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the record further discloses that 
the committee very obligingly excused him until he could go -
to Springfield and confer with his attorneys on something-~ 

l\1r. GAl\IBLE. Yes; but-- . 
l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. The Senator is demonstrat

ing what I . 8aid a moment ago-thut this man Ilrod0rick, 
throngh unhappy and unfortunate circumstances that he could 
not well explain, aroused the tearful sympathy of all of the 
subcommittee, and the Senator from South Dakota is weeping 
copiously over his condition even yet. [Laughter.] Sad. 

l\Ir. GAMBLE. Not in the slightest degree, Mr. President; 
but I feel, in justice to the subcommittee which took this testi
mony and heard the evidE'nce, that I should make these facts 
plain before the Senate itself. I do not blame .Mr. Broderick 
in refusing to answer certain of those interrogatorfos--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. It is plain that you stand by him-poor, 
abused Saloon-keeper Broderick! Who would not defend him 
if the theory of the Senator from South Dakota and of all those 
who defend this election is correct? 

"MINIO!\S" OF THE LAW. 

l\Ir. GAMBLE. Propounded to him because, on account of 
the minions--

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Minions of the law! 
l\Ir. GAMBLE. That were upon his track and the indictments 

pending against him at Springfield-- · 
. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Poor soul! 
l\fr. GilfBLE. He was justified in so doing. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. He was with his attorney. 
Mr. GilfBL;IJJ. I say the minions. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. "l\;Iinions" of the law! Yes; down with 

the "minions of the law" for hounding these bribe givers and 
bribe takers, says the Senator and the defenders of this election. 

l\fr. GAMBLE. Not the minions of the law, but perhaps some 
of the men who were on the track of De Wolf-detectives who 
represented that they were out there in behalf of the committee, 
when they were never so authorized. . 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Well, l\fr. President, the Senator's de
nunciation of the officers of justice--

1\fr. GilIBLE. I do not--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. He has told us as his defense of Brod-

erick-- · 
l\Ir. GAMBLE. l\Ir. President, no, no. Will the Senator quote 

me correctly? I said the detectives. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said "minions." 
l\Ir. GAMBLE. Not officers of the law. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Then you excuse the " minions of the 

law." You have no complaint to make of the State's attorney 
of Chicago. But down with detectives, at least those who hunt 
down crime-especially crime against the American Govern
ment. · 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have put in the record my judgment on that 
matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator mind repeating it? I 
should like to hear it. 

Mr. GilIBLE. I do not think that I particularly compli-
mented the officers of Cook County; 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Or of Sangamon County. 
l\Ir. GAMBLE. I never made criticism of them. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. A.bout Holstlaw. 
l\fr. GilIBLE. I never made any criticism of the district 

attorney. The only criticism I did. make upon Holstlaw was 
that he went before the grand jury and was indicted for perjury. 
He claimed that on that same day this detective had been fol
lowing him. The indictment was dismissed. I let the record 
speak for itself. 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. The question is whether in that state- committee, who are the' servants of this body, to ten us whether 

ment he told the· truth. they insisted on his answering the que tions? They could 
Mr. GAMBLE. That is the sole proposition. have done that at least; could they not? 

"1 REFUSE To ANSWER." Mr. GAMBLE. I think, l\Ir. President, the statement was 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator has most fortunately, with- fully made as representing the committee by the senior Senator 

out any intention of his own, directed the attention of the from Kentucky [.Mr. PAYNTER], as to the law of the case. 
Sen.ate to the very next point which logically comes, and that, Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have also got what he . ays. 
I think, will dispo e of l\lr. Broderick. · Mr. GilIBLE. It was the undeTstanding of the committee 

Now, I want to claim the attention of the Senate-for it does that where there was a refu al to answer the witness mu t take 
so illumine this case and the view of the subcommitte.e--to the his O\\Il. chances and assume the re ponsibility, and that the 
statement of the Senator from South Dakota [.Mr. GAMBLE] committee, to enforce an answer, must ham ap111ie<I to the Sen
that he does not blame Brodericl;; for not answering certain ate itself. 
questions. I hope you will not forget that statement. What Mr. BEVERIDGE. But the Senator and th ubcommiUee 
were those questions? Let us read them. I read fTom page 551: did not even urge Broderick to answer; they wmino-ly let llim 

Q. You bad no business relations with him--A. No, sir. refuse to answer, and the Senator has just told us that be did 
Q. (Continuing.) That would bring you together at all?-~ No sir not blame him for not answering. · 
Q. Did you ever write to him to call on you? • · ' · Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President--
Mr. DAwso~ (Broderick's attorney). I object to the question, and ... fr·. BEVERIDGE.· NO''", do not take up too lllUCh of my 

Mr. Brode.rick, 1 advise you not to answer it. ' .1., ,. 

The 'VITNESS. I 1·etuso to answc.r-- · time.. 
I will now read a eries of questions which this man Broder- 1 will read the statute, l\fr. President. Here \Y~1 s a man. with 

ick refused to answer as to which the Senator specifica.lly ex- a perfect legal genius as his counsel, before a subcommittee, 
culpates him. Every one of these answers-- which have defended him on this floor with pa sioll!l te i:i~ist-

Mr. GAMBLE rose. ence; and be refused to answer the questions whiEi I illll ~o ing 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Wait a minute. Let me get through. to read in a moment, because he would " incriminate him~elf." 

Every one of these answers wo,uld have been. as. to something And yet here is the statute of the Untted States expressly ex
on which 7u3 could be contradicted, and he answered everything empting him fTom any consequences for any testimony he gave 
1.tpon. iohich he could not be contradicted. More than that, before a committee of this body or any committee of Congress 
Mr. President-and this is what amazes me-he refuEed to and expressly protecting him. 
answer, and the subcommittee permitted him to do so upon Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. President--
the ground ~t he might inGriminate or injure himself, when .Mr. BEVERIDGE. He \\as not in the least danger, and the 
the subcommittee should have known that he was absolutely record does not show that the committee even suggested that 
in no dangeT. He was protected by the statutes of the United to him. 
States giving him immunity for anything he might state to the 1\fr. GAMBLE. Mr. Presid~t. that law was very plain. It 
Senate's committee. was before the subcommittee and was thoroughly understood 

Mr. GAMBLE. But, Mr. President, the only com·se left to by every member of the subcommittee. 
the subcommittee would have been to have reported these facts Mr. BEVERIDGE. So much the worse. There is no excuse 
to the Senate and ha-rn taken directions from the Senate. They for you then. The committee said nothing about the ~tatute. 
could not compel answers. - · That being trne, why did you not insist on his testifying when 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator did not want to go to that he refu ed to testify on the ground that he would incriminate 
trouble~ and did not want to bother us. himself? 'l'hen it would have been time for you to have said, 

Ur. GAMBLE. The Senate was not in session. This hearing " We must consider whether we shall appeal to Congress; ' but, 
was had in September and the first part of October, and the as n matter of fact, yon not only let him refuse to answer, bnt 
Senate was not in session until December. it is not qllite 10 minutes since the Senator hims-elf said he did 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why did yon not try it? You did not not blame him for not answering. 
try it; you did not try to force him. Mr. GAMBLE. Because, Mr. President, he was within his 

Mi·. GAMBLE. We did not presume to .call a special session rights under the law, and he assumed the respons1bility of fail-
of Congress for that purpose. ing to answer. To coerce or compel answers. we would have 
Mr~ BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator bas said tllat he justified been obliged to have app1ied to the Senate itself, which was not 

this mun in not answering. then in session. 
Mr. GA1'1BLE. Hold on. Ur. B'EVERIDGE. Why that is idle, because the Senator did 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. You said you did not blame him. I not try to coerce him. • 
Mr. GAMBLE. Let ns be fair to each other, .Mr. President Mr. GMIBLE. Because he was there with his attorney and 

in this. ' undei~ the law. 
l\.Ir. BEVERIDGE. I want to be fair to everyone-especially Ur. BEVERIDGE. He was there with his attorney-after 

to the people. awhile, but he was not there for a good while. And his at-
l\lr. GAMBLE. I do say that in certain respects I did justify torney was at his side every minute. 

him, but not in all respects. Let us see, Mr. President, what these things are that the 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Name the respects. Senator from South Dakota most obligingly says he does not 
l\lr. GAl\IBLE.. I recall that the question was asked l\lr. blame -him for not answering. I beg the indulgence of the Sen-

Broderick-- ate while I read these few questions. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am going to read it_ Mr. ORA WFORD. Will the Senator : from Indiana. permit 
lUr. GAMBLE. When Holstla.w was there, who else was in me there? 

the. saloon? Now, Ur. President, I will give the reasons for my Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I wil1. 
belief. Mr. ORA WFORD. As I remember it, ·Mr. Robert E. Wilson 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; give your belief. another similai· witness, testified Tight here in the city of 
Mr. GAMBLE. I will give the reasons for my belief. Washington, perhaps under the dome of this Capitol, and at a 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It needs them.. time when Congress was in session, or near the time when 

THE suBco~1MITTEE's rosrnoN. Congress was in session, that he claimed a similar privilege, and 
l\lr. GAMBLE. Mr. President,. with the b·emendous pressure apparently he was protected in claiming it. 

of this case before it ever reached the Senate of the United Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, you must remember that poor 
States, with special agents, representatives, and detectives em- Wilson-" Jack Pot Wilson "-was suffering from nervous pros
ployed by the Chicago Tribune practically traversing the entire tration because of two weeks' campaign, and had to go to 
State of Illinois to dig up and find evidence, if they succeeded Canada for nervous prostration, sh·angely enough, just at the 
in disclosing the names of these men there present, I feel con- time the subcommittee was sitting. 
ti.dent l\fr. Broderick thought that when the trial came on these THE rncannNATING QUESTIONS. 

men who were then present would be fonnd to be missing or 
out of the jurisdiction of the State. When I came to the case of Wilson the Senate will find it a 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Think of that, .Mr. President, as an ex- more lachrymose case than the case of Broderick; but now, 
cuse for Broderick refusing to answer, when Broderick himself let ns see what these questions weTe that this man Broderick 
stated that the reason he refused to answer was because if he refused to answer-questions which the subcommittee per
answered be might incriminate himsel:t ! · mitted him to decline · to answer; questions which the Senato.r 

l\Ir. President, the Senator said the only recourse would have from South Dakota, l\Ir. GAMBLE, says he does not blame Brod
been to have appealed to Congress. That is a change of position erick for not answering. I read from page 557: 
on the part of the committee; but not the only one, as I will Q. Mr. Broderick, did you ever have any occasion to write to Mr 

Show before I am through. I will ask t.he Senator and the sub- D. W. Holstlaw in tbe month of August to call upon you ?-A. I refuse to ansicer on the same ground as I said before. 
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I should be glad if Senators would remember that. Why 
would he refuse to say whether or not he wrote Holstlaw? 
Holstlaw already had said that he could not find the letter. 
Why, Mr. President, it was because Broderick knew that he 
had written the letter, and that that letter might turn up. Is 
there any other reason? · 

Mr. GAMBLE. !\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indi

ana yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
. l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
l\.Ir. GAMBLE. I will repeat to the Senator that I said I 

justified l\Ir. Broderick in declining to reply to certain of those 
interrogatories. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. You did not justify--
1\fr. GAMBLE. But not to all. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not to this one, · then? You did not jus

tify him as to this one? Check one, then, that the Senator does 
not justify. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I was not his attorney or responsible for his 
answers. , 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am sure the Senator was not his attor
ney; it was not the Senator's business to be anybody's attor
ney but that of the people of the United States. 

Now, let us get back to Mr. Broderick. One question . the 
Senator does not justify: 

Q. On what ground ?-A. On the same ground as I stated before. 
Q. On what ground do you refer to ?-A. That I might be compelled 

to give testimony against myself. 

That is, if Broderick answered whether he wrote Holstlaw to 
come to Chicago, Broderick feared he would " incriminate him
self." Holstlaw says Broderick did write him, and that is the 
reason Holstlaw came. Holstlaw actually was there. Now, 
Broderick says that if he answers that question yes or no he 
would be giving evidence that might incriminate himself. I 
wish Senators would consider that: Now, again: 

Q. Mr. Broderick, when did Mr. Holstlaw come to see you ?-A. Well 
I don't exactly remember the date, but he was in my place when i 
came in there. · 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. Had he come in response to any invitation from you 
to him ?-A. I refuse to ansioe1·. 

Now, does the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE], 
a member of the subcommittee, justify that? 

l\fr. GAMBLE. I am not here as the attorney in the case 
for Broderick. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no. 
Mr. GAMBLE. Nor am I here to defend him. He was 

taking, as I say, his own responsibility. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, we are trying to develop this case 

and whether Broderick gave Holstla w the money or· not, and 
.what kind of a man Broderick is. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President, what is the difference be
tween his saying that he could or could not answer whether he 
wrote the letter to Holstlaw, because it would incriminate him 
to admit that he wrote it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. God knows; I do not. (Laughter.] Do 
not ask me. Some of these answers and some of the conduct in 
this case are either too profound for my comprehension or too 
foolish for me to understand-one or the other. The subcom
mittee both c~mprehends and understands, apparently. I do 
not know. 

Again, on page 557 : 
Q. Did you have any business with him which would necessitate his 

calling on you in the J?Onth of June or July ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. 1909 ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. No business whatsoever ?-A. No, sir. 
You see Broderick answers that right off. [Laughter.] 
Q. If he came to see you during the month of June or July, 1909 

did he come on his own volition or at your request ?-A. I refuse t~ 
answe1'. 

Again, on page 563-here is the one which the Senator from 
South Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] says he does justify, and you have 
heard his reason : 

Did you ask him
Tha tis, Holstlaw-
Q. Did you ask him what he was there for?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Did he tell you what he was there for ?-A. No, sir. 
Q. Did he pay for the drink ?-A. That I don't remember. 
Q . You don!t remember anything about the occurrence at all ?-A. No. 
You perceive he does not remember anything now [laughter]· 

1t is convenient not to do so. . ' 
Q. How long was he .In your place ?-A. Possibly a half or three-

quarters of an hour. · · 
Q. That long ?-A. Yes, sir. . 
Q. And he talked to no one but you, eh ?-A. I refuse to answer. 

. Q. On what ground ?-A. On the ground that I might give evidence 
or be compelled to give et:idence against myself. 

Q. Compelled to give evidence against yourself ?-A. Yes, sir. 
• • • • • • • 

Q. I say did you write to him-llol_stla w-did you fix the time ?-A.. 
I refuse to answet'. 

Q. On what ground ?-A. On the groimd I might be compelled to gii:e 
evidence against myself. 

BRODERICK AN IDEAL AGENT OF BRIBERY. 

How could Brod~rick's testifying whether he wrote Holstlaw 
to come, as Holstlaw did come, incriminate him (Broderick)? 
It could not, Mr. President, except on two theories: First, that 
if Broderick said he did not write Holstlaw and Holstlaw 
afterwards produced Broderick's letter, Broderick would be 
shown to have committed perjury; and, second. if he did say 
he wrote Holstlaw to come there, then he fully corroborated 
Ho1stlaw's story. · 

Who was Broderick? Broderick was a saloon keeper on the 
West Side in Chicago. He had been in the State enate for 
several terms. He was a part of that bipartisan-not non
partisan-combination that seems to exist in Chinago; because 
he says he was " affiliated with good friends" of the sitting 
l\fember; that he himself was a good friend of the sitting 
Member; and that he himself would have voted for him at any 
time. That is Broderick, the ideal agent to select to bribe a 
fellow senator. 

Broderick testified that he knew that the sitting 1\Iember 
was a candidate-whenf ABOUT TWO WEEKS BEFORE 1\IAY 26. 
Does that mean anything to Senators? That is th e ,,;ery time 
that Brown.e undertook in the House to "round up" llis fol
lou;ing. Broderick was operating in the Senate. 

And on the morning of the election Broderick swears that the 
sitting Member himself told him that on that day he was going 
to be elected. He further testifies that the sitting Member knew 
long before May 26 that he, Broderick, wonld vote for him. So, 
Mr. President, we have Broderick, the bipartisan Democrat 
"affiliated with elose friends" of the sitting .Member in Chi
cago, a close friend hipself, experienced by severaJ years' serv
ice in the dark practices of a part of the Legislature of Illinois, 
saying that he learned about the sitting Member being a candi
date about two weeks before he was elected, THE VERY TIME 
THAT BROWNE BEGAN HIS AGENCY. 

You see Broderick was the very man who naturally would be 
selected to practice the corruption which Holstlaw said he did 
practice. But when this man Broderick is put upon the stand, 
he refuses to answer any question on which he could be contra
dicted upon the ground that it might incriminate him, although 
it could not possibly incriminate him unless Holstlaw's story 
was true, although he was protected by national law. What 
do ·senators think of that? 

In the face of that, will you believe Holstlaw's perfectly natu
ral and corroborated testimony or will you believe Broderick's 
evasive denial when at last he was produced before the commit
tee? Will you believe Holstlaw, who is corroborated at every 
point, or Broderick, who refuses time and again to answer 
questions which even the Senator from South Dakota does not 
justify him in refusing to answer? . 

Again, Broderick refuses to say who was in the saloon while 
Holstlaw was there. Then, a little later on, he did answer and 
withdrew his answer. That is so amusing that I will read it: 

Q. Did you ever notify him that you wanted to see him on any 
business matter ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Did you ever notify him that you wanted to see him on any 
matter?-A. No, sir; not on any matter. . 

Q. Not on any matter. Did you ever pay any money to any member 
of the legislature for any purpose ?-A. Pardmi me. Will you read 
the last questim~1 

Q. Rea!1 the last one.-A. Not the last one, but the one before that. 
(Question read as follows:) 

m~~R~~ ,,YOU ever notify him that you want~d to see him on any-

. The WIT 'ESS. Well, now, that i~ one of the questions I refused to 
ansioer a while aqo. 
co~ec1°~a~a:; !ii~~~~w at~:te~~~~;,-A· I lcnow, but I ask leave to 

Senator BURROWS. You withdraw your answer to the question?
A. I desire to withdraw the answer to that question; yes. 

What becomes of the · theory of the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. GAMBLE] that the subcommittee could not force 
Broderick to answer? You let him withdraw it-the subcom~ 
mittee let him withdraw his answer. 

Mr. GAMBLE. But, Mr. President, the answer speaks for 
itself in the record. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And Broderick withdrew his answer be
cause he knew he had written the letter and he feared it might 
turn up. 

Now, Mr. President, in a little while when I come to Mr. 
Link I will show, I think, one reason why l\Ir. Broderick did 
not answer these questions. And when I sllow that Senators 
will see that it is the real reason. 
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So, l\Ir. President, we have H()lstlaw corroborated in every 

important particular of his testimony. If there is a point where 
he is not corroborated, will any Senator point it out? We have 
Broderick stating the reasons and the circumstances which would 
make him the most natural man in the world to select as an 
agent of bribery; we have Broderick refusing to answer any 
question upon which he could be contradicted, and especially 
the one as to whether he asked Holstlaw to come to Chicago. 
Does that settle those two "gentlemen," .even though they were 
taken alone; and if so, what shall we say when we come to take 
them in connection with the remainder? 

BECKE iUEYER THE PITIFUL. 

l\fr. President, there are two out of the seven. That is not 
all. I come next to Mr. Beckemeyer. Let us be brief on Becke
meyer. He testifies that he got the money in two installments, 
the first, a thousand dollars, from Browne himself, on June 21, 
at St. Louis; that Browne, when he handed it to him, said, 
"This is Lorimer money;" that at Starving Rock---:-and it is 
important to remember this when we come to Browne's s~ory
a few days before, he had told him he wanted to see him in 
St. Louis, that Browne would have a package for Beckemeyer. 

Will anybody contradict that? Nobody but Browne; and we. 
will examine Browne in a moment. We have traced every cent 
of Holstlaw money-the first payment-into the bank on the 
day it was received. 

l\Ir. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? The Senator 
illustrates the method of arguing this case. He says, "Who de
nies this but Browne?" There is no pretense that there was 
anyone besides Browne and this man there. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, yes. 
.Mr. BAILEY. Who else could deny it? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. There were several there. 
l\fr. BAILEY. There was nobody there when he says Browne 

to1d him this. 
.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Told him what? 
l\fr. BAILEY. That he wanted to see him in St. Louis. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, that was at Starving Rock. At 

Starving Rock they met alone, so far as the testimony shows : 
but when they were at St. Louis together there were several 
others of " the gang," as Beckemeyer calls them, there. There 
was our friend Joe Clark, Browne says, altho.ugh Joe denies it, 
and Browne says, "If Joe denies it he must be right; " there 
was our friend Shephard-Shephard of bathroom and automo
bile fame-and all.the rest of them. What I say is-

l\Ir. BAILEY. And they all deny receiving any money there, 
except Link and Beckemeyer, who had been indicted. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Except Link, and Beckemeyer, and White, 
and Luke. All these testified that they dicrreceive this money 
except Luke. Luke is dead ; but his wife swears he came home 
from an unaccounted absence with $950 in large bills. And the 
committee would not permit State Attorney Murray- to testify to 
Luke's confession. After a while we shall come to Clark, Shep
hard, and the others. In their case--

Mr. BAILEY. TheS deny it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. We will see. 
Now, mark you, .Holstlaw was paid his first installment when? 

June 16; the first installment June 16. When was that? That 
was the very day or the day before that White t estifies that he 
got the remainder of his first installrnent fr01n • Browne in 
Chicago, and only three or four days before the rest of them 
swore that they got their first installment from Browne in St. 
Loo~ ' 

BECKEMEYER DEPOSITS BRIBE MONEY .AW .A.Y FROM HOME. 

So the date on which Holstlaw swore he received and on which 
he deposited his first installment is practically the same date on 
which the rnembers of the hous-e swore that they got their first 
in-stallment. 

Now, Mr. President, we have traced the HolstJaw money. 
What became of ·the Beckemeyer money? Some of it; at least, 
was deposited in a most curious place-Belle Isle, Ill. Becke
meyer did not live at Belle Isle. He even had to be identified at 
the Belle Isle bank by Gray. 

Who was Gray? Gray was a business man there. But that 
is not all. The following circumstance explains why it was 
that he took the liberty of asking Beckemeyer where he got the 
money. Gray said they had known one another !rom boyhood, 
they were boyhood friends. Well, Beckemeyer turns up at 
Belle Isle. He made a deposit in the bank of currency in bills 
of large denominations, one of which was a hundred-dollar bill. 
That was unusual, and so Gray, before whom Beckemeyer 
counted the money, asked him where he got it. 

The committee refused to allow Gray to answer. Should not 
a " declaration against interest" ~be admitted? Did you ever 
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hear a case in which the declaration of a party against his 
own interest was not admitted? If it had been admitted, it 
and the testimony of Murray and of Ford would have shown 
Where this money came from. 

Why did not the attorneys for the sitting Member want · 
Beckemeyer's statement to his boyhood friend Gray as to where 
he got this money admitted? Why did they object? Surely 
Gray was not also in the "conspiracy, .. of which the State's 
attorney of Cook County and the State's attorney of Sangamon 
County and the sheriff of Sangamon County and nearly every
body else seems to have been members, according to those who 
are defending this election. Surely Ford, another .business man, 
was not. Gray and Ford and Murray would have told the 
truth. These disinterested business men were not in the "con
spiracy," were they? 

Why, then, was it that the attorney for the sitting Member 
objected to having them state what Beckemeyer told them as to 
where he got the money. And where did he get it? Will any 
Senator tell me? - Evidently Beckemeyer was not a big lawyer. 
He was plainly a little lawyer. Was it from a fee? Is it pos
sible that Beckemeyer had a client who paid him a fee in hun
dred-dollar bills? Absurd. 

Was it a part of his salary? No; because it was in July, and 
a man of Beckemeyer's dissolute habits would not have 1:1aved 
his salary, which I think he drew, at the beginning of the ses
sion all those months without breaking a hundred-dollar bill. 
And' the money was deposited soon after he. swore he got his bribe. 
And Beckemeyer swears he got his bribe money in bills of large 
denominations. There is where he got this mysterious hundred
dollar bill. 

l\Ir. President, no greater proof can be produced in any case 
than the declaration of the man himself that he was bribed, 
followed by being shown in possession of the money which he 
says he got. 

1\Ir. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do, indeed. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I have been listening attentively all after

noon to the Senator's presentation of this case. Will the Sen
ator tell me, for information, where he thinks this money orig
nally came from? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Beckemeyer money? 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 
l\!r. BEVERIDGE. I have not the slightest doubt in the 

world that he got it where he swore he got it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Where? _ 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Froru Browne and Wilson, at St. Louis. 
l\!r. GALLINGER. Where did Browne and Wilson get it? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is what Link says. He "did not 

know where the money came from." Where does the Senator 
from New Hampshire think Browne and Wilson got it? 

ALL ~HO CONFESSED, ".A BAND OF LIA.RS," BUT THOSE WHO DID NOT 
CONFESS VIRTUOUS MEN. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do not know. I am of the opinion that 
they were a band of liars, and that no one can tell whether 
they were telling the truth on that occasion or not. . 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But they could not lie all together and 
have all the circumstances corroborated. A lie would not put 
$2,500 in the State Bank of Chicago. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It might. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. A lie would not deposit a hundred-dollar 

bill in Belle Isle. That is too complicated. 
Mr. GALLINGER. The $2,500 might have come from the 

source that gave this man White $3,500 for his startling reve
lations. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, the Senator from Tennessee an
swered that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator from Texas will pardon me 

for a moment. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAZIER] 
answered that. We have now the suggestion that this "con
spiracy " was so broad that it actually went down into its 
pocket, produced the money, gave it to these men, had them 
commit perjury, put themselves in danger of the penitentiary, 
when, as the SenatoF. from Tennessee pointed out so clearly, it 
was the most stupid thing in the world, because they could have 
just as easily and far more naturally put it upon the sitting 
Member himself if they had wanted to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator intend to put it upon 
Mr. LoBIMEB 1 · 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am putting it where the record . puts 
it. And the law puts it very definitely, as I demonstrated by the 
decisions already submitted. The record shows that Mr. Holst-
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lnw got $2,500 from Mr. Broderick. He deposited that in bank. 
'l'he r ecord shows that Beckemeyer got his $1,000 from Browne
who statoo it w:.rs the· "Lorimer money "-and his $900 from 
Wilson, respectively, in St. Louis, and B~kemeyer deposited 
part of it in bank away from home fn large bills, one of .them 
being a $100 bil1. · 

1Ur. BAILEY. Wiil the Senator i:rermit me? 
Mt'. BEVEJ;UDGE. Certainly. 
l\fr. BAILEY. Thfs· man Gray, whom the Senator was jus~ 

talfdng about, who identified Beckemeyer, was- himself a mem
ber of the legislature, and, as I recall, probably engaged in the 
condcm:ed-milk business. But lie was a member of the legisTa
tm·e, Uilyway. 

li.fr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; he was not. Gray was not a 
member of the legislature. 

Ur. BAILEY. I rise to an wer the suggestion of the Senator 
from !\ew Hampshire, which is a very pertfnent one, and I 
<lesire to say to him that tilts is- practically the only case in 
whfo:Il bribery was eYer alleged in a senatorial election where 
then~ ·has- been no attempt to show where the money came from. 
· l\Ir. GALLINGER. Yes; and not only that, if the Senator 

will permit me--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes ; there i.s a suggestion--
Mr. GALL::ENG ER. But the suggestion is made over ana over· 

aga:iu that S'enator LoRnrER had nothillg to· do with this. 
i\Ir. BAILEY. That is admitted. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. BNVERIDGE. By whom? 
.fr. GALLl'KG ER. It ts n queer- case. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. The Senators must not haYe a joint de
bate with one anothe:c in my time. 

1\fr. GALLINGER. The Senator has taken a great deal of 
the time. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I haye taken 1!1ightly little time; consid
ering the length of this ·debate and the fa.ct that I ·am a member 
of the committee. 

The Senator from New Hampshire has just suggested that 
this money came from the same source that also originated this 
wllol? ' conspiracy" against the sitting 1\'Iember. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the· Senator adopt that suggestion? 
1Ur. BEVERIDGE. I d'o not. It is most absurd. 
l\fr. BAILEY. Will he, then, tell us whern. it came from? 
lUr. BEVERIDGE·. How do I know where it came. from? I 

am not in the confidence of any source from which it could 
nave come. · 

l\fr .. CRAWFORD. Mr. President--
Tlle PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the s ·enator from Indiana 

yielcl to the Senator from South Dakota? 
M1:. BEVERIDGE: r: do. 

WAS CORRUETLON PRACTICED .. 'Dlll ONLY QUESTION. 

1\Ir. ·CRAWFORD. It. seems- ta me it is· a pe.rtment inquiry, 
as to this fund, whethe1~ or not it makes any differenc·e where it 
came from, if it was used for corruIJt purposes and through its 
use the- election of the sitting Member was p1:ocw·ecl. [l\fani
festa tions of appfause in the gaileries.J 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. .Apt;ffause is not vermitted' in 
the Senate galleries. 

1\Ir. BAILEY. I think that is a fair measure of the au
dfence~s intelligence. 

Mr. President, let me say this to the Senator from So.nth 
Da.kota,. that you must trace this money, if it is to be clJ.arged 
and the Senate is asked to believe that it was used to secure the 
election of 1\Ir. LORIMER; if not to Mr. LoRJME&, himself, then to 
some of his friends. 

In the .other cases-for instance, in t1ie Payne case, the effort 
was made to prove tllat l\fr. Payne's son. and oth~ close fi·iends 
drew large sums of money out of the bank and appeared at the 
capital of Ohio with it. In the old Caldwell case-and by the 
way, l\Ir. President, the Senator from Kansas [Mr. HmsTow] 
said the otheT day that we were growmg very oad; that in 40 
years there had been 15 cases of thfs kind, and I beg to remind 
Wm that three of them were. from Kansas-three out of the 15. 
tn the Caldwell case tlley traced the money to Caldwell, drawn 
011t of the bank upon his ordei: and l>y his friends_ 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE_ Caldwell denfed it was drawn for any 
such vurpose. 

:nrr. HAILEY. He did not deny that he drew some money 
011t, and· they had the bank books there. 

So, in the Pomeroy ca.Be, they traced where they drew the 
money. In the Ingalls case it was admitted that money was 
used on both sides,_ but the.re it was claimed net enough to 
affect the election. But in this case there is not a:. scinti11a 

1of testimony attempting to show that LoJUAOt~ d.rew any uµlJ.sual 
snms of money from the bank or that any' 1of his friends drew 
any unusual sums from the bank. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope . the Senator is not going to take 
too muelt of my time. 

Mr. BAILEY. And r submit before you can charge them with 
having nsed the money it would be fair t0> show that they first 
had the money. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. We trace it as far as Browne and Wilson 
and Broderick as to its sources, and we trace it into the hands 
of the men who say they got it as to its place <Ff destination. 

1\Ir. B .... .\ILEY. Of. course the Senator does not believe that 
Browne and Wilson and Broderfck, if they used this money to 
bribe these members, furnished it themselves. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I do not, Mr. President. I do not think 
they were quite so enthusaistic in this ca.use as not only to incur 
the danger of the. penitentiary, but to also put up the money 
themselves. 

:Mr. BAILEY. Then here was LoRIMER's bank; here were his · 
known fi:fend.s ~ and not one effort made to show that any one 
of them about the time these payment are said to have been 
made, or at arry other· time,. drew one 5-cent piece out of the 
bank for which they did not and could not account; and to my 
mind--

Mr. BEVERIDGE'. But the money itself·, was there. 
• l\fr. BAILEY. I did not understand the Senator. 

1\lr. BEVERIDGE. I say the money itself was there. 
Mr. -BAILEY. That a sum es that these men swore the truth. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course, tlley swore the truth. There 

can be no question that they swore the truth when th~ state
ment of· each corroborates the statement of the other, and all 
the Ctrcumsta.nces corroborate every confession. 

Mr. BAILEY. If three men start out to sell their testimony 
they would be vei:y apt to corroborate· each other. That only as
sumes one of the -very points at issue, as to whether these men 
swore the truth. It they swore the truth, that is the end of the 
argument. 

But it seems to me that in this case, as in all of the others, 
if the corruptionists were in the possession of money it should 
be traced from its originaI source to their possession. But 
ansolutely no attempt has been ma.de to do that in this case. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. President--
1\Ir BEVERIDGE. I do want to get through, but go ahead. 
J\Irr .. CR.A.WFORDr I hope the Senator will not feel he must 

hurry, as this is so important. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE'. I want to oblige the Senator from New 

Hanipshire. . 
l\lr .. ORA WFORD_ I do not want to delay-·-
1\fr~ GALLINGER. Yon wiII not oblige me. I want you. to 

take all the time you. desire. 
"ll.ULES OF CO~I.M~ SENSE/J 

Mr-. C.R.AS\!FORD. It seems to me, -while I do not think any
one m this body has :.r more profound admiration far. the very 
g:re::i.t ::rbility at the Senator from Texas than I, his ·statement 
here is rrga.inst the most simple rule of common sense . when he 
undertakes to say that if it be once established that money was 
corruptly used, and as the result of the corrupt use of that 
money the itting i\Iember obtained his seat, and those faets 
having been. established, the burden is upon those making the 
charge to tr::rce the· fund, insteau Elf being upon him to come 
forwa:rd and di. claim it. It seems to me S<> simple that it can 
not be questioned that the presumptfon is that the men who 
profited: by the· use of· th.is money were the men to furnish the 
money. Who else would furnish it? 

l\Ir. BAILEY. .!\Ir. Presideqt--
The PRESIDL~G OFFICER. Does: the Senator from Indiana 

yieltl to the Sena tor from Texas? 
Ur. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
Mr. BAILEY. When a Senator talks about the rules of 

common sense, he ·ought not to riolate them in the very next. 
sentence, as the Senn..t:ox from South Dakota did. The trouble 
with that whole argument is simply this, that It assumes that 
this money hn.s been usc<l according as these witnesses claim. 
Xow, if that be admitt'ed, tha.t is the end of the case. But that 
is denied. The men from whom these men swear they received 
this money an swear they did not pay it to them. That is the 
issue. Now~ I say that the way to have demonstrated the cor
rectness o.f the testimony of' the men who swear they received 
the money, and to ha. ve proved to be false the testimony of' 
the men who say they did not pay it, was to show that these 
men obtained the money_ Lom:r.rE.B. is the president of a bank, 
I believe. Wby did they not go there, and see if any unusual 
sums of money were drawn out? They could have summoned 
the bank officers on that. LoRIMER's friends were known. 
Why were. they not summoned 1 Mr. President, I see a dis
tinguished friend of. mine rather smile at the idea that they 
might have gotten the truth out of LoRIMEB's bank, but I make 
this reply to that suggestion: No bank officer would take the 
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money out of his bank without in some way accounting for it, 
and it was easy enough to . have summoned the officers of this 
bank, or any other bank with which LORIMER or his friends 
tran acted business, and proved if they Q.rew any unusual sums 
of money, and tha t would have corroborated this. But it 
will not do to assume that the money has been pro-rnd to have 
been paid. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it the opinion of the Senator that this 
money which has been testified about and traced is all a dream
tlid not exist? 

Mr. BAILEY. No; it is not a dream. It is a lie, in my 
opinion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. A. lie in the Holstlaw bank? 
Mr. BAILEY. Of course I--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. A lie in Belle Isle? 
l\fr. BAILEY. I discussed the Holstlaw matter, arid the Sen

ator knows very well what my opinion about that is. Does the 
Senator from Indiana believe that any man ever received 
$2,GOO as the price of his vote and within 12 months forgot the 
name of the bank in which he deposited it? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not any doubt that in the case of 
nervous prostration, in which this man Holstlaw seemed to be, 
he could very well mistake, being a banker himself, and men
tion the First National Bank of Chicago, which is the very 
largest bank there. But that is trivial-he corrected it im
mediately. 

Mr. BAILEY. The state of nervous prostration that would 
have made him forget the bank was just the frame of mind that 
would make him tell a lie. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator this: Does the 
Senator himself believe that Holstlaw actually did deposit 
$2,500 in the State Bank of Chicago on June 16? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do not; and the trouble with Holstlaw's 
testimony is--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. What was the motive of Chief Clerk 
Newton of the bank perjuring himself? He says under oath 
that Holstlaw did deposit it and that he (Newton) received it. 

Mr. BAILEY. '.rhe same motive that other men have for 
trying to destroy this man's character. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That includes-
1\fr. BAILEY. I exhibited, and I again repeat that I hope 

whoever. bas it will produce that affidavit of Newton, because 
there is not a man living who will examine Newton's signature 
to that affidavit and then say that Newton wrote the name 
"Holstlaw Bank" at the head of that deposit slip. 

THAT "FORGERY," AGAIN. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator from Texas still think 
the bank's deposit slip is a "forgery? " 

Mr. BAILEY. I do; undoubtedly. . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I presented here this morning an affi

davit which I asked for. 
Mr. BAILEY. From whom? . 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. From the chief clerk of this bank, to the 

effect--
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator let me see that affidavit? 
li-Ir. BEVERIDGE. I will be glad to. 
And the other one was lost. There is the photograph of the 

deposit slip. I never saw the original. In the affidavit Chief 
Clerk Newton says it is entered on the books. I call the atten
tion of the Senator from Texas to that. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will permit me, I ask unani
mous consent of the Senate to print a photograph copy of the 
signature of Jarvis 0. Newton to this affidavit, side by side 
with the name of the "Holstlaw Bank." 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is ·right. I will ask the Senator 
from Texas-

.Ur. BAILEY. Let us get that consent. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re

quest of the Senator from Texas? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I sincerely hope that will be done. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objection, 

and it is so ordered. · 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the attention of the Senator 

from Texas to this. Will the Senator look at the "w" in New
ton and the " w " in Holstla w and tell me that they are dis
similar? Also the "t" in Holstlaw and the "t" in Newton, 
with the peculiar crossing of the "t." Also the "s" in the 
two names. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope they will be reproduced. 
l\lr. BAILEY. If the Senate could see these at once
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let them see them. 
Mr. BAILEY. They could not all see them at once. 
.Mr. BEVERIDGE. You can pass them around. I shall pass 

them around. r , 

' : -

Mr. BAILEY. But that is the very purpose for which I asked 
unanimous consent to put them in the RECORD. I repeat that 
the name of Newton appears to have been signed by a man of 
some skill in penmanship, and the name "Holstlaw Bank" ap
pears to have been written either by a boy or an uneducated 
man, and those things will show for themselves when they ap
pear photographed in the RECORD side by side. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senate can judge for itself. 
.Mr. President, I will repeat what I said while the Senator 

from Texas was compelled to be absent. I do not criticize the 
subcommittee for not calling for the books of the bank, be
cause it is clear why they did not call for them. They be
lie\ed the deposit had been made. They believed that Mr. 
Newton spoke the truth. They did not believe that Newton 
also perjured himself. They did not think the deposit slip was 
a forgery, and they believed the money actually was deposited 
there. So they did not call for the books. 

So did the vigilant attorney for the sitting member, Ur. 
Hanecy, and his associates believe the deposit was made. If 
they had thought that Newton was perjuring himself, if they 
had thought the deposit slip was a forgery, they at once would 
have asked for the books. But not until the novel theory was 
suggested that the deposit slip was a forgery, another crime 
committed in this vast and widespread " conspiracy " to destroy 
a man, as the Senator says, was it ever supposed that Holstlaw 
did not deposit the money? 

l\lr. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me? The answer to 
that is that when the slip was pres~nted to the co.mmittee, no 
member of the committee detected the mispelling of Holstlaw's 
name, so far as the record discloses, and it was not then testi
fied to by anybody that Holstlaw himself had made out the 
deposit slip. That statement was not presented to any member · 
of the committee until the attorney for the prosecution filed his 
reply brief, and then in that reply brief he laid great stress 
upon that photographic copy of the deposit slip which he 
solemnly declared to have been in Holstlaw's own handwriting. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President--
Mr. BAILEY. Just let me finish. Then when the deposit -

slip was said by the attorney in the case to have been in Holst
la. w's own handwriting, and they examined the misspelling of 
Ho1stlaw's name,. of course it became apparent either that the 
attorney· had tried to mislead the committee by declaring Holst
la w wrote it with his own hand or else a forgery had been 
committed. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or else that the attorney had made a 
mistake, as attorneys have been known to do before. 

Mr. BAILEY. Never one like that. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, I think many more serious than that, 

:Mr. President ; and so the charge of forgery is superadded now 
to the charge of perjury to a man who had no motive. And that 
terrible charge is based upon the misstatement of an attorney in 
a hasty reply brief, when I think the Senator from Texas will 
agree with all of us that neither one of these attorneys on either 
side of this singular transaction showed very much skill as 
lawyers or very much diligence or anything else. 

Both men when they were examining witnesses, for instance, 
often would call some other man's name. The Sena tor re
members, no doubt, with a good deal of digust here how this 
record is burdened with irrelevant arguments and everything 
else. I ha•e had to cross out a great deal so as to get down to 
the t estimony. 
· Mr. BAILEY. One of the attorneys in that case has held the 
high and honorable position of a judge of the courts of Chicago, 
and I would not be willing to allow the statement to stand in 
the record that I think he is an inferior lawyer. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator, now, directly 
from reading the questions by this attorney, and the arguments 
he makes, and all that sort of thing, does he strike the Senator 
from Texas as an accurate lawyer? 

l\Ir. BAILEY. There was so little law presented to the 
committee--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will not press that question. 
Mr. BAILEY. And so much of fact, and so many contradic

tions, that I would not be willing to make up a judgment on 
any lawyer's accomplishments from that record. But this much 
I will say, that I would hate to have people excuse that kind of 
a statement in a brief of mine. I would hate to have it said 
that upon my honor as a lawyer I had sought to mislead a com
mittee by a false stat~ment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Or even had made a mistake. 
Mr. BAILEY. That could not have been a mistake, because 

a lawyer, laying stress upon and invitin'g the committee to 
draw a conclusion from that, and treating it as the one im
portant corroborating circumstance, could not have been hon-
estly ~staken ~bout }._~· : t 

' ' 
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A DULL KNAVE-IF THE ATTORNEY WAS A KNAVE AT ALL. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then he was unspeakably and unbeliev
ably stupid-a dull knave; for if he made that statement for the 
purpose of misleading us he knew that it would be discovered 
that Holstlaw's name was not written by Holstlaw himself. So, 
l\Ir. President, instead of making this man out a knave, the 
Senator makes him out the most shallow of fools, because he 
had .not made a mistake, but a willful and misleading statement, 
and upon this the charge of forgery and perjury by a new wit
ness is based. 

Ur. BAILEY. I think nearly all knaves are fools when you 
get to the bottom of it. I ha·rn no doubt in the world that if a 
lawyer were not honest enough to always be frank and candid. 
with the comt that is very much the best thing for him to do. 
But I return to the proposition that a lawyer who would stand 
before u court nnd with a paper in his hand argue that it was in 
the handwriting of a particular man without knowing it would 
gi"rn the court a good cause to strike him from the roll of 
attorneys. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Whether all knaves are fools or not, 
there are certainly some knaves that have sense enough to 
keev out of the penitentiary. Now, the question is after all 
whether this money was deposited-not whether this lawyer 
was a good lawyer or not, not whether the State's attorney ·of 
Cook County and Chicago did his duty or not, not whether the 
conduct of the State's attorney of Sangamon County was just 
what we think it should be or not? That is not what we are 
trying. 

\\ e are not dkbarring the Attorneys Austrian or Hanecy or 
tryin"' them; ..-e are not trying the conduct of the State's attor
neys' office of Cook County or Sangamon County, or the sheriff 
of t:t.at county. We must not be d.i>erted by such considera
tion . The only question is 1chetlt er tlt e e 111..cn actually got this 
rnoncy, which Ute report of the committee itself says they swore 
that they did get "as the consideration for their votes." 

l\fr. cmnnxs. Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I must get on merely for the reason that 

I Sl1ppose I ham to concJude to-night. It appears that there 
is unanimou consent for to-morrow and the same courtesy can 
not be extended to me that wns extended to the Senator from 
Texns. 

The PRESIDIXG OFFICER Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senn tor from Im>a? 

l\fr. BEVEilIDG E. I do. 
Mr. CUl\!1\Ilr~s. The Senator from Texas seems to be of the 

opiuicn that because the committee did not inquire and it was 
not ascertained from what ource the Lorimer money came it 
is ome evidence, at least, that there was no Lorimer money. 
Did. I get the 'iew of the Senator from Texas correctly? 

Mr. DAILEY. The Senator does, with substantial correctness. 
i\Jr. CUMML ·:-'. 'rhe fir~t addref:s that was made upon this 

mntter came from the clmirman of the committee, the senior 
Senator from Michigan [::\Jr. Bu'RRO\\'S]. As I remember that 
adclr ~ , alth{lugh it is not l)efore me at this moment, the Sena
tor from Michigan admitted or cl:nrged that there was in the 
Illhwis Legi8Jnture what \ms known as the jack-pot money. 
That Yie'v of it "a empbn s!zecl a few days later by my diR
tingni~hed friend, the nior Senntor from South D.akota {Mr. 
GA BLE] , in which he not only charged it, but deplored it. It 
seems to me that if you will discover where the jack-pot money 
came from, you "·ill ha>e s me clue to the sources of the Lori
mer .money. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in reply to that I have to say 
that if the Lorimer money was contributed to the jack-pot money, 
then, by finding where LoRill.IER made his drafts on the bank, 
they could ha>e connected the two. But my suggestion was that 
if this money wa used for LoRn.IER it would be easy enough to 
ban~ prov.ed by the banks with which he and his friends trans
act their business whether or not they drew these sums. 

Now, just a moment further. The Senate will remember that 
this man White testified that at one time Browne had $30,000 
on hi person, in a belt around his waist. If a sum of that kind 
was conb.ibuted about that time to Browne, it is utterly impos
sible that LoRIMER a:nd his friends could have furnished it with
out 1 vi.Ilg trace of that transaction in the banks with which 
the• transact their business. The fact, I say, that no effort 
eT ~1 was made to how that LORIMER or those close to him drew 
mou-0 y out of the banks for any purpose connected with this 
transaction is, to my mind, strong proof that no such circum-
stance could haye been shown. 

:Mr. CUMMINS. The Senator from Texas made a mistake 
a few moments ago'which I run sure he will be glad to correct 
the moment it is called to his attention. I do not insist that 
it is material at all, but it illustrates how easy it is to make a 
mislake. Mr. LoBIMEB was not electe~ president of th~ ?ank 

of which he is now president until nearly a year after this oc
cu.rrence took place. 

l\1r. BAILEY. Then all the easier it was to have traced the 
drafts of this corruption fund from other banks, because when 
a friend of mine who sits across the aisle rather smiled at my 
suggestion that they might have derived this testimony · from 
LoRIME&'s bank, I felt the force of it at once. It might be diffi
cult to ha>e obtained any informaW:m from that, and I tried 
to co>er that difficulty by suggesting that no officer of a bank 
would ha\e allowed a larg sum to have been taken from it 
without leaving some memorandum there. 

The Senator is correct. I believe the· date of the organization 
of the bank of which Senator LoRIMER is president is not a mut
ter of the record at alJ, and is outside of the record. I thank 
the Senator for setting me right on that point. 

Mr. CU:Ul\IINS. But the junior Senator from Illinois stated, 
I think, the date upon which he became president of the bank to 
which we are both referring in his speech which was made 
before the investigation began. That, however, is not at all 
material. I simply called it to the attention of the Senator 
from Texas in order that the mistake might be corrected and 
there might be no · misunderstanding ·about it. 

But the point I make is this : '!'he Senator from Michigan 
[Mr. BuRRows] and the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
GAMnLE] seemed to think, and as I believe justly to think, that 
the eYidence did show there was a fund that was called the 
jack pot for distribution among the bood.lers of that legislature. 

Now, the same evidence which establishes the existence of 
that fund establishes the existence of the fund which it is al
leged was used for the purpose of buying votes for 1\Ir. LoruME&. 
I do not kno'\\ whether the Senator from Texas belieYes it or 
not. but if he b·elie•es that there was what is known us a 
jack pot in that legislature, to be distr!buted among the cor
rupt members who were willing to participate in it, what reason 
has he for thinking that there was not another fund just as 
corrupt? 

.Mr. BAILEY. l\Ir. President, there are two answers to that. 
I think that there never was a man in the world so corrupt 
that he did not do some honest things. When I remember that 
dishonest men have >oted for e>ery Senator in this body, I am 
compelled to think they hnve done some honest act at lenst, 
becau e I know all these Senators ha>e not been elected im
properly. So it might happen that the represcntati\es who par
ticipated in a jack pot would ha>e Yoted for Senator LoRIMER 

as they might have >oted on other questions without any im
proper or corrupt consideration. 

But there is still another answer to my mind. The Senator 
from Iowa will recall that the very witne s by whom they 
prove this existence of a jack pot swore that no promise was 
made to pay them for their vote before they Yoted for LoRIMER. 
There are but three witnesses to the jack pot. One is White, 
and, as the Senate will recall, White swore that on the Tery 
night Browne bribed him he did not know of the existence of 
this jack pot in that legislature; he had heard from members of 
previous legislatures that a jack pot was organized in every 
session and divided at the end of the session, but that he did 
not know it. That is the testimony of one. The next is . Link. 
He swears he obtained $1,900 from Browne and Wilson, but he 
swears positively and specifically that not one dollar of it was 
p:t:'omised him to vote for LORIMER and that not one dollar of it 
was paid to him for voting for LoRBIER. The other witness 
by whom it was sought to establish a jack pot is Beckemeyer, 
and Beckemeyer swears that he was not promised one 5 cents 
to >ote for LoruMER, but thnt when they garn him a part of 
this money, they told him it w·as his Lorimer money. · 

:Mr. BEVERIDGE. Holst law was in the jack pot. 
l\Ir. BAILEY. No; Holstlaw was not in the jack pot, be

cause the jack pot was distributed, they claim, by Wilson and 
Browne. Holstlaw claims to have been paid by Broderick. 'l'he 
trouble with Holstlaw's testimony is he swears that Broderick 
promised to pay him $2,500 and then swore that Broderick 
paid him $3,200. 

Mr. CU:Ml\IINS. But the Senator from Texas does not an
swer my question. I did not enter into the inquiry whether 
this money was paid to these men for the purpose of bribing 
them to vote for .Mr. LoBllIER. The Senator from Texas, as I 
understand it, disputes the existence of this money, and my 
inquiry was, Does the Senator believe that there was jack-pot 
money, no matter what it wa paid for, when it was paid, or to 
whom it was paid? 

l\Ir. BAILEY. The Senator from Iowa has forgotten he 
asked me the question whether I believed there was jack-pot 
money and also whether if I believed this money was con
tributed for that purpose, why not for the other purpo e, and I 
proceeded to answer him that he witnesses to the existence of 
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a jaclr pot did not claim that they were paid to vote for LoRr- . three or ... five btibe .givers, .and _nothing but· their denial, then, of 

'-MEB. Then l proceeded to · state the facts 1abont the jackT pot, course, we would rather believe the man who :says that he never 
intending to sa.y, in conclusion, · that in my judgment' those cir- gave a bribe than the man who -says he ·- accepted one, if that 
cumstances completely• disprove the existence of a jack pot. were all. 

l call the Senatol"'s ·attention again to 1 the fact that "every (At this 1point ·MT . . BEVERIDGE was interrupted by Mr.- GAL-
time they put an honest · man on the witness stand he testified LINGEB, and he_ yielded the floor .for· tlw day.] 
that he had heard a good 'deal about the use of money, but when 
brought to ·book he said he never saw the use of it, that nobody ~Thm·saay, 'February -~3, 1911. 
ever offered to bribe .him, except the ·man Meyers alone;· he did Mr. JlIDVERIDGE. Mr. President, · in a moment I shall ask 
not know anybody else who had been. bribed;' and like Donahue, the Senate ~to return to the record of testimony given under 
denied positively that money was offered • him; and like Shaw oath, the record of testimony not only given under oath but 

· who said that he heard a good deal of talk- about opening· bar~ searched as by fire with fierce cros~examination. 
rels, but when they were opened they were always apples. ,, NOTHING -EXTENUATE NOR SET DOWN AUGHT I T MALICE." 

fu~~~tresident, if the 'Senator . will indulge me one moment I want to say at the outset of these remarks· that in my ·ex-
:Mr. OUJUMIXS. I can · not indulge the Senator from Texas amination or the •testimony I ·shall "nothing extenuate nor 

for .I ha>e no right to the floor. I am trespassing upon th~ set dO'Wn aught .in malice." I shall nothing extenuate because 
time of the Senator from ·rndiana. l ought not to do :so, and ..I will set down naught in malice 

because I have no malice. · 
.Mr. ·.DAILEY. The Senator from Indiana is occupying him- 1 i t 

·self with the record. If ,J:. had it in my hand I would put into Indeed, r . . Pres den and Senators, at the beginning of what 
the IlECOBD now a statement made by a •former official of the I have to ·say •J shall be obliged, as I proceed, if any Senator 
GoYernment, ii.n which he is reported to have said that never in will interrupt ..rurd correct me iii case I should make any mis
. hi statement of the testimony or fail to .make a statement full and 
its story were so mmiy and -such hungry lobbyists infesting correct. For ! •would far Tather have· Senators interrupt me con-
the corridors ·Of this Capitol as now. That goes · out to the stantly iin order that we may get the truth before 'us than 1 world to impeach the character of the American Congress. Yet 
e>ery man here knows how little-truth there is in it. If there would risk any possibility of a misstatement of this testimony. 

l bb · t 11 1 • th · f Indeed, Mr. President, 1I go further and I "say ;that I would 
are any o y1s s ere p ymg eir ne arious vocation, they have 'far rather find things in this · testimony favorable to the val
done rue the honor not ·to interview me. 

Ir. CUUl\IINS. ~Ir . .President, I do not intend :to interrupt idity of this election than :r would to find things in this 
the SenatoT .from Indial1a in the argument upon the weight .of te timony which im'peach ·the ·validity of the election; 'for I 
testimony, but J was rather startled to hear the Senator froni call the attention of Senators again to the fact that the issue we 
Texas declare that the failure on .the _part of the committee to are determining is the validity of ·an election, and it is not an 
pursue the inquiry and .ascertain from whence this money agreeable thing as a man or as a citizen to be confronted with 
came was an evidence that there was no such money, when I facts showingtthat an electio·n is invalid-an election upon which 
had heard but a few · days ago the statements of two members the very life of our Government and institutions ·depends. 
of his .ewn committee, both distinguished men and lawyers, But' before 'I return to· the record .of the· testimony and ask the 
that tbey ·were convinced there was in that .legislature a .cor- -Senate to go with me, :I wish to make· one or two ·remarks con-

. rapt fund to be used for forwarding or obstructing legislation. cerning the address to which we listened ·yester·day. 
It '°'eemed to me the evidence which established the existence OTHERS ' HAVE HM> BURDE~s-AND SAID NOTHING. 

of the money which is alleged to .have been , paid to Link . .and I listened to the remarks of the .sitting 'Member with a pecul-
neckemeyer and to ,White, if not to Holstlaw. was exactly the iar personal sympathy. His pathetic account of his rise from 
same evidence, and quite as persuasive, . as that which est.ab- an '.humble• estate--to this high place here touched me in a pcr
lished the existence of any corrupt fund whatsoever. sonal ·:way, and I' know it touched other ·-Senators; for there are 

. l\fr. BEVERIDGE. l\fr. President, .may I ask the .Senator many Senat01•s here ·who have struggled from -an even. earlier 
from Texas this question: Does the Senator from Texas . be- age, beaTing-even. heaVier burdens· than the sittlng 'l\Iember; ·but 
Jieve that aIJy of. these1 men got any money from :.Browne, ·wn- none of •them ever asked anything of th·e world on account of · that. 

·son, or Broderick? The sitting-i\lember~s-recital of.his popularity was interesting, 
. l\fr. BAILEY. l\fr. President, I would dislike very much to a!1d inlieed, ·Mr. ·pr~sident, ~ an. fairness; it must be ~id that it 

· be compelled to return a verdict· or to render a judgment •upon ·gn-es·some explanation of his political :strength. ·But it was not 
the testimOllY of Holstlaw,.or Link, or Beckemeyer, or White . . relevant to the issue before us, which 'is the >alidity of an elec

. [ -would be- compelled to guess at whether they were telling the tion challenged on the grountl of bribery. .It was a novel and 
i truth or • not. .J am very free to say . to the ·Senator from .In- an undoubtedly trutlfftil account of peculiar popular strength; 
diana, and that can be taken as my Teply to. .all other -Sena- but it did not to1wh the ·issuc we are to determine here. 
to~·s, th~t as between Holstlaw, and Link, and Beckemeyer, Th-e ·:sitting 'Member?s most affecting account of his newspa1Jer 
and White, who swore . that they did perjure themselves and experience, out of which grew his intimacy and 'lifelong friend
accept bribes, and Wilson, and Broderick, and .Browne, who ship with "'Hinky 'Dink," was as engaging, l\Ir. 'President, as a 
swore that they did not give ' bribes, .I would believe the three page 1from Hugo; but it ·w:lS 'not relevant to the ' issue, because 
latter as against the -four former. the vote of Griffin, which the sitting l\Iember :say-s 'Rinky Dink 

·Mr. 'BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. 'President-- delivered, 1is not one of 'the .votes ·questioned in 1this testimony. 
l\fr. B.AILEY. And I do not believe that those men paid the ·So, whileTwith all others was deeply affected.by that teafful 

others one cent. Let me say this to "the Senator from Indiana recital, 'I could ·not determine how it -concerned ·this ca e, ex
who wants, of course, the whole circumstance in .the RECORD'. cept 1that unconsciously the sitting Member ·did in that recital 
They indicted 'Browne for bribing White- throw light on :a certain transaction to which I shall call the 

~fr. BEVERIDGE. I am coming to that. ·I shall not leave attention of -Seilat01.'s when we reach ·it. 
that out. The same thing ·wa-s ·true, ' l\Ir. 'Presitlent, of the ·sitting Mem-

Mr. BAILEY. Arid they tried him, and 11 to 1 voted for his ber's dramatic, well told account of his aid to onelG::tlligan wh-en 
acquittal. They tried him again, and the whole 12 of the jury- ' Galligan'-s wife •wfi's ' sick and Galligan himself in dire straits. 
men >oted for his acquittal. When ' the Senator comes to that That •is one· of those "touches of nature ·which make the whdle 
po~t, there is .another Circumstance concerning·that ' tri'al which ' · worfd ~kin;" but ;-as ~keenly as everyman-with human ··sympathles 
I am sure he will not omit to state, and that is the Circumstance throbfiing in "his ' breast mighUhave respunded :to that, all must 
about ' indicting the witnesses and-the .attorneys. · admit'that it ~was in no wise i·elevant to ;the issne ·be:fore us. 

Mr. 'J3EV.ERIDGE. 'Mr. ·president, I askea the senator 'from It ·h'ad nothing to tlo with the alleged :bribery of Beckemeyer 
T~x.as whet:J;er 'he believed that 'Holstlaw, 01· Beckemeyer, or or.~bite• or1Holstlaw or ·!-iink by .Browne and 'Wilson and ·Br()d
Lmk, or 'White got any money':from Browne, or'Wilson or Brod- er1Ck. t was wholly immaterial, ·because it affected only 
erick, and ' in the course of his answer, towarCi its con'clusion ·I 1Galligan'-s 1vote, ruid ·Galligan1s vote"is ·not in question. 
think l quote him correctly when I say .as between ·Beckemey~r So, ~fr. esident, 1while the whole -life-story TeY"ealed by 
Link, and White, who swore ·they accepted ' bribes, and Brown~ these incidents aroused my sympathy as ·a man -and inter
and Wilson and Broderick, who -swore they did ·not _give ' brtbes . esteli me as a -student · o·f human •nature, it ditl not appeal 
he would' believe the latter. ' to DJY judgment ·as a ~Member of this court. It did 1not touch 

l\fr. BAILEY. And I added that I aid not Mlieve ~the ' bTibes the iiss11e. lif. courts were to :try cases .on sympathy, instead of 
were paid. _ on justice, theTe'WOUli:l be no :such thing u:s courts ·or law. 

l\I.r. 'BEVERIDGE. Tha.t .makes ·tt -sun .stronger. ~ So ·the "SIT'IIXG MEMEER ' DID XOT TESTIFY BEFORE · SUBCOMMI'rTEE-T!'HY? 

Bena tor does not · believe it. -'.Now, l\Ir. 'President, the ·senator :But,'Mr. Presfdent, as liStened with mucb approval to many 
is right as .far as 'he .goes. Tf the ·only thing ·were he rbare of these 1incidents, ·1 couJd not help wonaering •why the sittin~ 
_statement of .four or 10 self-confe"ssed bribe takers · as against l\fember fild ·not 'lay"them' in full before the subcommittee of 'the 
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Senate, appointed and empowered to gather all this informa
tion, if he or his counsel thought any one of them was per
tinent or relevant to the question which we must determine. 
It is not for me to suggest to the sitting Member that that 
should have been his true course; it is for him to take what 
course he and his counsel think best, and it is for us--

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to 
me ju t for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BRANDEGEE in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Indiana yield to the Senator from 
Michigan? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. BURROWS. There are many of the committees in ses

sion, and I wish to say that, so far. as the Committee on 
Finance is concerned, we are engaged in hearing gentlemen 
from different parts of the country in relation to the reci
procity matter, which will account for the aQsence of members 
of that committee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is quite satisfactory, l\:Ir. President. 
Of course, I suppose the statement of the Senator from New 
Hamp hire [Mr. GALLINGER], who appears to have the keeping 
of the consciences of Senators in his possession, was notice that 
it is perfectly useless to lay any testimony or any law before the 
Senate, because the Senator from New Hampshire says that 
the votes are already determined. . 

NeYertheless, Mr. President, I shall pursue the duty which lies 
before me and place upon the records of this body the fact' in 
this en e-which I ask any Senator to correct immediately, while 
I am on the floor, if I misstate anything-and the law in this 
case o that every Senator when he comes to vote may have the 
facts and the law directed to the specific issue before him. 

And thus it is, Mr. President, that as to every incident of 
the address of the sitting Member yesterday which, while they 
deeply touched us all, and me as much as anyone as a man, 
none of them could affect any of us as judges trying, as I said 
the other day, the greatest issue that can arise under free 
institutions, whose very life depends upon the freedom and 
purity of elections, institutions to found which so much blood 
has been shed and so many sacrifices made. 

MODERN POLITIC.AL MANIPULATION. 

l\Ir. President, to pass these incidents, which made up the 
body of the sitting Member's remarks, what else was suggested? 
He aid that every Republican member from his district voted 
for Hopkins; that he himself supported Shurtleff; that there
after he urged Gov. Deneen to become a candidate. Now, all of 
this, l\Ir. President, was interesting political history. 

But how did it touch the question whether Holstlaw, Becke
meyer, White, Luke, and Link, and the others received money, to 
use the language of the majority report, "as the consideration 
for their votes," from Browne and Wilson and Broderick? 
Ther fore, of course, I shall pay no more attention to that re
cital of the political manipulations described in support of these 
variou men. I do not blame the sitting Member for that. In
deed, I suppose that it was perfectly permissible political strat
egy in the manipulation of well-known forces in the manner in 
which Senators of the United States are elected so often at 
the pre ent time. 

I am not skilled in practical politics; and yet I can see that 
it might have been the part of wisdom for a wise political 
manager who wanted finally to arrive at a definite end to give 
vote to Hopkins wlien Hopkins could not be elected, because 
that would tend to mollify Hopkins's adherents in the future; or 
to support Shurtleff, who had no opportunity of election, because 
that would tend to bind Shurtleff still closer to his already 
bo om friend. 

But when it comes to Gov. Deneen, we have something on 
the record. For Browne, this twentieth-century "Abraham Lin
coln," this " marvelous intellect," testifies that they were willing 
to el t Deneen in order to "get rid of him "-to "eliminate 
him," .as Mr. Browne swears. Mr. President, if it were perti
nent at all to mention the fact that the sitting Member and 
others were willing to support Gov. Deneen, it becomes necessary 
for . u to recur to the record and find out that "marvelous in
tellect" Browne, as the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYNTER] 
de cribes him, testifies that they " might be willing to do that 
in order to get rid of Gov. Deneen." 

I know nothing of Illinois politics, although I was brought 
up in that State; but I wonder what they wanted "to ·get 
rid of" Gov. Deneen for? But, Mr. President, it is ap
parent that that part of the sitting l\fember's well-arranged 
remarks does not touch the question involved in this case, 
and I think all Senators on both sides will agree that his en
gaging analysis of the modern term "bellwether" in politics, 
which so amused and interested us, does not touch tlie' ques
tion here. 

THE "BELLWETHER." 

It was a valuable contribution to the lexicography of political 
terms, although I do not think any of us will quite agree with 
the definition of our duty as described by the sitting Member 
in the following o-f "bellwethers." There was one mistake of 
fact that he made. He attributed its origination to the Sen
ator from New York [Mr. RooT] . Well, a good deal has been 
said about the Senator from New York. He needs no de
fense in this case; and if he did, there is not a man in the Sen
ate of the United States so capable of that defense as the Sen
ator from New York himself. 

But I must call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
we can not accord to the Senator :from New York the honor of 
originating the term " bellwether " and applying it to Manny 
Abrahams. The fame of the Senator from New York must rest 
on other foundations. No! "Bellwether" belongs to Mr. 
Browne, this "marvelous intellect," as the Senator from Ken
tucky [Mr. PAYNTER] calls him. Browne, this new Abraham 
Lincoln, as the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], by inference 
describes him; Browne who swears that Manny Abrahams was 
the "bellwether" of his faction, stood at the head of the roll 
call, and that when any of his faction wanted to know how 
Browne thought they shpuld vote they listened to find out how 
Manny Abrahams voted, and then, as Browne says, followed 
their" bellwether." In ascribing the paternity of the term "bell
wether" to the Senator from New York [Mr. RooT], the sitting 
Member went far afield. In his passion of oratory he was in
fluenced by "the light that led astray." 

I was glad the sitting Member made the reference, because 
that is pertinent to our duties as Senators. We all understand 
the practice which we loosely follow-nearly all of us-where on 
strictly party questions well understood, when we come from 
busy occupation in the committee room, we vote with our party. 
But I never considered that my duty as a Senator, or my oath of 
office, required me to vote on grave questions affecting the wel
fare of millions of people as some other man voted, without any 
knowledge of my own, or without any convictions derived from 
that knowledge. But we are to have a new gospel of legislative 
procedure, it appears-the gospel of the "bellwether," as pro
claimed by the sitting Member. 

But whatever we may think of "bellwethers," we must agree 
that that passage, or pas ages, like the "Binky Dink" incident 
and the " Manny " Abrahams description and the relief to Gal
ligan when his wife was sick-a thing which many a man in 
this Chamber and thou.sands of private citizens have done time 
and again, a praiseworthy thing, a thing which I admired and 
approved on the part of the sitting Member-still it had noth-
ing to do .with the case. · 

The sitting Member's explanation did afford a reason, Mr. 
President, as to why some l\Iembers, and especially a few Demo
crats, voted for him. But has that anything to do with the issue 
we are sworn to try and determine? Has it anything to do 
with votes secured by bribery? 
FRAUDULENT TITLE TO ONE TRACT OF LAND NOT EXPLAINED BY GOOD TITLE 

TO OTHER TRACTS OF LAND. • 

Suppose, l\Ir. President and Senators, that a man owned sev
eral tracts of land. His title to one of those tracts of land 
was questioned in a lawsuit on the ground that he had acquired 
it through the fraud of an agent. Would any court permit him 
to plead as a defense to that alleged fraudulent title that he 
had acquired the other pieces of land legitimately and without 
fraud? If ·testimony were offered in such a lawsuit showing 
that the title to the piece of land in question was acquired by 
fraud, would any court, to offset that, permit testimony that he 
had acquired other tracts of land legitimately? 

That, l\lr. President, is what the sitting Member's explana
tions amount to upon the issue before us. If Senators say 
that perhaps they fairly do raise a presumption of good title 
to the piece of land in question, every lawyer would answer you 
that you would be put out of court in a minute on such a plea. 

But this election is a much more important thing than any 
lawsuit; it affects no mere title to a piece of land. It does affect, 
as I showed the other day by undisputed historical examples, 
the life of this Nation. I am willing myself to take any 
possible favorable view, for I am discharging a duty painful 
to me-to all-but which no man any more dare shirk than 
he would refuse to defend the flag if it was fired upon. The 
common law regarded bribery as treason. Senators seem to 
think it as light a matter as a common lawsuit. 

And, Mr. President, was the other section of the sitting 
Member's appeal any more pertinent? It was artfully done, his 
appeal to our Democratic and "standpat" Republican col
leagues. He plainly states that he never-no, never-will abuse 
the one or desert the othe . I think he told the trcth about 
that. He said he had nevet abused the Democrats. I liked 

) 
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that. It showed his good sense. I have done some campaigning 
in the last 25 years, and, thank God, I . long since have gotten 
beyond the point of making a partisan speech. 

Born in Ohio during our awful Civil War, I was brought up in 
southern central Illinois while the fury of that great conflict 
was stlll upon us. At that time party passions- flamed. That 
time has passed. Nearly everybody. among our ninety millions 
has risen far above that. We do not denounce anybod·y any 
more because he belongs to some party to which we do not be
long. We all know perfectly well that all of us, Democrats and 
Republicans, are alike Americans, equally anxious for the coun
try's true welfare and equally willing, if necessary, to fight in 
its defense. 

While the sitting Member's account of his refusal to abuse 
Democrats meets the approval of every thoughtful man, what 
has it to do with this case? Did any counselor of his imagine 
that \Otes in this tribunal were going to be affected by such 
an appeal as that? 

It simply had nothing to do with the case. A good many 
years ago the gifted writer of a comic op_era-a comic opera 
which you will all remember-satirized the practice of a certain 
type of lawyers who always are trying to win a case in which 
they have no relevant testimony by introducing. something en
tirely irr.elevant. The song became popular. It was sung by all 
the people in derision of that type of legal mind-

T.he flowers. that bloom in the spring, tra la; 
Have nothing to do with the case. 

That refrain will become popular once again, I think. It ap
plies to every sentence of the sitting Member's heart-melting 
add.res . 

Mr. President, I shall pay no more attention to any feature 
of that engaging and tear-producing speech, because while it 
aroused our sympathy, it did not even attempt to influence 
our judgment by presenting any fact relevant to the question 
before us. And so, l\fr. President, I will ask the Senate to re
turn to the record of the testimony given under oath. 

[At this point Mr. BEVERIDGE yielded for the presentation of 
the unfinished business.] 

Mr. BEVElRIDGEl. But, Mr. President, in examining the 
record of sworn testimony I shall stick to the issue. That 
issue· is not the personal habits, fortunes, feelingst or caree1~ 
of. any man; it is the validity ot an election. If it were a 
mere matter of sympathy, I challenge anybody to have more 
sympathy for any human being who desenes it than I 
have. · 

But if this testimony shows that an election to the' most ex
alted place in human government has been vitiated by bribery 
and. corruption, then, Mr. President, to paraphrase a senti
ment uttered the other day by a distinguished Senator, so 
help me God, I would not vote to sustain that election if it 
was that of my own brother. 

It is a question of the welfare of a people, not a matter for 
sentiment, on the one hand, or those other things of which 
rumor is rife and the press is full, on the other hand. We have 
a duty to discharge. It will not pass a way the day we vote. 
This record will go down through, generations·, and we must 
hand the explanation of our votes on this solemn business down 
to our children and our children's children. · 

I showed how this body of death almost dragged England 
to its tomb, as it did drag even a greater power than Elngland to 
its tomb. I showed. how the English people have saved them
selves by administering their laws in the ancient English spirit, 
which did.not hesitate at executing on the block a lord chief jus
tice of the Crown for this offense. I read the decision of the 
English court avoiding elections for causes which some Senators 
here in these complacent days would think amusing. 

But what has it done? It has saved Great Britain. I.t has 
made her Parliament almost the purest legislative body in the 
world. .It has opened the doors of that great Empire's legis
latme to those humane reforms demanded by the welfare of 
her struggling millions and resisted by all the money and power 
of hereditary privilege or special interests. 

A Senator said to me the other night, " What do I care-about 
the English law? What do I care about the· English method 
of dealing with bribery? England is an effete monarchy." 
Well, Mr. President, the Senator was mistaken. England is not 
effete. But England would have been effete if she had dealt 
with this viper within her bosom as. we are asked to deal with 
it in this case. 
IS IT A IATTER OF NO CONSEQUENCE THAT ELECTIONS SHALL DE PURE? 

I again present this other aspect of the case because- it 
searches out our remotest future. I $ee before me a veteran 
of our great civil conflict [Mr. WARNER] . _ What do you say;? 
Is it a matter of no consequence .tlJa.t elections shall be pure in 
that Republic you risked your life to save? 

l\Ir. President, I. cited some historical examples, but there is 
one I overlooked. I wondered how they managed these tbings 
in France. France at least is not an " effete monarchy." 
France is a pretty up-to-date Republic. Curiously enough, as 
some Senators here must tllink, the French electorate guard 
their right of suffrage most jealously. 

They do not think their polls a market place. Perhaps it is 
been-use they have established the Republic so recently, but I 
can find but one case of bribery in the French Republic since it 
was established. I want to read ta Senators who fntend to 
"pass this matter up,'' as one colleague urged me to do, as to 
how France treated this. It was the celebrated Wilson case. 
When I mention it I think you will all recall it. 

1\Ir. Wilson undertook to get a seat in the French Chamber of 
Deputies. l\Ioney was spent and banquets given in Wilson's be
half. He won. The election was challenged as being corrupt. 
It came to the Chamber of Deputies. to decide. How did they 
decide it? An investigation was mged. Was it granted? It 
was not. The French Chamber of Deputies refused it, and in
stead declared that the dignity of the chamber and the safety 
of the ReQublic demanded a vacation of the seat. That is how 
they ·dealt with it. That· is the Huguenot spirit, just as the 
Puritan spirit is manifesting it elf in England again. Senators. 
has the Huguenot and the :Puritan spirit deserted us? Gad 
forbid! 

You arrange votes on bills, yes; but shall it be said that we 
arrange votes upon the validity of an election upon any otber 
ground than our oath and our conscience? I do not believe it 
can be said of any of us; yet a fearless American press of e\ery 
political complexion is full of intimations to the contrary. 

Here is what occurred in the Wilson case. The committee 
who considered the matter recommended that a parliamentary 
investigation be made and the evidence sifted. The House, 
after some debate, in which the candidate participated; de
clined to do this by a vote ot 290 to 129. 

Now listen. 
But by a vote of 465 to 2 the French Oharn1Jer of Deputies 

declared the Wilson election invalid. Yet that corrupt French 
election was "a trifle light as air" compared with the election 
which th.is record discloses. 

The proponents for the annulment of the election took the ground 
that the evidence of general corruption was so indisputable that re8f)ect 
for the <lignitv of· the House and regar.a. for the publta 1n,orals. demandect 
this action. (Journal Officiel, Feb. 26, _ 1894.) 

No wonder tbe monarehists of France do not: make any prog
ress when they come face to face with as pure and fearless an 
eleetorate as that. Think of it, the seat vacated by a vote of 465 
to 2 on the ground of the dignity of the chamber and in the 
interest of public morals. 

But I suppose, if I were to advocate such an action in· this 
case .upon the ground of "public morals" or "tbe dignity" of 
the Senate, I should be told that I was acting outside of the 
law. There are some views. of. t4e law which appear not to 
take into account " public morals," and yet public morals is the 
rock upon which this Government rests. 

HirLSTLA. W ~~ "FOROERl! '1 ONCE l\IORE. 

When I eoncluded t.he other day, Mr. President, I had shown 
that Holstlaw, the State senator, had gotten $2,5()() from Broder
ick, State senator .. in pursuance of a talk the two · had. befbre 
the election ; that he deposited this money in bank the same day 
in bills of tlle same denominations in which he swore he got it 
I showed-and it excited several Senators here who are my col
leagues on the commi"ttee to quick and instant combat-that 
B:rodei·ick, the senator saloon keeper of Chicago, whom Holstluw 
charged with paying this money, refused to answer the only 
questions that were asked him upon which he could be · con
tradicted upon the ground that if he answered them he would 
incriminate himself, although at the same time he knew, or his 
counsel ought_ to have known, and the subcommittee ought to 
have known, that, in any testimony he gave, he was absolutely 
protected by the statutes of the United States. Why did he do 
it? I mention it at this time, so that I will point out tp you 
the true reason when I come to examine the testimony of 
another witness; 

Mr. President, the tracing of this $2,500 of bribe money into 
the State Bank of Chicago was seen by the defenders of this 
title to be so fatal that it must be disposed o.f. Somehow or 
other they must get rid of that $2,500. It appears to have been 
conceded that if they admitted or did not do away with the 
fact that $2,500 had been paid by Holstlaw into· the bank the 
same day it was received it was a fatal circumstance. So, l\Ir. 
President, fir.st of all they disposed of it by saying that Holstlaw 
was a liar ; that was all. But then they were confronted by the 
testimony of Jarvis Q. Newton. chief clerk of the bank._ w)lo 
swore lhat he himself received. this money in bills of largzy de
nominations from Holstla w personally. 
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I say it appeared to be necessary to destroy the credibility of 
the testimony of that $2,500 deposit by Holstlaw; I am going to 
pass a paper around among the Senators in a minute and sub
ject the matter to a practical test. So the first device to ac
complish that was the bald assertion that Holstlaw was merely 
a liar. That is all. That seemed to be the subcommittee's 
theory. 

Then, of course, if tliat · was true, Newton, the cashier of 
the bank, a disinterested party, was a liar, too. But then, 
Mr. President, the bank's deposit slip was produced and has, 
unfortunately, been lost, but I guess everybody concedes that 
this [exhibiting] is a photograph of it So that was presented. 

Then, Mr. President, what occurred? This is worthy of the 
attention of every Senator on the floor and of the whole Ameri
can people. If the deposit of $2,500 in that bank on the very day 
that Holstlaw swore he got it was to be disposed of, the banks 
deposit slip must be disposed of, too. So we heard it here 
announced that it was a "forgery." That is a grave charge to 
make against any man and against a reputable financial institu
tion. It was said that it was a "forgery" because an attorney, 
whose care we can all have our opinion of, had actually said, in 
a hasty reply brief, that the name of Holstlaw was written in 
Holstlaw's handwriting. 

Well, instantly that was met by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
CUMMINS] producing the affidavit of the chief clerk of the bank, 
Jarvis 0. Newton, to the effect that he had actually received this 
money, that he had attached the deposit slip, and that he him
self had made out the deposit slip. When the defenders of this 
title were confronted by that, the affidavit of the chief clerk of 

. the bank was disposed of by the statement, "Well, those who 
will forge one instrument will commit forgery to explain it." 
Does anybody believe that? Does the Senator from New York, 
who is a member of the subcommittee, believe that [exhibiting] 
is a " forgery? " 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, since I asked him a question. 
Mr. DEPE.W. I am not a member of the subcommittee, 

but--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I mean of the committee. 
Mr. DEPEW. But I am a member of the committee. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is that the way the Senator answers the 

question? I asked the Senator-he does not need to answer 
unless he wants to-whether he believes this is a forgery? 

Mr. DEPEW. I have not made up my mind whether it is a 
forgery or not; but I have read the testimony, and it bas not 
taken me as long to digest it as it has the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very much obliged to the Senator 
from New York for making that statement, because that compels 
me do a thing that I had wanted not to do, yet ought to do. I 
am going to ask the Senator from New York a question. He, 
like myself, is a member of this committee who was not on the 
subcommittee; he, like myself, one evening-and we will see 
about the " hurdle race" now, since this question has been 
raised, and I call on you all to witness that I did not raise it
was notified that the committee would meet the next morning, 
Saturday, at 10 o'clock. 
JlECORD OF THE TESTIMONY 'OT READ BY COMMITTEE BEFORE THEY MADE 

THE " REPORT " NOW BEFORE THE SENATE. 

We met next morning, Saturday, at 10 o'clock. This volume of 
testimony [indicating], which I have nearly worn out, was on 
the table before us fresh from the printer. I never had seen it 
before. I understood that it had been freshly delivered. Had 
the Senator from New York ever seen that volume before that 
morning? 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, there had been sent to me at 
my office in New York volume after volume of this testimony. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Of the testimony? Printed? 
. Mr. DEPEW. Printed. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where did you get it? 
Mr. DEPEW. I understood it came from the prosecution. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is it not true that what the Senator re-

ceived were briefs of counsel and not this record? 
Mr. DEPEW. No; it was testimony and briefs of counsel, 

bpth. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Was it not an abstract of testimony and 

the brlefs of counsel-abstracts of testimony made by counsel? 
Was this printed official record of the testimony which I hold 
in my hand ever seen before that morning that we met in com
mittee? 

Mr. DEPEW. After that there came to me, as I say, briefs 
of counseL 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And the abstract--
Mr. DEPEW. And the abstract of testimony. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\Iade by counsel? ···. 
_Mr. DEPEW. Made by counsel for the purpose of demon

strating that the sitting Member was not entitled to his seat. 
[Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] I read them all 
with the greatest care. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. And made up your mind? 
Mr. DEPEW. Yes; after reading them. . 

·~ 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On the abstract of counsel? Now, .:he 
Senator is an eminent lawyer--

Mr. DEPEW. No.; after--
1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I baye been one myself, and there are 

other lawyers here, so I ask this Senate and ask the country 
what it would think of a judge who would decide a case, not 
upon the official record of the testimony, but upon the brief and 
abstract of testimony made by counsel? [Applause in the 
galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Applause is not permitted in 
the galleries. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think we will have an audience pretty 
soon. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I am glad that the Senator-
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. 
.Mr. DEPEW. I am glad that the Senator from Indiana 

wants an audience. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, I do not appear to lack for an 

audience as much as the Senator might wish me to lack one. 
Mr . . DEPEW. Evidently he does not want a discriminating 

one. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, so long as I have the Senator here, 

after his statement about having decided this case on the 
briefs and without reading the record, I do not need any more 
discrimination than that. [Applause in the galleries.] 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will announce that 
if the applause is repeated the Chair will order the Sergeant 
at Arms to clear the galleries. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. 1 trust the Chair will do so, Mr. Presi
dent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The rules ot the Senate must 
be observed. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana is 
singularly unfair in not addressing himself to the case but to 
the galleries, which is his usual custom. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, if that were my custom, 
which it has not . been, I would have had instruction in 
the example always given by the Senator from New York. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DEPEW. The Senator does not state correctly, but 
most unfairly--

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, put me right, then. 
Mr. DEPEW. What happened in committee. It is not the 

usual thing to state what happens in committee. 
l\fr. GALLINGER. It is not proper. 
Mr. DEPEW. And it is not regarded as proper, but, not

withstanding, that does not appeal to the Senator from In
diana. The Senator from Indiana says I made up my mind. 
He does not know how I made up my mind, except that I 
joined with the general committee. He says that I made up 
my mind on the briefs of counsel. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator said it. 
Mr. DEPEW. Who were the counsel? They were the coun

sel against LoBIMEB, not for him. 
THE RECORD OF THE TESTIMONY, NOT BRIEFS OF COUNSEL, THE MATERIAL 

FOR OUR DECISIONS. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know and I do not care who the 
counsel were. I say it is the duty of the Senator, as a member 
of the committee, and of every Member of this Senate, to make 
up his mind on the testimony and not on the brief of any coun
sel. [Manifestations of applause in the galleries.] 

Mr. DEPEW. Wait a moment. I received these documents, 
in which were the briefs of counsel against LORIMER, in which 
they gave hundreds of pages of testimony to sustain their case; 
I heard not one word for LORIMER or on LORIMER's side, but 
all of it was for the purpose of sustaining the position that the 
Senator from Indiana now has been seven hours in trying to 
prove. When I came to the committee meeting we had there 
the report of the subcommittee. 'The subcommittee was com
posed of as .able men as there are in this body-four Republicans 
and three Democrats. That committee had spent, I think, four 
months listening to the testimony, and not only listening to the 
testimony, but doing that which every lawyer knows is so im
portant, watching the witnesses who were giving the testimony 
and seeing what was the value of the testimony which they 
gave. When those seven gentlemen, some of them eminent 



1911. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 3283 
lawyers who had served with great distinction on the bench, 
had given four months to this question and then presented to 
the committee their conclusion--

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. The Senator agreed without reading the 
record. 

l\Ir. DEPEW. With what I had already heard-the whole 
case on the other side-and with what I had already read of 
much of the ca"'e on this side, I was with the committee, and 
am stillr unless the Senator in the next six hours in which he 
speaks can change my mind. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I shall speak as many hours as it is 
necessary to put this testimony upon the records of the Senate. 

Mr. FRAZIER. l\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? · 
. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Just in a moment. Now, the Senator ha$ 

made another .statement which it will be necessary for me to 
refer to later on. He affords not only the excuse and provoca
tion but the justification for what I later on shall lay before 
the Senate. · 

Mr. FRAZIER. :Mr. President--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will pardon me for jm:t a 

moment more, I shall not go into what did occur in that com
mittee that morning, unless the Senator from New York gives 
his personal consent, except to say this, l\Ir. President, that the 
fir t time I ever saw this testimony it was lying on the table 
before us when we met that morning, and a motion was made 
to make an iminediate report, before anybody could have read a 
pa O'e of the official testimony. 

I asked, as will be shown by the records of the Senate, that 
the report be not made until after the holidays, because I had 
not read the testimony. I wanted to read the testimony. I 
ha\e spent a good many years in the practice of the law, and 
I would consider myself dishonorable to a client if I dared to 
go into court and try his case upon the brief of an opposing 
counsel, without examination of tl;le official record of sworn 
witnesses. -

If that is true, what shall be said of those who propose to pass 
upon this case, infinitely greater than any private suit in court, 
in\olving the life of our in!:!titutions, and state that they will 
decide it upon the briefs of counsel for the prosecution? Every 
Senator who has read anything concerning election cases knows 
that this is not a criminal-court room. 

l\fr. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. This is the greatest forum on earth-not 

trying a case, but investigating and determining the valiaity of 
an election. Now, I yield to the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. l\Ir. President--
Mr. DEPEW. I simply want to call the attention of the Sen-· 

ator from Indiana that he again misstates the case. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana has not 

yielded to the Senator from New York, but has yielded to the 
Senator, from Tennessee. 

l\Ir. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I simply rose to correct a 
possible inference that might be dmwn from the statement of 
the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW]. I was unfortunate 
enough to be a member of the subcommittee that heard this 
testimony. The committee did not spend four months in hear
ing the testimony, or anything like four months. The commit
tee spent some two or three weeks very laboriously, and I have 
no doubt very conscientiously, trying to arrive at a conclusion 
and to get the true facts in respect to the matter. The Sen
ator's statement that the subcommittee made the · report is 
correct only in one respect. The other members of the subcom
mittee did report in favor of the validity of the title of Mr. 
LORIMER to his seat. As a member of that subcommittee, I disa
greed with the other members of the subcommittee. I so stated 
before the subcommittee and subsequently filed that statement 
with the Senate. 

.Mr. BEVERIDGE. Would the Senator from Tennessee mind 
stating how it happened that the--

1\fr. DEPEW. l\fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? · 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That the Senator's views did not happen 

to be filed at the same time that the majority views were 
filed? 

Mr. FRAZIER. 0 l\fr. President, that is a matter that oc
curred in executive session of the committee, and I do not care 
to state it. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. I withdraw the question. An answer to 
that question would be very interesting, though. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
Ur. BEVERIDGE. I will say this, Mr. President-and the 

Senate will pa rdon me, because it has already been made a part 
of the RECORD by the Senator from Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], 
the chairman of the committee-that in view of the fact that 
part of it is in the RECORD, I thought then and I think now it 
would be entirely ethical, if the Senator sees fit, to state the 
other part of that transaction. 

l\Ir. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
l\Ir. DEPEW. The only reason I violated all the traditions 

of the Senate in revealing what did take place in committee 
was because the Senator from Indiana had revealed just 
enough of it to put me in a false position. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will reveal the rest of it if the Senator 
says so. 

Mr, DEPEW. Otherwise I never should have mentioned it. 
In stating that the committee had given three or four months 
to this matter, I meant not only in the taking of testimony 
but the time which, after the testimony was taken, the subcom
mittee had devoted most conscientiously and most laboriously 
to the preparHtion of their report. So far as the posi
tion of- the Senator from Tennessee is concerned, which 
I highly respect and which put me in grave doubt, it 
was fully stated before the committE>e what it was, and 
it did not differ from the report which he subsequently 
mad~ · 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator has stated-
Mr. DEPEW. Just one word more .. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Two words, if you Jike. 
Mr. DEPEW. Before we finally voted upon that question, I 

had an opportunity ·of examining that report, which was suf
ficient, with what I already knew, to make up· my· mind. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, two things, then. The 
Senator says he had an opportunity to examine this report .. It 
was laid on our committee table on a Saturday at 10 o'clock. 
We adjourned and came into the Senate. The committee met 
at 10 o'clock again on the following Tuesday. There were two 
days. and a half, including Sunday-only half of a working 
day-in which the Senator says he examined this record. I 
worked as hard as I could, and it took me two weeks; and there 
are Senators here-and they are practiced lawyers, too-who 
have told me that it took them an even longer time; but the 
Senator could dispose of it in two and one-half days, in which 
there was only one half working day. 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, just a word. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from New York? 
l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Two words. 
Mr. DEPEW. Just one word. I do not know how long it 

takes the Senator to read a >olume like that--
Mr. BEVERIDGE. There it is [exhibiting] . Anybody can 

look at it for himself. It · :Uas 748 closely printed pages. 
l\fr. ·DEPEW. And to absorb its contents when he already 

knows most of it, when he has heard arguments by counsel, and 
has heard the report of the committee, each member of which 
had fully investigated it, and the discussion of members of the 
committee upon it, lasting for a long time. All my life I have 
been compelled to make speeches on short notice, and I pre
sume the Senator has had a similar experience. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. You are demonstrating your &~ility 
now. 

l\1r. DEPEW. This is on no notice at all. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. None at all; that is even better. 
Mr. DEPEW. Some of those speeches required a vast amount 

of reading. I have, in making an oration of that kind on short 
notice, when at active practice at the bar and when the time of 
my working day was fully occupied, carried the reading into 
the night and all night long, for, happily, God endowed me with 
extraordinary physical health. 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Did you do it this time? 
l\fr. DEPEW. And I have carried it through Sunday-
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did you do it this time? 
Mr. DEPEW. And a dozen times in my life I have between 

Friday and Tuesday gone through two or three volumes like 
that, and got the substance of them. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the Senator's interesting 
account of what llis previous habits were is engaging, but I 
ask the Senator, since he has mentioned it, did he do it in this 
case? 
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Mr. DEPEW. I hope-- · I shoWi t!iat the· entry was made in the regula.r course of busI
Mr. Blil.VfilRIDGE. Did the Senator read the record of testi- ness, in the regular order; Does that satisfy the· Senator? 

mony Saturday all night and all Sunday and Sunday nigpt, or . Well, it was said that Jarvis Newton's own signature shows 
was the Senator dining out that night? that he did not sigrr it, and I am going to pass this around 

Mr. DEPEW. I was not~ but I hope when the Senator among Senators and I ask you to examine the signarue of 
reaches my period of life, which is pretty nearly double his, he Jarvis 0. Newton to this legal document and then look at the 
will have the same vigor which I now possess. name "Rolstlaw Bank, Iuka, JU." -

THE coMiUITTBE's REP.onT CHANGED. I do not eyen a k you to r emember that a signature to a legal 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I sincerely trust I shall have the same document is always formal and when made in. the course of busi

vigor, Mr. President; and, if I may be permitted to say so, when ness runs more swiftly. I ask you to examine the mark. Look 
a grave question of this kind is before me, more diligence in particularly at the "t," which is very peculiar, crossed with the 
reading the testimony. cross not touching the upright. That is a letter common te both 

Mr. President, the Senator-and the REconn wm show that names. Look at the letter "w," common to both names. Look at 
he has been the ca.use of this discussion about it-has men- the letter '"s;" common to both names.. 
tioned. another matter which compels me to ask him a further Pass it around; please do not lose it; and. return it to· me, 
question. I had made up my mind not to do it, but he has and say if you think it is a forgery. 
referred. to the matter again. He says after the committee Now, 1\Ir. President, another thing-a thing upon which a 
had spent four months-which the Senator from Tennessee more absurd emphasis has been laid than anything I ha \e en
[ Mr. FRAZIER], a member· of the subcommittee, denies-in the countered in. many years of very active practice in actual 
taking of testimony-and I am quoting the Senator's words- combat in the courts-real practice of the law before· courts and 
"and had laboriously prepared their report," and it was laid juries; not pseudo practice in Senate debates. So I am not dis
before us th.at Saturday morning, that he did not feel it neces- <!uss ing-pseudo law. It is said that the "forgery" is suggested 
saFy to go- very thoroughly into the testimony. because- the name Holstlaw is spelled wrong, I run going to put 

Now, I ask the Senator this question: The Senator- had great eveTybody here to a practical test; I will put the Senator from 
re pect for the report laid before- us that morning. Very well; New York to a practical test. Will the Senator be· kind enough 
tell the Senate, then-, if the report laid before the full committee to take his pencil and spell properly the name· " Holstla w ? ' 
by the subcommittee that Saturday morning was the report that l\I.r: DEPEW. There are some things I can: do; but I can 
finally· was laid before the Senate the following Wednesday or not do that. [Laughter.] 
another' report? Mr. BEVERIDGE. No. And yet when Holstlaw appeared at 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, a great many things have hnp- the window of this bank and said to the teller, "Please deposit 
pened since the meeting of that committee. $2,500 to the credit of the Holstlaw Bank," and the clerk, 1\1r. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Only two· days happened-- _ Newton, writes it out and spells it-I do not myself now know 
Mr. DEPEW. Hold on a; moment. Since the meeting of that whether it is "Holtslaw" or "Holstlaw "-and got the- "1" 

committee a great many things have happened. I am a member before- the "s." Great heavens, fr. President, here is evidence 
of six committees. I have been performing my work' on those of the deepest "conspiracy" to ruin a good man! 
committees and in. the Senate, and I confess-I do not know And yet· the Senatol'"_from New; York, who has told: us of his 
whether it is age or not-that my memory is not up, as the deep familiarity, says he .can not do it. Of course he- can not. 
Senato1~s seems to be, on every detail that took place in the I have gone over it pretty well myself. Can you offhantl [ad
executive meeting of· that committee. I ask him to call other dres in"' Mr. LA FOLLETTE] ? Try it. I hope that disposes of that. 
witnesses. There were- others'there-. · Mr. President, we- hm·e disposed of 'Holstl.a.w. I ·am merely re-

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The- Senator- himself has brought this· up viewingwhat I said the-other day about Holstlaw. We are hav-
th1·ee times: ing a kind.of practical demonstration her~ That is more valuable 

Mr. DEPEW. I did not bring it up. than thunderous denunciation. It may not be so pleasing to 
Ui·. BEVERIDGE. I have withheld my hand in this· matter. the ear, but it is more valuable-. to-our judgment. 

I now ask the Senator-- Let us now take up Beckemeyer again. r went over that the 
Mr. DEPEW. Mr. Presid-ent-- · other day. Beckemeyer swore he got the money. It was found 
l\Ir: BEVERIDGE: Whether he thinks it is a detail that the in his possession. He- deposited it in a bank away from his 

rep.ort he signed himself, and that is now before us as the re- own home, where he had. to be· identified. And the subcom
port of the majority, is the same report or anything like the mittee- actually refusedi to let l\Ir. Gray, who identified Mr. 
same report which was laid before us when we first met two Beckemeyer at the bank, testify--aml I would like the attention 
days before the present report, which the Senator has eulogized of Senators to this-as~ to- Beckemeyer's statement- as to where 
so highly, was made? . he got the money. 

l\Ir. DEPEW. Mr. President, I am going to say now what I 
have never said before i.nl all my controversial life, and that is 
I did not bring this matter up. The Senator brought it up ~ 
an effort to reveal the- secrets of the executive session of the 
committee.. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The- RECORD· will show, Mr. President. 
Now, so far as secrets are concerned, I understand that a com
mittee is the servant of the Senate and not the master of the 
Senate; that we are: at work u-pon the public business, and that 
when anything vital occurs in t hat committee-and something 
appears to have occurred that was vital-it becomes the duty 
of Senators to refer to it. I should not have done so, however
and the· RECORD will bear me out-if the Senator had ·not fur· 
nished the occasion of it. Now I will pass that for a moment. 

"ELEVE~ MEN IN BUCKRAM." 

So, Mr. President, we have Holstlaw. We- have the perfectly 
innocent chief clerk of the bank~ We have the bank's deposit slip. 
We have Gov. Deneen, and it was even said that some person 
had informed a Senator that a newspaper man had copied this 
and all this grows out of the effort to dispose of that fatai 
$2,500-several people guilty of forgery and perjm·y an-d aiI 
kinds of offenses·. wh'O could have. had no motive for doing so
all this in order to show that this was a forgery. As Hal said 
to Falstaff-

o monstrous ! Eleven buckram men grown out of two. 
Now, then, it was· said the books- of the bank are the best 

evidence. The books of the bank ! iWhy is. it that it has only 
recently been felt necessary to overthrow the deposit of $2,500 
in this bank on the books of th-e bank? . 

:Mr. President, I took pains myself to get the affidavit of 
Jarvis 0. Newton, the chief clerk of that bank, that the books , 

· 11 
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A little country lawyer carrying around a $10<:>- bill and de
positing it with other big bills in a bank away from his own 
home. The- subcommittee refused to let that statement go 
in. I have never been able to comprehend on what ground; for 
I challenge anybody to find a case (}r an authority in the text
books which does not _ say that " declarations against interest" 
are admissible. 

But it was not admitted. However, we do. not need it. 
Beckemeyer's deposit in the Belle Isle bank is not denied. The 
upholders of his election do not' ask for the books of that 
bank~ They do not ask for an-y deposit slips from that bank. 
What do you think about it? A man swears he got this money. 
A little later on he deposited that very · money in bills of the 
denomination which he said he got it in-unusnal bills-$100 
bills-in a bank away from home, where he· had to be- iden
tified. Are you going to wash that out by tears of sympathy? 

But, Mr~ President, let us dispose of· this " forgery" before 
we go further. I wish I had an expert in handwriting here. I 
have had the opportunity in the cour e of my practice to try one 
or two will cases where forgery was alleged, and one or two 
other cases where handwriting:-was involved. 

The absolute similarity of certn.in letters that are common in 
those two documents-the deposit slip and .Tarvis Newton's affi
davit-would: establish the· forgery of the will or th-e validity of 
the will, as the case- might be; and any court in Christendom could 
decide this case without the fact that there are the books, with
out the fact that there is the testimony of Newton, without the 
fact that there is· Holstlaw's testimony, and without · the fact 
that the subcommittee itself believed the money was deposited in 
the State Bank of Chicago. Does not the Senator from New 
York [Mr. DEPEW] believe the money was deposited there? 
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l\Ir. DEPEW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

further yield to the Senato.r.from New York? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. I am going to yield to everyone. 
l\Ir. DEPEW. I have listened to the eloquent speech of the 

Senator from Indiana from the time he started, both the other 
day and to-day, with an open mind, and really I do not think 
he ought to make me an object lesson. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that is fair. I apologize to the 
Senator. If in the eagerness of debate I see the engaging pres
ence of the Senator before me, he invites those questions which 
he has shown such readiness and ability to answer. But I will 
not ask any more. 

Personally I invite interruptions. I repeat, that if anybody 
thinks I am misstating this testimony or stating it unfairly, he 
will do me a personal favor to call my attention to it at the 
time I make it. I would far rather abaudon my position in this 
case than to misstate testimony. 

Now I come, l\lr. President, to the crux of this case, and I 
ask to this the attention of e--fery Senator here who thinks this 
title valid; and I want to be careful of the statement. I would 
like to have the attention of the Senator from Wyoming and 
of all Senators here who think this title Yalid. By looking at 
the last report of the committee-the one. we ha\e here now--

Mr. DEPIJJW. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDE.1.rT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yfeld further to the Senator from New York? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes. . 
l\Ir. DEPEW. The Senator has questioned me several times 

1n regard to these two signatures, whether they were written 
by the same man or whether one is a forgery. I should say it 
would require an effort of the imagination to say they were 
written by the same man. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. On any question that involves an effort 
of the imagination the Senator is a master. I am an . humble 
plodder who deals merely with the facts. When I see the " t," 
"s,'' "w,'' and "o," and when I reflect that one is written in 
the flow of business and one is a signature to a legal document, 
when I back that up with the affidavit of a man who had no 
motive for committing perjury on the stand or swearing falsely 
to an affidavit, and when the entry appears on the books of the 
bank, then it is conclusive. 

l\Ir. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator one question? He has 
asked me a great many. 

l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. You may. 
Mr. DEPEW. Do you think it is the rule of bank officers to 

write one kind of a hand when writing in the course of business 
and another when they are swearing to an affidavit-? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will ask the Senator this: From your 
experience, is it not true that where you sign your name to a 
legal document you sign it more formally-your own name
than in writing in the swift rush of business another man's 
name? 

That is not the question. We will indulge in reciprocity. I 
understand the Senator from New York is for reciprocity. 
[Laughter.] 

I will ask the Senator this question, Does the Senator believe 
that Jarvis 0. Newton committed perjury when he said he re
ceived this money as chief clerk of that bank? Let us get down 
to the point. If so, for what motive? The Senator refuses to 
answer. Very well.. Let us pass that. . 

It is too absurd. It shows the desperation of audacity, or 
the audacity of de8peration-this charge that the bank's de
posit slip is a "forgery." . I r~call history when another great 
speaker, though in a nobler cause, resorted to audacity. Danton 
said, in the throes of the French Revolution, "Audace, encore 
audace, toujours audace, et la france est sa.uvee." (Audacity, 
again audacity, always audacity, and France is saved.) Is that 
the Senator's position? Accuse forgery and perjury and eyery
thing else in order to destroy this $2,500 deposit. 

Now let us get down to Beckemeyer again. Beckemeyer got 
the money. He deposited the money. It was found in his pos
session. How does any Sena tor get a way from his deposit in 
the bank, ·away from home, of bills of large denomination, a 
bank where he had to be identified? 

"TilE THIRD DEGREE." 

Now, I come to the crux of this case so far as the attempt 
to break down these witnesses is concerned. I repeat that all 
who have read the majority report, everybody who has listened 
to the speeches, have heard these witnesses attacked for "per
juring themselves" when the confessed-Beckemeyer and all 
of them-attacked on the ground that they were put through 
a "third degree" at Chicago. Is not that true-bad.Jy treated 
by the officers of justice, so badly treated that they were made 

to committ perjury, enter into an evil "conspiracy" that in· 
vol\ed the State attorney's office. 

. Let us see what Mr. Beckemeyer said about this "third de· 
gree," and it is so important that I am going to read it. Let 
us get it on the record. His first experience with the third 
degree begins at page 236 of the record. This begins his third 
degree. The next is on the next page : 

Q. Before you were taken down before the grand jury of Cook 
County did you tell Mr. Wayman, Mr. Arnold, Mr. Marshall, or any 
other assistant or representative of the State attorney's office that you 
bad never received any money or other thing of value for voting for 
Senator LORIMER, either before or after voting for him ?-A. I don' t 
know ; I think I denied knowing anything about it ; not the exact 
language you are using. . 

Q. I didn't ask you to use the exact language.-A. I den.led it ; 

ye~. s~idn't you tell him or them that you never received· any money 
or anything of value for voting for WILLIAM LORIMER for United 
States Senah>r?-A. Yes, sir; I did. 

Q. Then were you taken before the grand jury that was then in 
session as a witness ?-A. I want to get straight on being over there 
on that day, now. If I remember correctly, I never had talked with 
Mr. TVaym<m 01· Mr. Arnold about this matter at all befo1·e I appea1·ect 
bef01·e the grand jury. 

Q . I don't care whether the same day or not. The time I was talk· 
ing about was before you went into the grand-jury room. 

Page 239: 
Q. Did you testify before the grand jury that you did not receive 

any money or anything of value for voting for Senator LORIMER? 
If anybody thinks there is anything in these third-degree 

methods I should like to have their attention. 
A. I never at no time denied bef01·e the grand jttr·y not having re

cei1:ea any mone11. 
Q. Did you tell the grand jury that you were never promised any 

money before you voted for Senator LORillIER, and that you never 
understood tbat you were to get any money, and were not induced t o 
vote for Senator LORIMER by any promise, agreement, or tmderstand
ing? Did you testify to that before the grand jury ?-A. No, sir; l 
did not. 

PagH 240: 
Senator BORROWS. Will you state what was said upon that sul>ject 

by you ?-A. I think that about all that I said was that I rece·ived 
$1,000 that was supposed, as I understood, to be Lorimer money. I think 
tbat ·is about all. I was not before the grand jury 10 minutes. 

Third degree now, mind you. 
Q. Did you tell anything the first time about whether you got any

thing for voting for WILLIA.:11 LORIMER, or were pl'Omised anything?
A. I did not; it was not di.scussed, * * * 

* * • 
Q. The second time you went was in the forenoon, was it not ?-A. 

No, sir ; in the afternoon. 
Q. Were you taken out of the grand-jury room and put in the custody 

of an officer the first time you went there ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Who was the officer? . 
Now, I ask particular attention to this, because I am going 

to place before the Senate a new fact. I wish the Senator from 
South Dakota [l\Ir. GAMBLE], who talks about these "minions of 
the law," was here. 

Q. Who was the officer?-A. Well, immediately-I went to dinner 
with Officer Keeley; I went to dinner with him. 

I wish to get the attention of Senators to this very important 
point. Remember, this was Officer Keeley. I hope Senators 
will fix that name in their minds. I shall give the Senate some 
startling information about Officer Keeley that demolishes this 
"third-degree" excuse even more than this testimony . . 

Q. Who put you in his custody ?-A. Why, the foreman of the grand 
jitry, as I understana it. 

Page 243 ; still third degree now : 
Then did you say, "I can't tell them anything about it, because I 

don't know anything about it. I never got any money from anyone. 
What is the matter? Is Wayman on the outs after LORDIER elected 
him?" Did that conversation take place between you and Oilicer 
Keeley ?-A. Som.e of it took place; I don't think all of it did. 

Q. What did not take place ?-A. I don't just recall now the reading 
of the question, but some I don't think took place: 

Q. Can you designate any particular part? I would like to have you 
listen to me. " I don't know what to tell those people. I never got a 
cent for votln~ for Senator LORIMER from anybody." Did you say 
that ?-A. I thrnk the last part of that I denied to Mr. Keeley that I 
ever got any money; I think that is true. 

Q. Then did you add : " They want me to tell something that I don't 
know. If I don't tell them what they want they wlll indict me and get 
me into trouble for nothing."-A. I don't think I said that to Mt-. Keeley 
at all. 

Senator BURROWS. Do you remember whether you did or not?-A. I 
am sati.s{ied that I did not. 

This is a part of this awful "third degree" that we have 
heard about. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do, indeed. 
Mr. FRAZIER. I call the attention of the Senator from In

dia:µa to page 254-
1\I r. BEVERIDGE. I was just coming to that. 
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l\Ir. FRAZIER. .Of the record where the direct question was 
asked Mr. Beckemeyer: 

Q. WP.re •there · any -threats or duress used upon you t.or the purpose 
of makins you tell anything with reference to the Lorime~ payment of 
money that you have testified to here? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am just coming to that. 
Mr. FRAZIER. His answer is "No; there was not." 
Q. Or ,either by the State's attorney or the officer in whose keeping 

you were?-A. No; there was not. 
Q. Dia you ten the truth then as you have told it noiof-A. Yes, sir. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. I thank the Senator from Tennessee. 
He always is accurate. If any friend of mine got .into trouble 
through no fault of his, I should advise him to employ the 
professional services of the Senator from Tenn.essee [Mr. 
FBAZIEB]. But if he were in the wrong, God help him. Well, I 
was just coming to that. I was skipping some of these pages· 
it takes too much time; because I want to put the whole third~ 
·degree story in the RECORD and yet not to burden it. Senators 
tried · to impress the Senate that some awful "third-degree" 
methods were used on this man which made him confess. 

1 On page 252 occurs the following : 
Q. After · YOU testified before the grand jury, · Mr. Beckemeyer, didn't 

somebody in the State's attorney's office tell you that you had been 
indicted for perjury ?-A. No, sir. 

Q. Didn't you tell John Gavin that, when you did talk to the State's 
attorney,· that you understood and believed you had been indicted for 

· perjury ?-A. I don't think I told· Mr. Gavin that at all. 
Q. Did you tell anybody that?-A. No, sir; ttot that I know of. I 

1Lad no reason to tell that to anybody. 
Q. Isn't it a fact-

You see they are trying to make him admit that he had an 
· awful .third-degree method. 

-Q. _Isn't it a fact that you were shown an indictment-what pur
_ported to be an indictment on papel.'-an indictment against you, cha:i;g
ing you with perjury ?-A. No, srn. 

Page 253: 
Q. Did you testify before the . grand jury you had received $.1.,000 in 

the same way that you testified to it here?-A. Y.Es, s.rn. 

* * * * * * * 
Q. You were· indicted or threatened · with an indictment for perjury 

and you went back before the grand jury and corrected your teBtimony, 
didn't you ?-A. YE&, srn. 

Now then follows what .the . Senator from 7renn"0.ssee [Mr. 
FRAZIER] read, but he did not read it all. 

This is on page 254 : 
Q. Wet·e there any threats or dm·ess used upo1i 11ou for the PU1'PDSc 

·Of malctng you telZ . anything with reference to the Lorimer payment of 
· money that you have testified to heref-A. THERFJ WAS NOT. 

What do you think of that." third degree?" 
Q. Or either by the State's attorney or ·the officer in whose keeping 

you were?-A. ·No; 'T.HERE WAS NOT. 
Q. Did you tell the truth then as you have told it now?-A. Yes> sir. 

And now, mark this: 
. Q. And . your · g_oing .before the grand jury •-On the .thiJ:d , visit, , and 

that, as I understand you, was :the only time with reference to which 
you have testified about the $1,000 Lorimer money-were you asked 
to go , .before the grand jury on •that occasion, or did you voluntarily 
go ?-A . . l ASKED PERMISSIO~ TO GO BEFOllE THE . GRA.h'D JURY. 

What rdo Benators think .about this " ,third degree" for 
1Beekemeyer, :now? But that . is not all, Mr. :..President. On 
pages 260 and 261 occurs .the: following, and .I am .taking time 
about this because we_ have healid · so. much about this brutal 
and cruel "third degree," causing men · to commit perjury in 
furtherance of a great conspiracy against the sitti.J!g Member : 

Q. Who ordered you ?-A. No one, that I know of. If the committee • . .;~?1~1fkt1e~. know bow I came to• be in the custody •of, an officer, I 

Q. Tell it, Mr. Beckemeyer.-A. Wayman asked me if I · would not 
like to have an officer go with me down home. ·we talked the matter 
over in Mr. • Wayman's office, • and ' several pTopositions were put by the 
State's · attorney • as to fellows talking to me and getting up .impeaching 
testimony or probably getting whipped. That u:as two of ·the reasons 

· iohv I pm·tly requested-and it was' ery willingly granted, of conrse, 
' by Mr. Waymu.n, that I ·let aii ·officer oo 1cith ·11ie. 

The " th'.ir.d degree ! " Senators w_ho are upholding this elec
tion would have us believe that Beckemeyer confessed under 
the crushing terror of a brutal "third degree." Senators have 
declfilmed .about Beckemeyer being terrorized, made drunk, and 
·o forth, by .a. police officer forced on him by the State's attor
ney; that Beckemeyer was compelled to commit perjury by 
being dragged and frightened before the grand jury. But 
Beckemeyer swears that he asked for an dfficer to ·go ·with him. 
Beckemeyer asked to go before the _grand jury. ' He did not 
testify before the grand jury to what he did not testify to here. 
And on page 261 : 

Q. It was at your own sugges.tian that the. Officer went .down-in 
part-went down with you tC>----'A.' fl~ pa1·t it ·was. 
A. <): ·~~d Jo~~ ever make any objection to it, directly or :indirectly?-

' Q. Did, ~ou consider that you were under . .any duress pr _any .restray:i.t, 
or anything of·'that sort? • • .. • A . .. No, sir. - -

"Third degree!" What does any Senator think about the 
" third degree " for Beckemeyer now? 
FATFJ OF OFFICER KEELEY, THE PRINCIPAL " MINIO~ " OF THE " T HTRD 

DEGREE." 

Now, l\Ir. President, we come to another thing which I 
hope will interest the Senate. How many times has it been 
stated that Beckemeyer was subjected to a cruel "third degt·ee," 
the testimony about which I have just -read, and which shows 
it was not so? How often have we heard passions torn to 
tatters in this debate, appeals made that "split the ears of the 
groundlings, but made the judicious grieve," about Officer Keeley 
taking Beckemeyer .out under instructions, getting him drunk, 
taking him to bad places, and all that sort of thing? Is not that 
pretty familiar? · 

" Infamous" tactics of the officers of justice of Chicago, Ill., 
putting this poor man, who says he went very willingly and 
asked for the protection of an officer-and then the officer being 
instructed to take Beckemeyer out and get him drunk ! I was 
curious about what happened to that officer-this brutal officer 
of justice. So I telegraphed to District Attorney Wayman as to 
what became of Officer Keeley, and I .find that this man, who 
has been paraded before us for having done these things, 
has been indicted and coNVIOTED of perjury for having . worn 
that he was ordered to do any such thing or did do any such 
thing. 
· That, I think, has occurred since the committee reported. • I 

read in State's Attorney Wayman's testimony, which I will call 
.the attention of the Senate to in a moment, the statement that 
the grand jury had indicted this man Keeley. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Where? 
'.Mr. BEVERIDGE. In Cook County, Chicago, of course; 

and now he is convicted of perjury. Officer Keeley-" Third 
Degree " Keeley-whom we have .heard so bitterly denounced., 
has been indicted and convicted of perjury for swearing to the 
very things thatJiave been paraded before us as establishing the 
"third degree." Senators did not.know thn.t, L take -it. 

While I am un this subject, l\Ir. President, the Senator. from 
Texas [l\Ir. BAILEY] the other day, inadvertently, of course
! could not see the relevancy-stated that ... Browne, . our 
twentieth century Abraham Lincoln, was tried twice, and that 
the first time the jury stood 11 to 1 for acquittal. I asked, 
by telegraph, District A.ttomey Wayman about it, and here 
is his answer: " The first Browne jury stood e.ight for convic
tion and four for acquittal." 

I will ask . the Secretary to read :this telegram of State's 
Attorn.ey Way.man about this man _'Keeley, and I hope we will 
hear nothing .more about .the cruel treatment of these witnesses 
by the State's attorney's office in Chicago. 

The Secretary read the telegram, as follows: 

Hon. A. J . .BEVERIDGE, 
CHICAGO, ILL., Fcb:ruarv ~2, 19.11 • 

'United States Senate, IVashington, .. D. 0.: 
P. J. Keeley was indicted by September grand jury for falsely 

swea:i.·in~ for ·the -defense in the Browne case that As istant State's At
torney .a.mold had placed. Beclremeyer •in his eustody~and told him to 
treat Beckemeyer right, meaning, as Keeley said, to get him drunk, 
so that he would .testify before the grand jury, Keeley's testimony in 
the .Browne 'Case being to give the impre sion that the State bad plied 

··Beckemeyer ·With liquor to -get him to testl.fy. · 
This was an -infamous lie, and on the trial of Keeley for perjury he 

admitted tha:t Beclcemeyer was n:Ot drulik at any -time. Keeley tOCl8 
rtried at this tenn of -court, and on Feb1·uar1110 W..AS ' FOU D GUILTY, hav
ing been. discharged from the polioe force in the ·m.ear1;time for co 11 d-uct 
unbecoming. a police otfice:r. THE FIRST BROWNE JURY STOOD E.IGHT FOR 
CONVICTION AND FOUR :FOR ACQUITTAL . 

JOHN E. WAYMA:N, State's Attorney. 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, so we find that Becke
meyer got the money ; part of it was found in :his posses ion ; 
he confessed; he was...not under duress; the " third degree" is 
a silly invention ; and " third-degree" Keeley is convicted. .of 
perjury. · 

LINK, THE ARCR 1 'H1il:RO OF THE 1'.HIBD DEGREE. 

Now, :Mr .. President, I COD;le to Link. The first thing that is 
apparent about Link is that he is a t•eluctant witness, a ·wit
ness so reluctant, ' !\Ir. President, that he is impertinent. There 

1 is . not .a lawyer here ho . can read , that .man's . testimony be-
fore the subcommittee without knowing that if he had dare<l .to 
so conduct himself before a court he would haye been puni shed 
for contempt. Everything that that man swore to was drawn 

·out of him 0y the red-hot· forceps of cross-exa.Iili:nation. Xot
··withstanding that, to · what does he swear? The majority of 
the committee weeps •over Link-poor Link, · ubjected to the 
" third -degree "-compe1led to swear falsely, as Beckemeyer 

·was, by the cruel " third !degree~" 
I have sometimes wondered whether the majority's ym

pathy for poor Link was ·greater than its hatred and dlsapprov I 
of lthe ·offieers of dustice -0f .. IDmois. The , latter s treatment, 
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according to some Senators, of this bribe taker reminds us of 
Burns's lines--

Man's inhumanity to man 
Makes countless thousands mourn. 

For are not the whole American people mourning over poor 
bribe-taker Link and Beckemeyer and those other tender inno
cents, so roughly manhandled by the officers of justice? 

Mr. President, to what does Link swear? I will not read 
the record unless some Senator thinks I am misstating it. 
First of all, he can not remember how the invitation came for 
him to meet Browne in St. Louis June 2i. He can not re
member it, not at all. This is on page 281. He can not remem
ber anything about it. But I ask you to compare his lack of 
memory on details, on pages 280 and 281, with his accurate 
memory as to a conversation with Beckemeyer, pages 300 and 
301. 

The facility with which his memory accommodates him 
almost, but not quite, equals that of ~fr. Browne, whom we 
have the authority of the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. PAYN
TER]. for saying is of "marvelous intellect." I will read you, 
when I come to Browne, what the Senator from Kentucky says 
of Mr. Browne and his "marvel6us intellect." 

Nevertheless Link testifies that he did meet Browne there; 
that Browne paid him a thousand dollars; and that he, Link, 
" thought it was campaign money," although no canipaign was 
possible for 14 months. You will find that account on pages 
281 and 284. Then he admits meeting Wilson down there, and 
from Wilson he, like White and Beckemeyer, got $90-0, and 
again he thought it was "campaign money." He is not sur
prised at all that he got it-not Link. They did not owe him 
anything; he did not expect to get it; Browne just handed him a 
thousand dollars; he took it for granted it was " campaign 
money " for a ca1npaign a year and two 11wnths off; and Wilson 
gave him money under the same circumstances. 

l\fr. President, the whole transaction ·is given in the examina
tion, the admirable examination of Senator FRAZIER, of Ten
nessee, on pages 306 and 308. Senator FRAZIER'S whole exami
nation of this man Link should be read by every Senator. 

Mr. President, Link is the star "third degree" witnes:::?. Yet 
this man was not subjected to things so humiliating as Becke
meyer, in the opinion of the subcommittee. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Would it interrupt the Senator from In
diana if I ask him a question'? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all; I would be glad to hear the 
Senator's question. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I ask the Senator this question, or rather 
I make this- suggestion to the Senator. It is contended that 
Link was induced to swear to this story by the " third degree,'' 
to which the Senator has alluded. Did it ever occur to the 
Senator that those who induced Link to swear to those false
hoods were very bungling conspirators, that they did not 
induce Link, while they were getting him to swear to these 
falsehoods, to swear to a more convincing story than he did? 
If he was making up the story would it not have been just 
as easy for those who were securing him to make up that 
story to have got Link to have admitted the fact that he was 
promised this $1,000 if he would vote for Mr. LORIMER, and 
that thereafter he was paid the $1,000 for voting for Mr. 
LORIMER? 

Upon the other hand, Mr. Link would not state upon the 
most rigid cross-examination that he was ever spoken to with 
reference to his vote for Mr. LoRIMER in any corrupt sense 
before he voted for him, and he refused to admit that the 
$1,000 which he did receive was paid to him for voting for 
Mr. LORIMER. 

If it had been, a made-up thing, if it had been a conspiracy, 
if it had been made out of the whole cloth, as it were, would it 
not have been just as easy for Link to have made a good story 
as to have made an imperfect story? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Exactly; just as the Senator pointed out 
the other day, if these were all lies gotten up by a "conspiracy," 
how much easier and simpler would it have been to have had 
Holtslaw testify that he got the $2,500 from LORIMER himself 
instead of having fixed up a bungling story for Holstlaw that 
he went clear out to Broderick's saloon, a mile and a half, and 
got it from Broderick. 
_ Of course, if these men are telling falsehoods about getting 

this money as the result of some " conspiracy " to " destroy " 
the sitting Member, as the Senator from Tennessee shows, with 
the positiveness of a demonstration in Euclid, then they were 
the stupidest set of knaves who ever put on foot a nefarious 
plot; it will not hold together. 

I have already shown that to be false in the case of Becke
meyer. Beekemeyer denies it, and he says he never -ioas under 
duress. He says he suggested ·himself that the officer go 'With 

him. He says that he nevet· was aslwd, to tell anything but the 
truth. When the committee or any Senator has told us that 
Officer Keeley was instructed to go out and get him drunk in 
furtherance of that "conspiracy," remember that Officer Keeley 
has been indicted and convicted of perjury for swearing to the 
same thing that Senators have told us here. · 

LINK'S " THlRD DEGREE." 
Now we come to the "third degree" in the case of Link. 

Of course, if this "third degree " goes down, then the last ex
cuse for pleading that these votes were not bought disappears. 

What does State's Attornev Wayman say about Link's" third 
degree?" First, I ask Senators to remember the absurd over
drawn story of Link about the" third degree." Link, it appears 
from this testimony, must have been a great big, raw-boned, 
powerful man, physically. It appears so from his own descrip
tion. Yet the Sena tors wail and moan over Link, poor man. 

Link says he was threatened with all manner of things-
separation from his home and farm; and, finally, his wife-if he 
did not testify to what they wanted him to testify to. 

Link says that the man who did this chiefly was Assistant 
State's Attorney Arnold. Now, the subcommittee did not be
lieve Link's story about Arnold; othei;wise, of course, the sub
committee would have called Arnold. But the subcommitte~ 
did not. However, they did call State's Attorney Wayman, and I 
ask the attention of Senators to the testimony, undispnted, of the 
State's attorney concerning the "third degree" for poor, op
pressed, giant Link. Here is what happened. I read from pa!re 
370: 

Q. What talk or discussion did you have with him, personally, as to 
his being in the custody of an officer while in the city of Chicago? 

State's Attorney Wayman answers: 
A. I had no discussion at all Friday evening at that time, but Satur

day I did, as to what would be done with reference to the case in 
which an indictment had been returned. Aiter nolle prossing the case 
Saturday morning it was again discussed, and Mr. Linl~ WANTED an 
OffiCet• to go 'With him to the train, aniJ then he WA~TED an Officer to 
go •with him clear home-

What do Senators think of that? That is what happened 
about Link's being placed in the crnel " custody of an officer." 
Link himself asked for the offecer-
and after discussing that between us, we agreed that would be wise, 
and the reasons there stated between us was that we didn't want 
anybody to interview Mr. Link or talk with him upon this subject, and 
I stated that to l\Ir. Link. Mr. Link expressed himself as being very 
desirous that no newspaper men were to be allowed to interview him, 
but all be kept away from him. 
. Then there was a great deal of discussion between the at

torney for the Chicago Tribune and the attorney for the sitting 
Member. Finally this occurred : 

Senator GAllrnLE. There has been an attack by these witnesses upon 
the State's attorney's office; for that purpose that would be for the 
committee to determine. 

Mr. AUSTRIAK-

He is the attorney who seems to ha\e represented the Chi
cago Tribune-

If the committee would strike out all the evidence about their being 
in custody and the so-called third degree, I would not ask to put in 
this evidence, but if it remains in the record, I think the explanation 
should be there, too. 

Judge IlANECY. WE A.RE NOT Tht'ESTIGATIXG THE STATE'S ATTORN"EY'S 
OFFICE. 

Judge Hanecy, remember, was the attorney of the sitting 
Member in this in,estigation. 

Although the counsel for the sitting :Member says that they 
were not investigating the State's attorney's office when he 
was trying to keep out of the record correspondence between the 
State's attorney and this man Link, yet the State's attorney's 
office of Chicago has been the chief subject of denunciation on 
this floor. The State's attorney's office of Chicago has been 
held up to us as the machine of an infamous inquisition to com
pel men to tell stupid and bungling lies. Does any Senator 
belie\e it? 

Here follows a communication between the State's attorney 
and Lirik from his home. Link, in his method of bravado, says 
on the stand he "read Wayman the riot act." Here is the riot 
act that bribe taker Link read State's Attorney Wayman: 

Hon. JOHN E. w. WAYMAN, Ohicago, Ill. 
MITCHELL, ILL., May 12, 1910. 

DEAR MR. WAYMAN: I have no room to keep Mr. O'Keefe at my home, 
and I nromise you that I have no disposition to repudiate in any man
ner the testimony that I gave before the Cook County grand jury on 
last Saturday, May 7. 

I realize that vou are a friend of mine and will depend on what you 
told me. 

And I shall not allow myself to be interviewed by anyone. 
Yours, etc., M. S. LIXK. 

Why was not that laid before the Senate when we were hear
ing these lurid details about the " third degree? " The officer 
\vhom Link was " in custody " of Link himself asked for; the 
officer 'w:j:lom Beckemeyer was put in " custody " of, :apd whom 
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we have heard took Beckemeyer out and g_ot him drunk, and 
so forth, has been convicted of perjury in Cook County. 

But that is not all of the "third-degree." Mr. Wayman, the 
State's attorney, testifies further, on page 379-this is on cross
examina tion : 

Q. Is it because you don't remember or because you don't know?

That is, wh~ther Link was "in custody"-
A. Because Mr. Link, after they arrived at Mitchell, O'Keefe went 
with him, and then Mr. Link went to St. Louis and about the country 
as he pleased, and I would not regard it as custody, ai11d neither did 
Mr. Linlc. 

• • • • • • • 
Q. And he insisted you had no right to keep him "In custody? "-A. 

No, sfr; M 1". Link never said a word to me at alZ, e1JJcepting that 
letter-

! have just read the letter-
! have produced here, and ttpo1i the receipt of that letter I telephoned 
to John O'Keefe to come home. 

Now, that is all the "third degree" there is as to Link. 
Was it not proper? As a lawyer, will any Senator say here 
that State's Attorney Wayman, instead of being cruel, was not 
considerate and kind, even? What do Senators say of the 
"third degree" in -view of this testimony? Senators may shout 
"third degree" all they like, but there is the testimony that the 
"third degree" is an absurd and bizarre myth. One man who 
is said to have been the agent of the "third degree" has been 
indicted and convicted for perjury for saying what has been 
shouted here time and again as the truth. 

Now, :Mr. President, I come to the most important statement 
in Link's testimony. I ask any Senator who votes to sustain 
this title to remember this before he does it in connection with 
the rest that I ha •e read. 

It has been said that the reason why Link testified as Becke
meyer did to having received $1,000 from Browne and $900 from 
Wilson was because he was subjected to the "third degree." 
But Link unwittingly gi•es another reason, and I will read it 
to you. You will find it on page 305. Link is now on the stand. 
Senator FRAZIER is cross-examining him. 

"I DID NOT WANT TO GET MY FRIENDS L'TO TROGDLE." 

All through this record, after Senator FRAZIER arri•ed there, 
Senators will find that when witnesses had te ti:fied to an absurd 
state of affairs the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAZIER] took 
it up, and his examination was thorough, direct, keen, and rele
vant. So he took up Mr. Link. I direct the particular atten
tion of the Senate to this : 

Senator FRAZIER. If It were true that yo.u met Wllson at St. Louis 
and he paid you $900, and that you met Browne and he paid you $1,000, 
why did you not tell that when you cs.me up here before the grand jury 
and before Mr. Wayman? What were you concealing it for? 

I must beg the attention of every Senator here. Here is 
Link's answer as to why he concealed that he got the $1,000 
and the $000 : 

A. I didn't toant to get myself, perhaps, in frouble and my friends in 
troitble. I didn't know where the money came from. That was the only 
r eason. -

Q. Why didn't you tell it i:f it were a fact that you got it, and that 
you met those gentlemen? What were you trying to conceal it for; 
wP.at was there wrong about the transaction? 

This is Link giving his i·enson why he did not make a clean 
breast of it in the first place. 

A. I didn't know anything about whnt there was about it. An(J I 
didn't desire to criminate myself for tak-ing this money. I didn't know 
where it came from. 

Q. If it were a present to you, and a fair and honest transaction for 
campaign purposes-

This is Senator FRAZIER cross-examining-
or a gift or otherwise, why were you trying to conceal it?-A. I had 
no reason ut all for concealing it. 

Q Why didn't you tell it ?-A. Pat·don me, I wm correct that. I 
W AS. AFRAID OF GETTING SOMEBODY INTO TROUBLE ; I didn't know where 
this money came :from. 

Q . . Who were you afraid of getting into trouble?-

Inquired the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. FRAZIER]. 

A. Friends of mine or myself-

Answers much-abused Link. 
Q Who were your fri ends ?-A. I had a ~reat many friends on the 

Repi.1blican side and on the Democratic side lD the general assembly. 
<J How would you get your friends into trouble by telling the trut}), 

i:f this were a perfectly honest and legitimate transaction?-

Asks the Senator from Tennessee. 
A. I didn't know bow it would get them into trouble, only it struck 

me I might net the11i into trouble-

Answers bribe-taker Link. 
~ J 

'I ; 
"J 1 

I! I 'l 

That is Link's sworn testimony as to why he concealed get
ting the $1,000 from Browne and the $900 from Wilson. What 
friends was he afraid of getting into trouble do Senators think? 

The majority of the committee absolutely ignore the fact that 
Link himself · swears that the reason why he concealed this 
was the fact that he "FEARED GETTING HIS E'RIENDS INTO 
'!'ROUBLE," and they lay it on a "third degree," which the reeord 
itself shows did not exist. Now, Senators can vote as they 
please, but it shall not be on any fantastic ground of a " third 
degree." Link says that he refused to tell because he was 
" afraid of getting rnv f riends into troubie," and that is not 
denied. 

And what "friends!" That goes back to Broderick. Why 
did he refuse to answer the questions that were put to him? 
He said he was "closely affiliated" with certain "friends" of 
the sitting Senator in Chicago. Broderick says he knew the 
sitting Member was a candidate two weeks before, at the 
same time Browne says he knew it. Was Link's reason for 
concealing this transaction the same that moved Broderick to 
refuse to testify? 

You can not pass those matters over, Senators, by sympathy 
or- aid to a man whose wife is sick or the beginning of a boy
hood friendship even with Hinky Dink. 

Now, 1\Ir. President, we come tQ White. There is a good deal 
to be said of White; a good deal, I think, that is interesting. 
The first thing that appears about White is this: The Senator 
from Iowa [l\Ir. CUMMINS] made the point that either White 
told the truth or else White is a geniusr 

WHITE, IF UNTRUTHFUL, THE AMERICAN G.ABORIAU OR CONAN DOYLE. 

If White's story is a falsehood, White need never care any 
more for the future, because we have developed among us 
an inventive genius of fiction who puts all the writers of 
imaginary tales from Emeile Gaboriau to Conan Doyle to the 
blush. That is not an extravagant statement. 

Read White's story, so natural, so corroborated at every mate
riai point. Then read any of the masterpieces of detective fic
tion, · such as "The Adventures of Sherlock Holmes," or "The 
1\Iystery of the Rue Morgue," and the like, and compare them 
to White's story, if the last is fiction. 

Yet we are told by eminent Senators that White is a man of 
no intelligence. But if he is a man of no intelligence, he told 
the truth; because a man of mean intelligence can not conceive 
a tale so full of details, so fun of novelty and dramatic point, 
a tale, too, that happens to be corroborated at every important 
point. 

l\Ir. President, I press again upon the attention of the Senate 
this fact: White's story is corroborated in every vital par
ticular. Let us put that to the test. Is there a Senator here 
who intends to vote to support this title who will point out to 
me one instance that is vital in White's story that is not cor
roborated? I pause for reply. We might as well face this 
matter. 

White says Browne approached him. Beckemeyer and the 
others say the same thing. He says he was invited by Wilson to 
St. Louis. Beckemeyer and the others say the same thing; Clark 
says the s::ime thing; Shephard says the same thing; and Wil
son admits he was in St. Louis. White said he got $900 there 
from Wilson in the bathroom ; Beckemeyer says he got $900 
there · Link says he got $VOO there. Shephard denies that he 
got $SOO there; but admits he was there, a.nd was called into 
the bathroom by Wilson because Wilson wanted to know the 
name of a lady he saw Shephard dining with two months 
before. 

White says Browne paid him the major part of his first in
stallment at Chicago. When? July 16, the day Holstlaw got 
his first installment. He sa.id Browne told him he was going 
to St. Louis. Browne went to St. Louis, and Browne admits it. 
It is sworn to by the other bribe takers. Beckemeyer and Link 
swear that they got $1,000 there from Browne. White is again 
corroborated. 

When I came to take up the testimony of Browne-this Abra
ham Lincoln of the twentieth century; Browne who ha.s been 
compared with the great savior of the Republic-I think I will 
dispose of 1\fr. Browne to the satisfaction of everybody; I would 
if we were jurors. But before I pass this I want again to ask: 
Will any Senator here point me out, so that I can straighten it 
out now, what vital point in White's testimony is not cor
roborated-one? Again I await a reply. No one answers: 
Very well ; we will pass that. 

BROW-NE ON WHITE'S CHARACTER. 

But, Mr. President, it is said that White's character is base. 
I never practiced law in a criminal court, but I have talked 
with criminal lawyers, and I have heard that one of the methods 

l . 
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of that practice is to assail the witness of the cause that you 
want to defeat with a savagery in proportion to the desperate
ness of your own side. Is not that true? Very well; what has 
happened here? White has been assailed as base and Tile and 
infamous and low and with all the other adjectives of dis
grace. 

What has that to do with the truth of this bribery? We are 
not trying White's character, we are determining the truth. My 
own opinion is that it is not shown that White 'was a bad man 
before he went up there to Springfield; but I think that occurred 
to White which has occurred to other men. The senior Senator 
from New York, [1\fr. DEPEW] by his long experience in this 
field has known many of them; I have known some of them 
myse1f, boys who came from the country, went to the legislature, 
and fell into evil habits. 

If ::\Ir. White is a bad man, I will show you that one instru
ment :md agent of White's infamy was Browne himself. We 
hayc one good witness on White's character, and that witness 
is "marvellous-intellect" Browne. I am going to read to the 
Senate what Ir. Browne thought of White clear down to the 
end of 1900. I read from page 53; and I shall take the time to 
read tllese letters oYer, because they ha.Ye internal evidence of 
the truth of ,:White's story that no man can resist. 1- believe 
this is the first letter-the Lee O'Neil Browne letter : 

[Exhibit 1.] 
[People·s Elxhibit 4 B. B.-On letterhead of Forty-fifth General As

sembly.] 

Hon. CIIABLES A. WHITE, O'Fallon, Ill. 
OTTAWA, ILL., June 9, 1909. 

MY DE.rn CHARLIE: I did not get home until the night of Monday 
Jnne 7, when I found your letter awaiting me. I wish you had spoke~ 
to me of the matters contained in your letter before we left Springfield 
It would have been comparatively easy for me at that time to have 
advii::e'.l with you peTSonally and properly. It is far from difficult now 
and I would hardly know what to say to yon without seeing you pe/ 

A sonally. In any event, unless you would care to see me before that time 
by comin17 here or meeting me in Chicago, I expect to see you and have 
a visit with you some time within the next two weeks. I shall be only 
too glnd to advise with you along the line of the matters referred to 
and suggest anything that may be appropriate and proper. ' 

The matters referred to-
You know where -I stand, old man, ancl that I iom go my length for 

voti. 
Thi is Browne's opinion of White: 
Should you find it necessary to see me before the end of the next two 

weeks, you had better arrange to come to Chicago and meet me there. 
HoweYer, as matters stand, and in the way that I am tied up with busi
ness matters now, I would prefer to put off the meeting for the length 
<Jf time I have stated. I want you to"'feel and realize that I am as 
good a friend as you have in th e world, and that I ani not only 1.Gilling 
but 1·cady to do anything in my poioer f01· you at any time. My best 
regards to you. 

Very sincerely, your friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWKE. 

And yet all that is bad in White, Lee O'Neil Browne certainly 
knew, and most of which Browne himself developed. Second
this is a brief letter, and I call the attention of Senators espe-
cially to it- · 

[Exhibit 2.] 
[People's Exhibit 5 B. B.-Written on letterhead of Forty-sixth General 

Assembly.] 
OTTAWA, ILL., June 113, 1909. 

FRIE~D CHARLES: Your letter did not reach me till too late to do a.ny 
good. I was in Chicago, but could not have remained longer had I got 
your letter. Got home here this evening and am due in court to-morrow 
a. m. But, Charlie, I will be in Chicago Tuesday or Wednesday-

. That was June 13, three days before he paid him the money-
and (this is under your liut)- · 

That is a common expression that White testifies that this 
man Browne used, aud here is Browne using it in a letter to 
White--
and (this is uncler yam· hat, though, for I do not want to be bothered 
by every job hunter in Chicago), if you can wait I'll do my best to see 
you. I'll be at the Briggs when there. 

In haste, BROWKE. 

That is the second letter. I now come to the third letter. 
Senators will remember that this man White has been de
nounced as " a scoundrel unworthy of belief." I am shomng 
what "marvelous intellect" Browne thought of him. This is 
dated July 16, 1909. This letter is conclusive. Browne swears
a.nd I · will point it out when I come to his testimony-that he 
did not send Wilson to !St Louis and had nothing to do with 
the second meeting. 

[Exhibit 3.] 

[Lette•:!!ead of Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois, House of 
Representatives.] 

Hon. CHARLES A.. WHITE, O'Fallon, nz. 
OTTAWA, ILL., July 16, 1909. 

FnIE~D CHARLIE : Thank you very much for your promp recognition 
of my request in the Doyle matter. You have certain1y been on of my 
ooo<l ol¢ friends sin ce 1oe llave become acquainted. I feel sure that the 
f riends/lip 1om last just as long as you ana I do. 

This is getting really quite tender, isn't it? 
I 1cas awfully sorry that I WAS UXABLE TO BE WITH YOU YESTERDAY 

FORENOO~ IN ST. Lours. 
This is when White got the second installment of money. 
I was taken very ill in Chicago Monday night with an attack of 

ptomaine poisoning, and have had a pr·etty serious time of it. I did not 
dai·e to attempt the t rip . I hope everything is all right with you ana 
satisfactory-

What does he mean by satisfactory?"-
and that you are happy and fairly prosperous. I · hope before very long 
to be able to meet you either in St. Louis or Chicago and talk over old 
times. I think you ancl I have got one real good 'Visit coming. Let 
me hear from you when you get time and the spirit moves you. 

Very sincerely, your friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWNE. 
THE "MUSIC AXD FLOWERS" VOYAGE. 

Yet this is White, who is so vile and infamous and all the 
other bad things that Senators think about him after he has 
been found out, and this was the opinion Lee O'Neil Browne 
had of him. Browne said he thought they ought to have " a 
real good visit coming." Well, they got a "real good visit ." a 
little on, as I shall show the Senate. 

This is a letter written after they had had that "real good 
visit" together. It is dated September 9, 1909, and White is 
now asking him for money, I think. 

OTTAWA, ILL., Septembet• 9, 1.909. 
[Exhibit D, Sept. 27, 1910.] 

[Letterhead Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois, House of 
Representatives.] 

FRrnxo CHARLES: Just got your letter. Am awfully sorry for you, 
old pal, 11ecause I know how true a good f ellow and gentleman you are. 

" Old pal ! " This is the: villain White; this is the infamous 
White; and this is the "Abraham Lincoln" Browne who is 
writing, uucl " old pal" White is a " true good fellow " and a 
' gentleman " acco!·ding to Browne. 

This is Browne's opinion of White, whom everybody has heard 
is such a scurvy villain; but there has been no person closer to 
him than Browne-and Browne ought to know about White, 
because White and Browne were "good friends" an_d "old 
pals;" and because Browne is a "marTelous intellect," as the 
Sena tor from Kentucky assures us in his speech. 

Browne continues : 
Your fault. old pal, is in trying to go too -- fast. You must cut it 

out for awhile, old boy, I'll do all I can to land you in a job, but do 
not yet know when LoRil\IEJR will be able to do anything, or, rather, 
when he will do anythin"'. · 

But I'll do all I can; Charlie. Am pretty hard up myself after the 
vacation-

! will tell you about the vacation when I come to Browne-
we all had, but have managed to scratch out a fifty for you. Hope 
it will do some good, anyway. I am down at the "°grind" again, work
ing like a slave. It's sure hell after the "music and flowers " 1.0e had 
for a time this summer. 

" Marvelous Intellect" Browne and " Infa.mous Scoundrel" 
White bad been on a lake trip together, where they had" music 
and flowers " and it was " sure hell getting down to work 
afterwards." Browne continues: 

But when a thing has got to be done, I can always shut my teeth and 
go to it. It's the only way. It' s hell, but that's the price one pays for 
most of the pleasure of life. I always did, at least. Good-by, old man, 
and God bless you. Wish I could do more for you. 

Your friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWNE. 
P. S.-I hope you will do all you can to help James Morris, our old 

pal, pull through. He must win, he says. 
I am reading the character ·Of Mr. White through the lette1·s 

of his most intimate friend, Lee O'Neil Browne, who, the com
mittee thinks, is worthy of all credence, and who the Senator 
from Kentucky [l\fr. PAYNTER] said in his speech the other day 
had a " marvelous intellect." 

Now, Browne, with his "marvelous intellect; " Browne, whom 
the committee would have us belieYe is above suspicion; 
Browne, who did what Abraham Lincoln did, we a.re told-this 
Browne was White's closest friend, his " old pal," and so we 
have Browne's opi'nion of White's character. Very well. Let 
us go further. 

Mr. President, I will ask to insert in the RECORD at this point, 
without reading, the other letters of Lee O'Neil Browne to his 
"old pal" White, and later on when I come to Mr. Browne 
himself I shall ref er again to these letters. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The letters referred to are as follows : 
[Exhibit 4.] 

[Letterhead Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois, House of 
Representatives.] 

OTTAWA, ILL., September 23, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES A. WHITE, O'Fallon, Ill. 
FRIE~D CHARLIE : The reason I have not written to you before is 

because that I did not find it possible to do as you wanted me to. You 
know I told you in my last letter to you, when I sent the other inclosure, 
that that was the best I could do for you at that time. It was, and, 
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while I regret the fact, circumstances do not permit me to do what I 
would like and what you seem to think is so easy for me. I herewith 
inclose draft for $50 ; ·also your note which you sent me, and you can 
send me one for $50 in its place. I hope that this will help you and 
only wish that I could arrange the matter to suit you. 

·I do not know what you are thinking of, my boy, to get yomsel! 
into a position of this kind. I do not want to freach to you, but you 
certainly are not very wise in your generation. will tell you, Charlie, 
yQu must just simply take the situation by the neck and get down 
to hard tacks and go to work. If you can not get what suits you, get 
something else. You know that you got to do something, and when 
:rou are in that position, do not be too particular about what you do. 
LORIMER is tied up so that he can not move a hand at the present 
time in the way of getting jobs. When be does get so that be can move, 
I will do anything in my power to help you. And, as you know, there 
is no other avenue through which I can move. I am awfully sony 
that· you are in your present financial condition, Charlie, but really, 
don't you know, you have nobody to thank for it but yourself. You 
certainly could have used more judgment and foresight than you have 
under the circumstances. Now brace up, old man, and surprise your
self and everybody else by making good. It is in you, and all you need 
is a little nerve at the present moment. I hope and trust you will do 
everything in your power at that convention at Belleville_ to see that 
Jim Morris lands. My best regards to you. I will write you aga.in 
before very long. Am working hard. 

Very sincerely, your friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWNE. 

[Exhibit 5.] 
CHICAGO, October 24, 1909. 

FRIEND CHARLIE : Have been tryin~ to land something for you. 1 
came up yesterday and had a visit ' with LORIMER in the afternoon for 
about half an hour. He goes back to Washington in December, at which 
time he feels that he can probably place you along the lines you sug
gested in your last letter. In the meantime he is arranging to give you 
a temporary job up here as cleL·k in some one of the offices. I will get 
word down home the early part of the week, and then I'll let you know 
and will come up here and report to LORIMER'S secretary, who will take 
you out and place you. See? The salary of the temporary job will 
not 'be very high, probably 75 per month, but it will help you through 
all right until I can land you better after awhile. If this thing does 
not suit you well enough to take it, you must wire me at Ottawa as soon 
as you get it. However, in your present condition, I think you had 
best take it. I am awfully sorry, Charlie, that you are situated as you 
are; but really you are not entitled to a whole lot of sympathy ; it's 
largely your own fault. You must get down to cover and learn that 
you must cut your coat according to your cloth. You know I am fond 
of yon and will do anything I can, but this does not blind me to your 
faults and the fact that you are not at all consistent in your expendi
tures. My very best regardJ:l to you, old pal, and remember that I will 
do all I can. 

Your :friend, LEE O'NEIL BROWNE. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I repeat that every vital point of White's 

testimony is corroborated; and, if I am wrong about that, I 
again appeal to any Senator here to point out what vital point 
in this testimony is not corroborated. You can not d:isp9se of 
the matter upon the ground that White is a bad man. You 
acquit Browne as a good man-even a " marvelous intellect,'' 
another Abraham Lincoln. Yet Browne calls White "old pal,'' 
" a true good fellow and gentleman." 

REASONING IN A CIRCLE . . 
The committee seem to think that nobody but . a good man 

is going to accept bribes; they seem to be horrified that the 
men who confessed to bribery were not exemplars of purity. 

. According to the committee, bribery never could be proved, 
because the moment a man confessed and was caught in the 
tangle of circumstances, they say you must disbelieve him be
cause he is a bad man; he is a bad man because he accepted a 
bribe, and therefore you can not believe him. 

So you perceive that convincing reasoning in a circle which 
the supporters of his election adopt to hold up this title to 
this · office. I asked in my minority views what did they ex;. 
pect? What kind of men did they think would accept bribes? 
These men, we are told, we must not believe because they are 
such base fellows. Well, will any other kind of fellows ac
cept bribes? 

The American people will tolerate no such verdict. And, 
after all. while we are the jury, the American people are the 
rourt to which we must return our verdict. That position is an 
offense against common sense. It is an insult to reason. When 
Senators vote, they must vote knowing what the testimony 
~~a . 

Mr. President, in the case of Holstlaw the money was traced 
to the bank where he deposited it. In the case of Beckemeyer, 
part of the money was traced to the bank in Belle Isle, soon 
after he swears he got it, wher~ he did not live, and where he 
had to be identified. As lawyers, what do you say to that
the money taken and the goods found in their possession? 

What would you say if a burglar is seen coming out of a 
house at midnight, then it is later found that silver is missing, 
und then later on the silver is found in the possession of the 
man you saw coming out of the house? The Senator from Utah 
[l\Ir. SUTHERLAND] is a keen and learned lawyer. Can evidence 
be more complete than confession that money was taken and the 
money itself found in the possession of those who confess? 

WHITE'S BRIBE MONEY. 

Now we come to White's money. What became of . that? 
White's character may be very low. If so, Mr. Browne's ·was 

one of the leprous hands that dragged it down; but whether low 
or not, White swears, as Beckemeyer swears and Holstlaw 
swears, that he got the money. What became of it? 

Well, Mr. President, his stenographer, Mi s Jollie Vandeveer, 
swore·as to what occurred when he came back from Chicago--! 
think it was in the middle of June-after his meeting with our 
modern "Abraham Lincoln " Browne in the Briggs House at 
Chicago. She testified that-
Al.Jout the middle of June Mr. White came to tbe office with a bunch 
of bil ls. 

White's business partner, Mr. Dennis, swears that he was in 
straitened circumstances before that time. 

Judf;e Hanecy, counsel for the sitting Member, said : 
May I interpose the objection that it is corroborative evidence, manu

factured or created--
And, by the way, I hope I will have the attention of all who 

listen to me when I come to speak of manufactured evidence in 
this ca e. That one thing alone would be su.ffi.cien~ to. convict. 

Senator Br;Rnows. The committee has passed upon that question, 
overruled the objection, and we will now go on. 

The WITNESS. About the middle of June Mr. White returned to the 
office with a bulk of biZls-

"A bulk of bills "- . 
"a stack of bills " about this high [indicating] of different denomina
tions, ttventies, fifties, and tens. It seemed to be yellow-backed money
this gold-backed money. 

Q. Can you tell the committee about what time that was?-A. Why, 
that must have been about the 17th or 18th of June. It was about the 
middle of June. .I don't know just exactly. 

It was about the middle of June, the 16th of June, that 
White swore he got the $850 in Chicago, in bills of those de
nominations. Now, you who believe in a "conspiracy" that 
involves the State attorney's office of Chicago, the State at
torney's office of Sangamon County, the sheriff of Sangamon 
County, the officers of a great bank in Chica.go, do you think that 
this "conspiracy" also involved little Mollie Vandeveer down 
at O'Fallon, Ill.? If so, Mollie is a subtle child and should 
seek broader and richer fields than O'Fallon. But no, Mr. 
President. Plainly Miss Vandeveer is a good and truthful girl. 

But that is not all. It appears, Mr. President, that this man 
White was not only seen by his stenographer, Mollie Vande
veer, in possession of the money in " bills of tens and twenties 
and fifties,'' but it further appears that he deposited a large sum 
of money in the Grand Leader department store in St. Louis. 
KIIlKPATRICK, THE DEPARTMENT-STORE FLOORWALKER "CONSPIRATOR." 

Mr. Kirkpatrick, the floorwalker of that department store, 
swears that he saw White deposit that money, and that on 
the envelope was marked " $800 deposited with the cashier," 
and Kirkpatrick saw the denominations of some of the bills. 
Was Kirkpah·ick, the floorwalker of the Grand Leader depart
ment store, also in this "conspiracy," and did he trump up this 
story? 

We have been told with thunderous tones that we ought not 
to believe a word White said; that it is all a great "con
spiracy." Ah, the difficulty of that is it is too complicated and 
its webs extend too far. Here is the money traced from Holst
law's hands into the bank; from Beckemeyer s hands into the 
bank; and it is seen in the possession of White by Mollie 
Vandeveer, by Kirkpatrick, and finally by Dennis. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes; I do. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Sena~or the date on which 

he said White accepted this money? I think -the Senator stated 
that it was in Jtme, did he not? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator is going to do me the 
favor of correcting me in case I have stated anything wrong. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am going to rest the Senator a moment. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is kind. Yes; about the middle of 

June. . White testified he got it June 16. I will again read from 
the testimony of Miss Vandeveer : 

About the middle of June Mr. White returned to the office with a bulk 
of bills, a stack of bills about this high [indicating] of different denomi
nations, twenties, fifties, and tens. It seemed to be yellow-backed 
money, this gold-backed money. 

Q. Cnn you tell the committee about what time that was ?-A. Why, 
that must have been about the 17th or 18th of June. It was about the 
middle of June. I don't know just exactly. 

l\Ir. GALLINGER. This man White is the same individual 
who offered to sell this story of his to Senator Lo.RIMER, naming 
his price at $75,000? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
l\!r. GALLINGER. 

Not until long after this. 
Long afterwards? 
Oh, long after this. 
What year was that'J 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was the year 1909, in June, and it 
was one day after, according to White's story, that he met 
Browne in Chicago and got $850 from him and the day on 
which Browne swears he met White in Chicago and loaned him 
$:30. That was in 1909. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. That is all right. I am much obliged to 

the Senator. This transaction that three witnesses swear to
Kirkpatrick, in St. Louis; Mollie Vandeveer, in O'Fallon; and 
Dennis, in O'Fallon-occurred in June; but when White-this 
infamous scoundrel whom Browne called" Dear old pal "-tried 
to sell the story-which, by the way, White says he did not try 
to sell-to the sitting Member was months after this trans
action. 

l\lr. GALLINGER. Of course, Mr. President, the Senator 
will not say that White did not try to sell the story when we 
have his addressed to Senator LORIMER. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. We have his letter; but he swore in his 
examination that it was not for the purpose of sale but for 
exposure. l\Iy own opinion about it is that he would have both 
sold and exposed after his experience with his "dear old pal." 

l\lr. GALLINGER. I think so. 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. And yet the Senator thinks badly of 

White. I do not care how badly the Senator thinks of White. 
What does he think of Mollie Vandeveer and Kirkpatrick and 
Dennis, who saw White with the money immediately after 
White swore he got it? Were they, too, in this far-reaching 
"conspiracy" .. that embraced bank officers in Chicago and ste
nographers in -O'Fallon and clerks in a St. Louis department 
store and State's attorneys of two counties in Illinois? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In
diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

l\lr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. GALI.INGER. Suppose he had the money and suppose 

two or three parties saw him handle the money, has the Sena
tor any suggestion to make as to where it came from? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is explained where it came from. 
White said he got it from Browne. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Where did Browne get It ? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not know where Browne got it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Ah, that is different. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. What does the Senator think about that 

himself? 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am not quite sure. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It was asked yesterday-I did not say a 

word, for I make it a rule not to interrupt, although I invite 
and like interruptions-it was asked yesterday, why had not 
we traced this money to its source; why did not the sub
committee do so? Why did they not ask the bank of the sit
ting l\Iember to produce its books? The Senator from Texas 
said we ought to ha\e gone to the sitting Member's bank. 

Well, if some person was bribing these people, do you sup
pose they would ha\e taken the money out of the sitting Mem
bers bank? That would have been just as stupid as are other 
parts of this conspiracy, if it is a "conspiracy," as the Senator 
from Tennessee has pointed out. 

1\lr. GALLINGER. I think the sitting Member did not have 
a bank at that time, did he? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; of course not. That bank was not in 
existence then or for months afterwards ; but it was suggested 
by the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILE1'."], you will remember, 
why were not the books of the sitting Member's bank produced. 
And now the Senator calls attention to the fact that the sitting 
Member's bank was not in existence at that time, which shows 
that e\en the Senator from Texas can make an unintentional 
mistake, although he could not overlook possibly some little 
irrelevant mistake that the Senator from New York and one 
the Senator from Iowa made. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think the Senator from Texas cor
rected that. 

Mr. 'BEVERIDGE. Ob, no. The habit in this case of trying 
to destroy testimony on some little absurd inconsistencies is so 
ridiculous th~t I am not going into it. · 

I fasten this down. again. Holstlaw swears he got the money, 
anq. the money is traced. Beckemeyer swears he got the money, 
and the m~ney is traced. White swears he got the money, and 
the money is traced. 

" DIAMOND .TOE " CLARK. 

Now we come to Clark. "Diamond J oe" let us call him. 
IDs name is .Joe and he bought diamonds as we shall see. Also, 
he has a close friend, a saloon keeper, named .Joe Diamond. 
Clark's testimony is the most curious testimony in this case. 

XLVI- -208 

He was one of the furniture rascals. He was one of Lee O'Neil 
Browne's followers. He was a police magistrate, and mark 
this-it might be important in this case-and "interested in the 
lumber business." I do not emphasize "lumber business;" I · 
just mention it. 

He first voted for the sitting Member May 26. He had made 
up his mind, he swears, three or four days before, but " Prudent 
Joe" told nobody that he was going to vote for the sitting Mem
ber, not even his adored leader, "Abraham Lincoln" Browne. 

Here is the thing to which I call the attention of the Senator 
from New Hampshire: Joe Clark was one of the men who met 
Lee O'Neil Browne in St. Louis with Beckemeyer and Link and 
Luke and Shephard. Clark' swears he did not. Browne swears 
he did; and then said, "Well, I believe Joe says he didn't meet 
me there. I thought he did meet me there; but if Joe says he 
didn't why, I guess he didn't." 

Mr. GALLINGER. A nice bunch. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. A nice bunch. What does the Senator 

think of Browne-Browne, the man of "marvelot.1s intellect," 
as the Senator from Kentucky says? Well, Clark also met Wil
son at St. Louis July 15, the date of the second distribution. 
He met Wilson with White-well, with all of the rest of them; 
what the Senator from New Hampshire calls the "nice bunch." 

Then, Mr . . President, when it was noised about-and I have 
often wondered what my engaging friend, the Senator from 
New York [l\lr. DEPEW], thought of that-that this thing was 
going to be exposed, what happened? Beckemeyer teleJ>hones 
Clark to meet him in Carlyle. Clark responded, "Can not meet 
you in Carlyle, but I am going to Centralia to visit a friend 
of mine "-Joe Diamond, a saloon keeper. The names in this 
drama read like a 10-cent novel. Beckemeyer was going to 
Centralia to the funeral of a friend. 

So these two disinterested patriots, one upon a funereal 
visit and the other upon a journey to see a friend, a saloon 
keeper named J oe Diamond, met on the. train going to Cen
tralia; and there is where it is said that Joe Clark, the police 
magistrate, the person schooled in the craft of standing pat on 
a story, was to advise him as to whether or not Beckemeyer 
should deny he was in St. Louis. 

Then Clark goes, by mere accident, to Springfield, and there, 
by mere accident-and mark thls-he meets Wilson. It was the 
surprise of his life that he met Wilson. But he met Wilson 
there. 

A MERE "ACCIDENT," YOU SEE. 

When Wilson saw Clark, Wilson must ha\e exclaimed "to 
what happy accident is it that we owe so unexpected a visit?" 
or else Clark must have so exclaimed. For, of course, both 
Wilson and Clark were familia r with Goldsmith. · 

What do the Senators think · about that? Clark says he 
talked to Wilson maybe only three minutes, and yet in that 
three minutes he told Wilson of White and Tierney's visit to 
him, Clark. Does the Senator believe-does anybody believ-e
that they spent only three minutes together with what the Sena
tor from South Dakota calls the " minions " and sleuths on their 
track? 

More than this, Clark told Beckemeyer that one way he had 
of covering up the money he got from this transaction was 
through the fact that he was chairman of the committee to bury 
his fellow representative, Powers; that the money which was 
coming to the widow was paid to· Clark, and he took this \Oncher 
and put it in the bank in his name and then took the cash he 
got from Browne and Wilson and paid Mrs. Powers ; and that 
is the way he had of covering it up. 

Clark was there in St. Louis. He admits that. The other 
fellows got the money. The only difference in the world in the 
testimony is that Clark stubbornly denies it. He testifies that 
he never knew anything about the sitting Member having a 
chance to be elected until the morning of the 26th, and that 
nobody said a word to him about it. He said he saw men flit
ting about, but "they passed Joe Clark by." No one notified 
him; and yet so important a man was Joe Clark that when he 

·voted for the sitting Member he swears there was more ap
plause at his vote than there was at anybody else. 
CLARK WITH CONFESSED BRIBE TAKERS WHEN LATTER GOT THEIR BRIBE 

MONEY. 

Suppose, Senators, you found one man coming out of a house 
he had burglarized with two other men at 1 o'clock in the 
morning; suppose stolen property taken from that house that 
night was found in the possession of these two men; suppose 
none was found in the possession of the third man who came 
with them out of the house that had been burglarized. 

Would he be acquitted in any court in the land, especially U 
he could not explain how it was that he was with them; espe
cially if he admitted that he was in the house when the bur· 

·, 
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glary occurred ; especially if ·he had means of concealing the 
stolen goods? I do not know how anyone else may feel, but as 
for me the evidence shows that Joe Clark was about the worst 
of the "nice bunch," because he was the nerviest and cleverest. 

The fact that this police magistrate in a little country town 
bought diamonds-a hundred and fifteen dollars' worth-has 
been made light of. I sat amused at the way Senators wafted 
it away. "Why," they said, "that is not so very much-a person 
buying $115 worth of diamonds." ,, 

Of course, not with Senators. It would not be so strange a 
thing with us. Many here can afford to buy diamonds. Many 
here buy diamonds frequently. The Senator, no doubt, buys 
$115 worth of diamonds quite frequently. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator is not pointing to me, I hope. 
[Laughter.] 

l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator buy diamonds? 
It was said here the other day that the purchase of diamonds 
by a member of the Legislature of Illinois was so trivial an 
affair that nobody ought to notice it. ·what does the Senator 
think of a police justice in a little country town buying $115 
worth of diamonds? It is not so insignificant a thing after all. 
And he testified to--

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. It does seem to me that that might occur 

and yet not be a dishonest transaction. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It might-it just might, possibly. 
Mr. GAL.LINGER. Yes. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly it might. If it only appeared 

that Hon. Joe Clark, who was engaged in the "lumber busi
nes , " had bought $115 worth of diamonds in the middle of the 
legislative session-well, that would be singular, bot it would 
not be convincing of any crime. 

But when we find that Joe was with the other members of 
the "nice bunch,'' as the Senator from New Hampshire so well 
sa:rs, who got the other money; when it appears that he was 
the man who helped set up the alibi to which I run going to 
refer in a moment, it does begin_ to look rather conclusive. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It shows he got some dirunonds. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It shows he got some diamonds, and if 

he got diamonds, . he had money to get diamonds with, and if 
he could afford to buy diamonds he must have had a little 
exces of money. Men do not buy diamonds every day-not 
unlern they are engaged in a lucrative business. 

[At this point Mr. BEVERIDGE yielded the fioo!-' for the day.] 
Friday, Febri,ary ~4. 1911. 

"BATHROOM 11 SHEPHARD. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish now to resume at the point of 
l\Ir. She-phard's testimony. Shephard was one of Lee O'Neil 
Browne's faction. He is a banker in Jerseyville, IlL, I belie\e. 
It i curious how many bankers there were in this legislature. 
He te tified that he was approached by Browne to vote for the 
sittin6 Member a week before the election occurred. 

That will be found on page 318 of the record; :ind yet, al
thou~h Shephard was approached a week before the election 
occurred he ne""Ver appears to have said a word about it. Later 
on I thbm on the day of the election, he was again approached 
by' Browne and by Alschuler a second time. I will, lest there 
be any doubt, read that. This is the second visit. 

Ile [Browne] said, calling me by my first name1 Harry-of course, 
my real name is Henry-but he says, "Harry, aren t you going to vote 
fol' Lonnnm to-day?" and I said, "No; indeed I am not." "My soul," 
he said " are you going to throw us down that way? All of your 
friends 'are going to vote for LoRIMER," etc. 

Then came up the conversation concerning the post office, 
which I believe, is admitted by everyone, and therefore requires 
no fu

1

rther extended comment. Shephard testified that the 
promise of influence concerning preventing two men being ap
pointed postmaster and assistant postmaster was "the only 
consideration for his vote." I am not going to enlarge upon 
that. As a strict matter of law, nobody will deny that that is 
bribery. That is bribery in law, but I am not g'Oing to enlarge 
upon it. It is not so serious, because it is not uncommon. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Sena tor from Texas'! 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. BAILEY. Do I understand the Senator from Indiana to 

declare that as a matter of law it is bribery to say that you 
will not recommend or indorse a certain man? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; that is not what was said-that he 
would use his influence to prevent their appointment. · I . say 
that as a matter of law, although I am not going to enlarge 

upon it, that is as illegal a thing in elections as the promise 
that he would use his influence affirmatively. What is the 
difference? 

Mr. BAILEY. As a matter of law, I think it perfectly true 
that if Shephard had said, "If you will give me this office, or 
give my son or my brother this office," it would have been a 
corrupt agreement. But a promise that he would not give it to 
somebody else was not. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No-
Mr. BAILEY. Let me put this case to the Senator from 

indiana. -
Mr. BElVERIDGE. The Senator has inadvertently stated the 

facts incorrectly. It was not that the sitting Member would not 
use his influence in favor of some one. It was that he would 
use his influence against some one. . 

Mr. BAILEY. I stated that. If that was not exactly what I 
said, then I did not say what I intended to say. 

Let me ask the Senator this question: Does the Senator be
lieve that if the name of a postmaster, which had been sent to 
the Senate under a recommendation, was afterwards withdrawn 
on the demand of a legislator and that legislator predicated that 
demand upon a threat to vote against a Senator in the legisla
ture, it would be corrupt to withdraw the nomination or to with
draw the recommendation? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Corrupt on the part of the President? 
Mr. BAILEY. On the part of the Senator. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think that the decisions, although that 

is not this case by any manner of means, leave no doubt about 
it. Certainly it would be corrupt in law. But as I have said 
I do not enlarge upon it very much. I had not heard it dis
puted heretofore that this was the law. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator understand that I say if the 
sitting Member had promised an office to a man for his vote, it 
would have been a corrupt agreement; but if he sir:Qply promised 
that some man objectionable should not have the benefit of his 
influence, it was just such ari. agreement as every Senator and 
every other man engaged. in politics make? But in a case where 
a Senator had recommended the appointment of a p-0stmaster 
and where under the threat of a member of the legislature that 
recommendation was withdrawn, does the Senator think that is 
corrupt? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, although I am obliged to 
the Senator for asking my opinion, I do not think that my opin-. 
ion or anybody else's on that statement would be important, be
cause that is not this case as I understand the facts here to be, 
and I can turn to them if there is any dispute. I have them all 
marked down here and I shall read them if the Senator says so. 

Mr. BAILEY. That is not this case, but the case I cite is a 
case where the record of the Senate may show is an existing 
case which I may call attention to later. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be an existing case, but it would 
not be pertinent unless it was this case. The practice on that 
matter is loose. I am talking about the law. I ask the Senator 
from Texas if he does not agree to this PJ.'Oposition: It is agreed 
that if a candidate for office secures a vote by promising to use 
his influence to get an office for that legislator or . a friend or 
anybody else, and the legislator makes the getting of the office 
for him the consideration of his \Ote, that is corrupt. 

Take the converse of the proposition then. If the legislator 
is more deeply interested in preventing a man from holding 
office than in getting some man appointed to an office, and he 
makes it a consideration for his vote that the man for whom he 
votes will use his influence to prevent that appointment, would 
not that be just as corrupt as if it were done affirmatively? 
However, Mr. President, I pass that. 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
l\fr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
l\Ir. OWEN. Will the Senator permit me to call attention to 

the statute of lliinois? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
1\Ir. OWEN. It is as follows : 
31. Whoever corruptly, directly or indirectly, gives any money or other 

bribe, present. reward, promise, contract, obligation, or security fol' 
the payment of any money, present, reward, or any other thing, to any 
judge, justice of the peace, sheriff, coroner, clerk, constable, jailor, 
attorney general. State's attorney. county attorney, member of the 
general assembly, or other officer, ministerial or judicial. or to any 
legislative, executive, or other officer of any incorporated city, town, or 
village, or any officer elected or appointed by virtue of any law of this 
State, after his election or appointment, either before or after he has 
qualified, with intent to influence his act. vote, opinion, decision, or 
judgment on any matter, question, cause, or proceeding which may be 
then pending, or may by law come or be brought before him in his 
official capacity, or to cause him to execute any of the powers in him 
vested, or to perform any duty of him required, with partiality Ol' 
favor, or otherwise than is required by law, or in consideration that 
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such officer being authorized in the line of his duty to contract for any 
advertising, or for the !urnlshing of any labor or material shall directly 
or indirectly arrange to receive, or shall receive, or shall withhold from 
the parties so contracted with, any portion of the contrnct price, whether 
that price be fixed by law or by agreement, or in consideration that such 
officer hath nominated or appointed any person to any office or exer
cised any power in him vested, or performed any duty of him required 
with partiality or favor, or otherwise contrary to law, the person so 
giving, and the officer so receiving, any money, bribe, pt·esent, reward, 
promise1 contract, obligation, or secul'ity, with intent or for the purpos"' 
or · consideration aforesaid, shall be deemed guilty of bribery, and shall 
be punished by confinement in the penitentiary for a term not less than 
one year nor more than :five years. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, pas ing that, because while 
it may be legal bribery, if I can use such an expression-I 
mean bribery in law-the Senator from Texas accurately says 
there is a good deal of that going on around. Nobocly pretends 
there is not. That might not be sufficient in· practice. It is 
sufficient in law. In law it is bribery, and in practice it is essen
tially immoral. Both law and public morals are clear on that. 

" BATHilOOM " SHEPHARD WITH THE OTHERS. 

.After this transaction, and after the election of the sitting 
Member, Mr. Shephard testifies that he met Browne in St. Louis 
on the 21st of June in response to a letter from Browne ask
ing him to come there. This was the first celebrated meeting. 
the meeting where the first dish·ibution occurred. Shephard 
admits he was there. 

It was there that Browne paid out the $1,000 to Link anc.l 
Beckemeyer and Luke. Link and Beckemeyer confessed ; and I 
think I shall show that Luke did confess, although he had no 
opportunity of doing it before the committee. He was there 
with the rest of these men when this money was distributed. 

If Senators believe that Link got his $1,000 there, if they be-
· Jieye that Beckemeyer got his $1,000 there, and it was tracec.l 
immediately afterwards to a bank away from his town, and that 
the others got their money there, they must conclude th11t Shep
hard got his money there also. Otherwise, why was Shepllard 
there? 

The fantastic story that Browne gives as to why this meeting 
was called I shall demonstrate to ' the !'latisfaction of the most 
reluctant mind is so grotesque as to offend common sense. So 
Shephard was there. Shephard was with the other men who 
confessed that they got the money, and Shephard admits that 
he was called into the "jack-pot" bathroom by "Jack Pot" 
Wilson. Not only that, .but White testifies to it. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fatal defect of this 
testimony. Shephard admits that he met Browne by appoint
ment. He admits that he met Wilson and all the others; and 
the others testify that they met Wilson by appointment. But 
Shephard says that he met Wilson by pure accident, and that the 
reason why he was in St. Louis on that fatal day is because he 
ran in to get some automobile packing. A banker ordinarily 
would have the chauffeur attend to buying autq,mobile packing. 
Also Shephard visited the safety-deposit box that he owned on 
the -very forenoon he hin1self admits having met Wilson. 

I repeat, and shall repeat again, that Shephard was seen going 
into the bathroom with Wilson. It was in this bathroom that 
the other money was distributed, and Shephard admits that he 
was called into the bathroom. I ask Senators to consider the 
excuse that Shephard gives: 

Q. Did Wilson take you into the bathroom ?-A. He called me into 
the bathroom ; yes, sir. 

Later on he testifies, as all will concede-I have the pages 
marked here-that although he was called into the bathroom, 

. the reason why Wilson called him into the bathroom, Shephard 
swears, was to ask him the name of .a lady he saw Shephard 
dining with two months before in Sprilngfield. Is that credible? 
Is it possible that Wilson met Shephard down there in St. Louis 
and called him into the bathroom to ask the name of a lady he 
had seen him dining with in Springfield two months before? 

Mr. President, when Mr. Shephard gave that excuse every 
lawyer here knows that he was trumping up an excuse, and he 
admits having been in the bathroom only because convincing 
testimony was at hand to show that he did go there. He had 
only missed indictment himself by not denying that he was in 
St. Louis, as the others did. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not think it is necessary to take 
much of the time of the Senate on this creature Shephard. 

LUKE AND HIS MYSTERIOUS $950. 
.l\Ir. President, the next man involved is Representative Luke. 

Representath·e Lnke bad died before this investigation came 
about, but it is f'~tnhlisbed, and, I believe, not denied, that he, 
too, like White n rirl Beckemeyer and Link and Clark and Shep
hard, .met Wil~nn on t lie 15th· of July, and that be, like all of 
them except Whir" . m<'t Rro\\·ne at St. Louis at the Southern 
Hotel on the ocrn~ion of the first distribution of putrid cash. 

The testimony of Luke's wife has been read here so many 
times tllat I will not read it again, but she testifies, although 

e•idently an unwilling witness, that at one time when he bad 
been away he returned home with $950, as I remember it, in 
twenty-dollar bills, or bills of unusual denomination at least. 

She says it was before he went to St. · Louis, but I ask Sena
tors to read her testimony as to whether sbe knows it was be
fore or after he had been to St. Louis. Is not that one of a 
piece with the tracing of the money, as in the case of Becke
meyer, who deposited it in a bank in a town which was not 
his home, where he had to be identified; as in the case of White, 
and deposited it with the cashier of a department store in St. 
Louis, and exhibited it to l\fr. Dennis and Miss Vandeveer; 
as in the case of Holstlaw, who deposited his money in the 
State Bank of. Chicago? 

This man Luke was there about this time. After an unex
plained absence from home he returned home with the unusual 
sum of $950 in bills. Luke was a member of the Browne fac
tion. He was the- man who had nominated Stringer, either in 
the caucus or in the legislature. And be was a "jolly, sociable 
fellow," so Browne testifies; and, Browne of the "marvelous 
intellect" ought to know such a man when he sees him. 

Now, Mr. Ptesident, Mr. Murray was produced. I wish the 
Seuator from Tennessee [l\Ir. FRAZIER] was here, because he 
was 11resent at that time and he can tell us all about it. 

He was the State's attorney, as I remember, in Luke's county, 
to whom Luke had made a statement as to where this money 
came from, or at least about this whole transaction. He was 
vroduced before the committee, bt.tt was not permitted to tes
tify. No Senator who was a member of that subcommittee 
lrn been able to tell us upon what legal ground the declarations 
of Beckemeyer to his schoolboy friend, Gray, to Murray, and 
to Ford were not admitted in view of the fact that they were 
declarations against interest, but we do not need it. 

In this case, howe•er, Mr. President, I assume that the com
mittee must have refused to let Mr. Murray, the State's attor
ney, tell what Luke told him about this transaction on the 
ground that it was hearsay. And yet it was directly in violation 
of the precedents in the Clark case. Here is what happened 
in the case of the declaration of l\Ir. Flinn in the Clark case. 

Clark's attorneys objected to the declaration of Flinn being 
admitted in evidence upon the ground that Flinn was dead and 
that it was hearsay testimony. The chairman ruled as follows
a.nd it does not appear that any member of the committee, which 
at that time was composed of unusually good lawyers, objected 
to this rule; the .record shows that it was the unanimous view 
of the committee, because there was no objection-

The CHAIR:\Hu". Anything Mr. Flinn said to him. Mr. Flinn is shQwn 
to have changed his vote. Now, the suggestion appears to be that, 

· possibly, he may have been influenced to change It. That ls what we 
are in>estigating. He is going to state what Mr. Fllnri said to him 
about methods being used to influence votes. 

" A WEIRD RULING." 

I was very curious, Mr. :President, to know why this commit
tee, which is not now composed of the same Senators who com
posed the c.ommittee that made the Clark ruling, could possibly 
have made such a ruling, and I was even more astounded when 
I recalled what occu-rred in the election case from Utah, in a 
matter not of the validity of the election of the senior Senator 
( fr. S~IOOT], but Of his expulsion. 

In that case members of that committee, who at that time 
serTed as I did upon it, will remember that not only hearsay was 
freely admitted, if indeed it was not invited, but rumors were 
freely admitted, if indeed they were not invited, and testimony 
as to what a newspaper had said was admitted, if not invited. 

I haxe all of these instances here, Mr. President, more than 40 
in number, where this committee, composed largely of the same 
membe1'.S who now .compose .it and with the same chairman, 
under the chairman's ruling admitted hearsay, rumor, and news
paper tatements. I shall not, of course, take your time to read 
all of them, but I am going to give you .one example, which im-
pressed itself on me. · 

It appears, l\fr. President-I do not want to be harsh, but it 
would seem that in the exclusion of the testimony of Gray arn1 
Ford and Murray as to a declaration of Beckemeyer against 
intere"t and in the refusal to permit State Attorney Murray to 
testify as to Luke's statement about this transaction, when con
trasted with the rulings of this same committee in the Smoot 
case-that it depends a good deal on whose ox is gored. It was 
a weird ruling-the exclusion of Beckemeyer and Luke·s cou
fession to ot:4ers. 

I will give you a ruling of our committee in the Smoot case. 
It impressed itself very much on me. at the time, and Senators 
who were on that committee will remember it, and it is only 
one of scores. I have them marked. This was a case where a 
man by the name of Critchlow was testifyin~ that a Mormon 
bisllop had a revelation from the Lord on an electric-light plant. 

/ 
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When· cross-examination came, it did not appear even that this 
witness was testifying that ·the Mormon bishop told him that. 
No! But that the attorney on the losing side of the case had 
told witness Critchlow that some person had told him, the 
attorney, that the Mormon bishop had a revelation from the 
Lord; and here is how it was summed up. I put this question 
to l\Ir. Critchlow at ·the end-and I want the Senate to pay 
attention to it, in view of the subcommittee's action in the 
present case : 

Senator BEVERIDGE. So that that testimony amounts to this: That 
you say that a man said to you that somebody else said to him that 
the president of the stake had a revelation on the subject of an electric
Ught plant at this place, that he laid it before the council, and there 
was a disruption, and so forth? 

Mr. CRITCHLOW. A disruption? 
Senator BEYERIDGEJ. Between the council, or the people, or somebody? 

Mr. Critchlow, the witness, who was himself a lawyer, replied: 
I take it, in a legal sense that is as close as it comes to being evidence. 
N"ow, if that kind of testimon~ could be admitted in the 

Smoot case, if the declaration of the dead man, Flinn, could be 
pro>ed in the Clark case, what do Senators think of excluding 
the declarations of l\Ir. Luke in this case? The Senator from 
Tennessee [l\Ir. FRAZIER] was present at that time. He is not 
here now, or I should ask him-as I think I shall hereafter-to 
rise and tell the Senate what occurred in that connection. 

Luke was there. He met Browne at the time Browne dis
tributed the money at the pJace Browne distributed the money 
to the others. Ile met Wilson at the time Wilson distributed 

· money to the others at the same place. He came home after 
hanng been absent, his wife did not lmow where-I want Sena
tors to mark that-did not know where, with $050, $50 less 
than the first distribution and $50 more than the last distribu
tion, and in $20 bill . 

His wife say that this was before he went to St. Louis, but 
she also said that it was after Luke had been away-she did 
not ·know where. So that if be had been away, and she did 
not k now ivhere, bow does she know that it was not to St. 
Loni. where he had been? 

So, Mr. President , I was convinced when I read this testi
mony that l\Ir. Luke shared the plunder. When the Senator 
from 'l'ennessee arrives I think I shall take the responsibility 
of saying that Luke stated that he had gotten it. 

So, l\1r. President, we have Holstlaw, White, Link, Becke
meyer, Sheph::trd, Clark, and Luke-7 who received money from 
Browne, WiJson, and Broderick, who gave them the money. 
That makes 10, but exclude Luke, Shephard, and Clark, and 
you still have 7 filthy votes; and I trust that I .will ha>e the 
attention of any Senator who thinks that 7 are not enough to 
vitiate this election under any view of tb,e law when I come to 
di cuc;::s the Senate cases on that. 

But is this all of this transaction? No, Mr. President. 
Three other men testified that they were corruptly approached. 
In new of the fact that the Senator from Texas [::\Ir. BAILEY] 
the other day gn1e a good deal of attention to these three men, I 
shaII ask the Senate to permit rue for a time to beg its atten
tion to that matter. 

l\Ir. President, the first is 1\Ieyers. Meyers was a banker. 
The B_rowne gang, it appears, thought bankers easy and willing 
game. Holstlaw, banker; Sheppard, banker; Beckemeyer, son 
of banker, etc. But Meyers, banker, fooled them. 

l\Ir. LA FOLLETTH Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the ·senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. For what purpose? 
l\Ir. LA FOLLE'.L"'TE. As there are only seven Senators in the 

Chamber at this time, I make the point of no quorum. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator will not do that. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The absence of a quorum be

ing suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Senators are at luncheon, and, besides, 

I guess we will Im ve to speak to the American people. Sen
a tors perhaps do not want to hear the testimony, the facts, and 
the law, but to vote without them. It is no matter of mine. 
I hope the Senator will not call for a quorum. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. · I press the point. 
The· PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will call the roll. 
'l'he Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Bacon 
Beveridge 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Brown 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
~urton 

Chamberlain 
Clapp 
Cullom 
Curtis 
Dillingham 
Flint 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gallinger 
Gamble 
.Tones 
Kean 

La Follette 
Martin 
New lands 
Nixon 
Oliver 
Overman 
Owen 
Page 
Percy 
Perkins 
Rayner 
Richardson 

Shively 
Smith, S. C. 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Swanson 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Thornton 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetmore 

1\fr. BEVERIDGE. Senators who have paid any attention to 
the testimony doubtless think that they have heard it all; and 
yet I call the attention of Senators now to the fact that Mrs. 
Luke said that she saw her husband in the possession of $950 
after he had been away-she did not know where, and there
fore, of course, if she di<! 'not know where he had been he might 
ha?;e been in St. Louis or ·any place else. Taking her testimony 
to be tn1e, that this was before he went to St. Louis on tho trip 
that she knew about, how does_ she know that he was not ·at 
St. Louis on the trip she says she did not lcnow about? 

There was quite an animated discussion here the other day 
between the Senator from Texas and the Senator from Idaho 
about the fact that l'ilrs. Luke's testimony exculpated Luke 
because she testified that this money was in his possession 
before he went to St. Louis, but she says it was after he had· 
returned-I hope I will get the attention of the Senator from 
Kentucky [1\Ir. PAYNTER] to that-after he had returned from 
a trip to some place, S.HE DID NOT KNOW WHERE IT w AS. So if 
that is true he may have been at St. Louis. Anyhow, he came 
back from that trip with this money, and he IIAD BEEN TO ST. 
Loms TWICE. She only testifies to one trip to St. Louis. 

l\Ir. OWEN. l\Ir. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does · the Senator from In

diana yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 
Mr. OWEN. I want to call the attention of the Senator to 

th~ fact that Mrs. Luke, in referring to the visit to St. Louis, 
was referring to the visit in .July, the last visit, where the $000 
apiece was distributed, and was not referring to his previous 
trip, and her evidence plainly shows that, as the Senator from 
Indiana has pointed out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That, then, establishes this beyond a 
question of a doubt, because if the St. Louis trip, to which she 
refers when she says it was before he went there, was the 
Wilson trip where $900 was gi.rnn, then the trip that he did take 
when she did not know where he was, was the first St. Louis 
trip where be met Browne and got $1,000, and came back with 
$9GO of it. We hear from the testimony of Mr. Browne ttiut Luke 
was a >ery sociable fellow-Charley Luke-and he was enjoy
ing himself, as the record shows, down in St. Louis. Appar
ently he got rid of $50 of the $1,000. 1\fr. President, did the 
distinguished occupant of the Chair ever hear of a more con
clusile tracing of the spoil of corruption? 

" .APPROACHED " BUT NOT CORRUPTE D. 

We come now to three witnesses whom nobody can denounce 
with reason or without it, and these are the three men who 
swear that they were corruptly approached. The first one to 
whom I wish to call attention is Representative Meyers. 

Representative Meyers was a Democratic representative, a 
member of the Browne faction, a banker, 49 years old a former 
county treasurer. I want to call the attention of the Senate 
particularly to l\feyers's character. Nothing has ever been said 
against him. Evidently he r1as a man of high repute among 
his 11eople until , as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests, we 
got into tllis debate. He had been their county treasurer, a 
position of the higheEt trust. Evidently ~he served well and 
honorably in that office, because the people elected him as their 
representatiye in the legi lature. 

Meyers swears that Browne approached him. You will find 
the record of it on prige .312. I will read it: 

Q. How long have you been engaged in tbe banking business ?-A. 
The last time about two and one-half years. 

Q. Prior to that, what business were you engaged in ?-A. Well, l 
was in the banking business and county treasurer of the county at the · 
same time, about six years ago. 

Then he testifies to being elected to the legislature: 
Q. 1\lr. Meyers, who was the minority leader of the Democratic Party 

of the house ?-A.. Lee O' 'eil Browne. 
Q. Were.you a member of the Browne minority faction?-A. I was. 

* * * • . * • 
Q. Mr. Meyers, do you recall the election on the 26th day of May, 

1909, of WILLIAM LORIMER to the United States Senate 'I-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. Prior to the time of ttat vote on the 26th of May, 1909, when the 

.ioint a sembly were in session, did you have any conversation with Lee 
O'Neil Browne ?-A.. I bad. 

Q. Where ?-A. In the house there. . 
Q . While the two houses were in joint session ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. How long before the taking of the vote for United States Sena

tor?-A. Fifteen or twenty minutes, I do not know just how long; just 
a short time. 

Q. Will you tell the committee who sent for you, if any one?-A. 
Well, there was a page came to me and said Mr. Browne wanted to 
see me. 

Q. Where were you when_ be came to you and told you Mr. Browne 
desired to see you ?-A. I was at my desk. 

Q.. How far removed from Mr. Browne's desk'. was your desk?-A. My 
desk was three rows ba.::k of Mr. Browne's. 
Br~wielf~sa::1ii?~i. ~ Ji~~ponse to that message, did you go to Mr. 

Q. Will you tell the committee what, if any, conversation you then 
had with Mr. Browne?-A. I went down to his desk and sat down on 
a chail' right beside him, and he says, "We are going to put this over 
~~-~~J: and I would like you to go with us." I says, ' Lee, I can'~ 
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"THE READY NECESSARY." 

Q. What else ?-A. Then he says that there are some good State jobs 
to gi1;e au;ay and the RE.A.DY NECESSARY. I says, " I can't help it; I 
can't go with you." 

Q. "The ready necessary," that is correct, is it, that I repeat?-A. 
Yes, sir. 

Now I come to Senator FR..~ZIER's examination of this man, 
Representative :Meyers. I do not wish to be offensively compli
mentary to t11e Senator from Tennessee, but I say this, that any 
lawyer or any layman who will read this testimony will recog
njze the fuct that the keenest and most lawyer-like examinations 
in this whole book were those conducted by the Senator from 
Tennessee [:Mr. FRAZIER]. I have seen him do the same ad
mirable work in hearings held by the Committee on Territories. 
'£he witness was asked what he supposed was meant by "the 
ready necessary." 

The WITXESS. I supposed he meant money; I did not know what else. 
• • • • • • * 

Q. You say that was one of the things that Lee O'Neil Browne said 
to you, " There are plenty of State jobs" ?-A. Yes. 

Q. And "ready necessary." 

Senator FnAZmB takes up the examination-
Senator FRAzrER. Did Mr. Browne make any explanation of what be 

men.nt. "We are going to put this over to-day? "-A. No, sir. 
Q. What did you understand him to mean by that ; his election ?-A. 

Yes, sir. 
Q. And it was in that connection that he stated that there were Staie 

jobs and. plent11 of "t·eady necessm·yf "-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. You declined to receive either a State job or plenty of the "ready 

necessary "?-A. Yes, sir. 
• • • • • • 

Q. You voted for Mr. LORIMER ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Thls answer was inadvertent, and Meyers later corrects- it. 

He did not vote for l\Ir. Lo&IMER. 
Judge HA:-<ECY. Were any State jobs or any ·•ready necessary" 

offered to you by anybody ?-A.. JUST AS I STA.TED IT RIGHT HERE. 
Q. Well, Senator l!""'RAZIER asked you if you di!\ not refuse to receive 

any of the State jobs or any of the " ready necessary" and voted for 
Senator LoRIJl.IER. Now, I want to know, did anybody ever offer you 
a State job ?-A. Only as Bt·oicne stated. 

Q. There was not anything said in tbe form of a job, except that 
general statement there as to the State job or the "ready necessary?"
A.. No, sh'. 

Mr. President, if we believe that Meyers was corruptly ap
proached by Browne, all legal authorities and common sense 
commands us to consider it a circumstance of the highest cor
roborati rn importance. Those who are upholding the title to 
this scat in this case recognize that to be true; therefore Meyers 
has been attacked on this floor. 

The counsel for the sitting Member saw the importance of 
l\Ieyers's testimony and saw that it had to be disposed of; and 
how was it disposed of? By the testimony of a page, Mc
cann, which I ·ask every Sena tor to read · before he votes. That 
page, l\IcCann, declares he was standing by .Browne's seat all 
the time during the whole session and that Meyers never came 
to Browne's seat. That testimony bears on its fuce indisputa.ble 
evidence of manufacture. 

" PERJURY " WITHOUT A MOTIVE. 

l\Ir. President, in view of the fact that the testimony of 
Meyers has been challenged here-and it would not ha Ye been 
challenged here if the upholders of this title on this floor had 
not seen that it was necessary to destroy its credibility-I 
want to ask the Senate what motive Meyers, the friencl anll 
follower of Browne, had for comniitting perjury Y I run going 
to repeat that two or three times. 

If Senators think that Representative Meyers, county treas
urer, banker, representative of his county in the legislature, 
Democrat, follower of Lee O'Neil Bro\Tlle, belonging to hjs 
faction, committeed perjury in testifying to Browne's corruptly 
approaching hini, what was his nioti?;e for committing <perjury Y 

l\fen do not deliberately walk into the danger of the peni
tentiary without a motive. Why did l\Ieyers swear falsely, 
if he did swear falsely? Does any Senator here believe, does 
any member of the subcommittee believe, and I put the ques
tion directly to everyone who is here, that Representative 
Meyers committed perjury when he says that Lee O'Neil 
Browne asked him to vote for the sitting Member, saying, 
"There arn State jobs and plenty of the ready necessary?" 
Once more I pause for a reply. 

I will make it broader. I ask any member of the committee 
who is not n. member of the subcommittee, whether any member 
of the committee or of this subcommittee belieyes that Repre
sentative Meyers committed perjury when he made that state
ment. I ask the opinion of the chairman of the committee, who 
sits before me, on that point. 

I pause again for a reply. I have asked for the third time. 
Doos anybody here believe that Ilepresentatirn l\Ieyers com
mitted perjury in testifying before the subcommittee when he 
testifies that one Lee O'Xeil Browne, his factional leader, asked 

him to vote for the sitting Member, and said State jobs were 
around and there was " plenty of the ready necessary." There 
is a strange silence. 

I put this to Senators : If you think Meyers did commit per
jury, what moti'rn had he for committing it? He must be a 
man like Iago, of " motiv-eJess malignity," if he did commit per
jury. Yet he is a reputable man, enjoying the confidence of his 
community-charged with committing peTjury without a motive. 
Is that coruprehemible? 

If he <lid not commit perjury, if he told the tru:f:h, if others 
did approach him asking him to \Ote for the sitting Member in 
the lauguage and · with the inducements which .;\!eyers testifies 
to, what effect do Senators think that testimony has upon the 
testimony of Link and Beckemeyer and White and Holstlaw? 

W:H.A.T MOTIVE HAD TE.RilILL? 
The next man who testifies to have been corruptly approached 

was Henry Terrill. He say , on page 498, that Griffin-about 
whom we henrd from the sittin"' Member day before yester
dny, was "delh·ered" to the sitting l\Iember by Hinky Dink
Griffin had told Terrill. I will read it. 

Q. Will you tell the committee who, whel1, and where and all of the 
circumstances surrounding it? · 

That is this approach. 
A. Well, Mr. Griffin, a member of the house also. I think he comes 

from Cook County, but I don't remember what district. He never made 
me any offer of cash. HE ASKED ME TO VOTE FOR Mr. LORIMER. I asked 
him what there would be in it, and he said : "A THOUS.A.ND DOLLARS, 
ANYWAY." That was all. 

" That 1cas an "-and that was enough. "A thousand dollars, 
anyway," was the exact amount that Link, White, Beckemeyer, 
Luke, Clark, and Shephard got at the first distribution. 

The examination continues: 
Q. When was this conversation ?-A.. This was either the night before 

the election of Mr. LORIMER or two nights before. I am not certain. I 
think it was the night prHious. 

Sena tor· Bmrnows takes up the examinati-0n : 
Q. Did you ask him what there would be in it?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. What did you me.."l.Il by that?-A. I meant in money-is what I 

meant. I wanted to find out--
Q. Do you mean that you meant to intiw.ate to him that you could 

be pm·chased ?-A. No, sir. 
We were told the other day that Terrill was the solicitor of a 

bribe, when Terrill's own testimony shows that, having heard 
the rumors, he was curious to find out. What else? 

What did you ask it for? 
Questions the Senator from Michigan. 
A. To find out what he was getting. 
Q. What he was getting?-A. Yes, sir. 
The Senator from Texas the other day said, in pointing out 

that Terrill's testimony could not be belie\ed, that '"' if any 
Senator wiU read the testimony of Griffin he will see that that 
man was the last man in the wo.rJd to be used as fill agent of 
bribery." 

But the sitting Member says in his speech that Griffin was 
"delivered" to him by "Hinky Dink," a Cruea.go politician of 
whom the country knows a good deal. Therefore, instead 
of being the last man in the world to do this business, would 
Griffin not be the ideal man for that nefarious job? 

" HCTKY DI:'\K ' '' DELIVERS " GRI:FFCT'S \OTE. 
While I am on this point, 1\Ir. President, I might as well cor

rect another thing. The itting Member-I think I quote him 
correctly ; if I do not, I hope I will be set right now-stated the 
other day that Griffin \Oted for him because of "Hinb.-r Dink ;" 
that " Hinky Dink," the sitting Member's boyhood friend and 
fellow politician, although of the Democratic complexion, said, 
"You can have Griffin's 1ote ;" and, as I remember the general 
statement of the sitting 1\fember, "Hinh-y Dink delh-ered Griffin's 
vote to me." That is con-ect, I believe. If it is not, please set 
me right. 

Now, what is the testimony? Evidently the testimony lrnd 
not been read or else Ir. Griffin and "llin1."Y Dink" did not 
know what the sitting llember was going to say in his speech, 
because here is the testimony at page 575, Griffin on the stand: 

Q. Lee O'Neil Browne never asked you to vote for him? 
That is, for the sitting Iember. 
No, sir. 

Griffin says. 
Q. Did anyone e-ver ask you to <Vote for him 1 

Griffin answers under oath : 
No, sir. 

Yet we a.re assured by the sitting Member that Griffin was 
"delivered" to him by "Hinky Dink." It is a puzzling, not to 
say melancholy, conflict of statement and testimony. 

Thus, l\Ir. President, one by one the unsubstantial excuses dis
appear for members' \Otes and the damning circumstances 
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under which they were procured. Gradually, as we examine the 
record, the cloud of confusion is vanishing that has been blown 
up in this Chamber in order to raise in Senators' minds a doubt. 

Nobody shows any motive for Meyers perjuring himself. 
Very well I ask the same question as to Terrill. \Vhat was 
Terrill's motive for perjuring himself? Those who are uphold
ing this title, in order to get rid of the testimony of both 
Meyers and Terrill, both of whom say they were corruptly 
approached, one with an offer of a thousand dollars, and the 
other with an offer of plenty of the "ready necessary," inti
mate that these two men perjured themselves. 

What was their rnotivef Will the Senator from· New Hamp
shire tell me that, since he is so determined in this case? Why 
did Henry Terrill perjure himself and render himself liable to 
the penitentiary? What was the reason? 

So, Mr. President, it appears there was no motive for Meyers 
committing perjury. There was no motive for Terrill commit
ting perjury. Meyers was a Democrat; Terrill was a Republi
can. What was the motive for Henry Terrill committing per
jury? Men barn motives for committing perjury. It is too 
important a matter. 

Here nre three men-1\Ieyers, Terrill, and Groves--approacbed 
corruptly who did not accept the bribe. Here are seven men 
approached corruptly who did accept the bribe. 

Those men who accepted the bribe are denounced as in
famous scoundrels, not to be believed because they accepted 
the bribe and because they confessed to doing so; but here 
are three men who were offered the same thing and did not 
accept. Yet they,. tpo, are ·denounced as scoundrels because they 
dared tell of the attempt to bribe them. Everybody scoundrels, 
according to Senators who uphold this election, except Browne, 
Wilson, Broderick, and their kind. 

I ask again, what was their motive :for perjury? They were 
not threatened with indictment, were they? . They were not put 
under the "third degree." Meyers, Democrat, and Terrill, Re
publican, both testify to corrupt approach without any motive 
for committing perjury. And now I come to Groves-poor old 
Jacob Groves-who has been tre,ated pretty harshly in this dis
cussion. I will not stop to read his testimony, but I will recite 
it and ask the Senators to correct me if I am misstating it. 

ANOTHER MOTIVELESS PERJURER. 

Gro1es testifies that one Douglas Patterson came to his room 
in the nighttime while he was asleep and asked him to vote for 
the sitting Member the next day. Groves says-

He thought if I could vote for him that probably a couple more 
would do so, and he would like to make it unanimous on the Democrat ic 
side for LORIMER, and he said it might be a good thing for both of us 

. if I would do so. 
Groves interpreted that as a corrupt approach. Evidently 

he is an excitable old man. He appears to have that old-fash
ioned honesty which can not be calm when corruptly approached. 
His indignation was aroused and he resented the approach and 
raised his ·voice, whereupon he says Dug Patterson asked him 
to close the transom, and not to talk so loud. 

·Now, I will prove that Groves told the truth, in the opinion 
of the subcommittee. The subcommittee believed Groves told 
the truth, because if the subcommittee had not believed that 
Groves told the truth they would have subprenaed Dttg Patter
som, would they not 1 

But Dug Patterson was not subprenaed. Not only that, but 
the counsel for the sitting .Member b.elieved that Groves told the 
truth, because if they had believed that Groves was lying they 
would have demanded that Dug Patterson be produced. Is there 
any escape from that conclusion? 

Here is one question by Senator FRAZIER and answer by 
Groves: 

Senator FRAZIER. Mr. Groves, when you said to this man Patterson 
that there was not enough money in Springfield to hire you or bribe you 
to vote for LORIMER, was it at that time that he 1·equested you not to 
talk so loud and closed the t1·atisomt-A. Yes; about that time. 

He also testifies that Henry Terrill told him that he could 
have got a thousand dollars for voting for the sitting .Member. 
The stenographer· made Groves say that Terrill told him "he 
got a thousand dollars." When Groves discovered that he went 
on the ·stand and said: "No; that i& not what I said. I said 
Terrill told me he could have got a thousand dollars." 

Yet the Senator from Texas said the other day that on one day 
Groves testified Terrill said he got a thousand dollars, and the 
next day he said that Terrill told him he could have gotten a 
thousand dollars, and, the Senator from Texas asked, who can 
beliern a man who swears that way? 

But what the man swore to the second day he swore to the 
first day. It is plain that the stenographer's transcript left out 
the words "could have." It is asked of us, Who can believe 
such a man? Well, the subcommittee believed it, I repeat, time 
and again; otherwise they would have called Dug Patterson. 

What motive or motives had Jacob Groves for committing 
perjury? Here is the most astounding story, I believe, ever 
presented in the history of any court or of any controversy
three rnen deliberately perj1tring themselves, according to the 
upholders of this title, without any 1notive for doing so. 

It passes belief, l\fr. President. It ilil said there are plenty of 
Yotes here to uphold the election of the sitting l\Iember. Well, 
wh n those votes are cast they will ha\e to be cast in the face of 
that; for if you belieye that Groves told the truth and Terrill 
told the truth and l\feyers told the truth, all of whom had been 
approached corruptly, but none of whom did accept the proffered 
bribe, then the men told the truth also who swore they had 
been approached corruptly and did accept the proffered bribe 
and the bribe money was traced in their possession. 

" MARVELOUS I:'i'TELLECT " BROWNE. 

Now, l\Ir. President, we come to the most important witness 
in this transaction, Lee O'N'eil Browne, the twentieth century 
Abraham Lincoln. Before I go into Mr. Lee O'Neil Browne's 
testimony, so that we can properly understand it, I want to 
read to the Senate what evidently the subcommittee thought of 
Lee O'Neil Browne. No wonder he was a successful minority 
leader. Evidently Lee O'Neil Browne hypnotized that sub
committee, because. here is what the honorable Senator from 
Kentucky says as to him : 

I desire to say something in reference to Lee O' Tell Browne. I saw 
him upon the witness stand, watched him closely, and endeavored to 
form a correct opinion of him. He is a man of great intellect. In fa ct, 
he impressed me as being a mam. of MARVELOUS INTELLECT. 

Remember, now, that we are going to examine the testimony 
not only of the leader of the minority faction but of a man of 
" marvelous intellect." 

Everybody admits that Browne was the leader of his minority 
faction of 30 votes. That is conceded, is it not? If Browne 
alone had been corrupted it would have been more than suffi
cient to have vitiated this election even under the committee 
"precedents" that have been cited here and to which I shall 
come very shortly. 

For the testimony shows that Browne's influence over his fol
lowers was something like that of a Scottish chieftain over his 
clan in the old days, when the burning cross was sent across 
the hills and dales of Scotland. He had the Chicago saloon 
keeper, .Manny Abrahams, for the "bellwether" of his gang, 
and Browne testifies that .Manny Abrahams voted as Browne 
wanted him to, "right or wrong," and that Browne's faction 
followed Manny Abrahams's lead. 

So, even if Browne alone were corrupted and even if his fol
lowers knew nothing of it, the testimony shows that more than 
7 votes would have followed him in voting for the sitting 
.Member. As was established in the Caldwell case, where the op
posing candidate was purchased to quit the :field, that fact 
would be more than sufficient to vitiate the election, because 
that influence over his followers would ha1e been enough to 
have given l\fr. Caldwell his seat. I will not stop now to 
read the Caldwell case on that point, but I will stop long 
enough to read a short extract from the Payne case upon that 
point: 

If B, C, and D have promised to vote as A shall vote, if A be cor
rupt, fou1· votes are gained by the process, although B, 0, and D be 
innocent. 

If there was any corruption in this case, you must admit 
that Lee O'Neil Browne was corrupted. Yet if he was, that 
one thing is sufficient to vitiate the election e1en under the 
easy and accommodating precedents that are relied upon by the 
committee. 

l\fr. President, before we go into this transaction, let us see 
how it was that Browne gave his signal. You will find that on 
page 665. This is a rich and historic page. This has given 
rise to something that will go down in our political literature on 
account of the keen analysis of the term " bellwether " the· other 
day by the sitting l\Iember, which he mistakenly attributed to 
the Senator from New York [Mr. RooT], but which was really 
originated by Lee O'Neil Browne. This is what Browne testi
fies to: 

Q. As minority leader, I suppose your vote would be taken a.s a cri
terion on strictly party Q,U€Stion~ to those who should follow you, as 
to party policy in voting?-A. l!'eZl, IN THIS TRANSAC'rION, 1 rnight 
say the "bell1.cether," so to speak, was Manny Abrnhams-Emanual 
Abrahams. He is the first on the list, you will see, the first Democrat; 
and he was a very strong and -stanch adherent of MINN, A D WHE1'HER 
RIGHT OR WRONG, HE BELIEVED WHAT I DID WAS RIGHT, and whenever 
they saw Manny Abrahams-those that wanted to know how I was 
going to vote-saw Manny Abrahams vote one ivay, TilAT SETTLED IT. 

Q. And he voted for Mr. LORIMER ?-A. Yes. sir. 
Q. I suppose you had an understanding with Mr. Abrahams that he 

was going to vote for Mr. LORIMER ?-A. OH, YES ; WITH ALL OF THEM
with all of them. 

Browne states it twice, and yet the sitting Member said th~ 
other day that Manny Abrahams voted for him on his own 
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account without any understanding;· but Lee O'Neil Browne 
swears that Abrahams was Browne's " bellwether," and that he 
,,_ha cl an undetstanding· with hi-ni." Very well. Now, we have 
the scene laid. 

The sitting l\Iember in his speech last year said-I call the 
attention of Senators who are intending to vote to sustain: this 
title to this-that Browne and himself had· been "intimate for 
years." Ilere is what the man of "ma-rvelous intellect" says 
as to that, and Browne volunteers it himself. In answer to a 
question he says: 

I will suggest to you, ~1.r . .A.ustrhl.n, that I never lcnetv Senator L01·t
mer except to see hi1n ana by reputation; a mere passing acquai11"tmice; 
that is; HARDLY A SPE.A.KlN.Q ACQUAINTANCE, prior to possibly the expira
tion. of. the first third. of the session. 

That is wha,t " Marvelous Intellect" Browne swears to.-th.at 
he knew him merely to· see him, "HARDLY HAD A SPEAKING AC
QUAINTANCE; " and yet the sitting Member tells us with a good 
deal of passion-I have the speech here-that he and Browne 
hnd been "intimate for years," and that he recalled a con
•ersaUon which he once had with "marvelous-intellect" 
Browne, wherein Browne· told him he believed every word in 
the Bible from <w>er to coyer. That is the sitting- l\Iember~s 
version of the relationship; but Browne says he "knew him 
only to see hini and by reputation-HARDLY A. SPEAKING AC
QU.AJ:NTANCE.'' 

BROWNE t::-l COXST.A:NT. CONFERFJ:N'CE WfTH THFJ SITTI::«G MEMBER. 

So,_ l\fr. President,_ we ha-re now the situation. Brawne was 
approached, first,_ by Shanahan and, Jater, by Shurtleff to do 
a:Il he could to get votes for the sitting Member. Then he had 
a: meeting with tbe sitting .Member. After he had agreed to 
get all the votes he could for the· sitting Member, Browne testi
fies that he was in. constant conference with the sitting Member. 

Q. And' tlien you conferred with him frequently, did' you not?-A. 
Ob, yes. . 

Q:. Every da.Y ?:--A. I presume every night. The confernnces ·were 
at night mostly. Every night clu.ring the stay· fa Sp1"ingfi,el<J. .. 

Q: Yes. And tho,se conferences lasted some hours didn't they?
A. Sametim.es thev did, and. sometime£ there WERE A noz:E:s- Oli' THEM 
IN A...'i EVENING . . 

Q .. And you kept- Sena.tor LoRUf.ER. posted: as to your movements witli 
reference to his ea.n.dtdacy,. did you.?-A.. WE. ALL KEI'T EACH OTHER 
POSTED, jus.t as any other camp_aign committee would do. 

] ask the- Senate to· remember thiS' thing when 1 come to· a 
discussion of' the law o:fl agency in election cases: I am not 
going over it again,. but it fixes the agency; and I ha •e read 
decisions1 here wB.icfi sltow that in law the· sitting Uember is 
bound: by the· acts of his agent, just as he would be if it in
volved the title- to land, only more so. 

Q. Well, I am asking you whether yon kept him posted· as to your 
movements with. referenae. to his: candidacy ?---A. I have answered that. 

Q .. Well, did :YGU keep him posted?-A.. WE. ALL. KEPT EACH OTHEil 
POSTED 

By the way, the " Marvelous Intellect" Browne might ha:ve 
used a little bit better grammar. 

Q .. What I want to know· ts, did you tell Mr. LORIMER, the candidate 
for United States Senator, as to what you we.re doing toward fut'.thex
ing his candidacy-1'--A.. I presU1rre I did: 
· Q-. Did you teU him from time to· time who, if anyone bad pledged 

, his vote fo1~ M.r. ]],onuc.Jmo to you·?-.A.. Well, now, as to whether I went 
aver the list and told him specifically. the· ones at- any one time r can't 
teil you. I P.RESUME,, HOWEYER, THAT I DID, b~t I did assure' him .. I 
diw "(l.na.Zly aas1H'.'e him· that the7·e would be so Brnwn Democrats v~te 
for· him. -

:Mr. P resident; the sitting Member on the day before yester
day, in an e.ffectiv_e climax,. declared thn.t. Browne- did not- de
liver those. Democratic votes, but that "they deli'c;ered Browne." 
That was im.portan.t and. effec.tiv.e, but, unfortunately fQr the 
sltting Member, here is the record. Whn.t does Browne swear.? 
Browne did not think he was being " delivered; " he did not 
consider himself that insignificant. Here is what Browne says: 

A. I stated to Mr. Shurtleff, and I stated afterwards to Mr. 
Loanrnn, that I woula n,oti uonsent to having a single one of the 
IDemocratic votes that I had. any- influence with cast for Senator 
LORIMER unless his election was a:n assured thing. 
. How could he consent '2 The sitting Member says that Browne 
had nothing to do with it, that Browne· was "deliverecT," in
stead: of delivering. 

That I ·would not have those: votes. cast au:ay abl}olutely_ I told him 
and I told them both that I should refy upon their words, their words 
as men, to see to it that no roll calJ was started for the election of 
Mr. LORlME.& for. Senator until enougbJ votes, all told, were secured. 

Q, Was your consent asked ?-A. I ioas consulted, or <:onsnJte<L my. 
ae"lf 1vith- every 01ie of the mei~ that. did. vote for him. No ; I will take 
that back. Not with every one. There was, p-e.rhaps;. oh, maybe· 30 
or 35 per cent of them, possibly, I did not see personally at . all, but 
that other members , that iotwe witlv 11UJ in, the movement saw for me or 
took it 1lpon themselves to see. 

Remember this is the man who the sitting Member says was 
"delivered," instead of doing the delivering. 

Q. Mr. Browne, when did you start ta ascertain and round up, if I 
may use the expression:, these 30 Browne Democrats1 whom. you later 
told Mr LORIMER would" vote for him ?-A. Oh, a. short time after Mr. 
Shnrtletll broached the> subject-- to me, a few days- afterwards. 

So, l\fr. President, the election came about. Meyers, Terrill, 
Groves, Link, White, Beckemeyer, and Holstlaw swore they were 
corruptly appToached. It is of no. use recounting the testi
mony that all Imt Meyers; Terrill, and Groves accepted' the offer 
and got the ·bribe money. 
Mr~ FRAZJ:ER. If it will rrot disturb the Senator, while 

he is on the testimony of minority leader Lee O'Neil Browne
The VICE PRESIDE.i.'l'T. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; it will not disburb me at all. 
Mr. FRAZIER. I .should like to call the Senator's atten.

tion to that pm of the testimonY. of Lee O'Neil Browne, in 
which he is asked for the reason which induced him to change 
his vote and to secure· the change 'of the votes of his followers 
in the legislature from the Democratic nominee, Mr. Stringer, 
to Mr. LORIMER, a Republican. In that testimony-and I can 
the Senator's attention to this piece of evidence-ll1.» Browne 
was asked--

1\1-r. OWEN~ From what page does the Senator read 1 
~Ir. FRAZIER. From page 656· of the reeord. Ur. Browne 

was first asked the que tion as to why be changed and with 
whom he consulted. Re stated that his consultation was with 
Mr. Shurtleff, the speaker. Then. he was asked a-s to whom he 
consulted of the leading Democrats i:n Illinois oefare he, the 
minority leader of the Demo-crats in the legislature, changed 
and secured the change of his folTowers from the Democratfc 
nominee to this Republican. In answer to this question, Mr. 
Browne made this. statement: 

Q. When Mr. Shurtleff· ca.me to you and suggested to y.ou the propo
sition to see whether or not there could' be an arrangement or- agree
ment by which the Democrats:, or certain: Democrats :im the legislature, 
eould be induced to. vote for Mi:-. bORIMER, I believe yau stated, ttpon 
yesterday that you told him you. would take the. matter under advise
ment ?-A.. Yes. · 

Q. And thereupon you d1d· advise with certarn:. friends-, politieal 
friends or otherwise, outside of the legislature ?-A. Yes. 

Q. Have you any objection to telling some with whom you advised 
with respect. to that: matter 2 

His- answe.:r fs: 
.A. No-; I advised with my partner at home, my law pa:rtn:er, for one; 

I advisecl with a man by the name of-well, no, I did not advise with 
him before:-! had decided, bu.t I think 1 talked the m.atte.r over with 
an old partner of mine, a man I was in business with the first time,. a 
man. by the- name of· Ayers. I do not now FecoIIeet-arthough he was a 
Republican. 

Being pressed further to name som€' inffuenttal1 Democrat in 
the State of Illinois with whom he, as minority reader ot the 
Democratic Party i:n the· legislature, consulted before he made 
this momentous change, by which he and his foHowers aban
doned the· Demoeratic nominee and •oted for a Republican, he 
is asked: 

Q. Did you advise with any one or number of people in Chicago wttn 
reference to- the course you would take ?-A. :r; Fecehred c.ommu:nications 
from a large number. . · 

Q. Call! you recall any ?:..._A. l1 ean recall one- esp-ecially now. A man 
who used to be a very 12rominent man. in. my country,. who is. a promi
nent business man, J"ames McQu:iy, of the Garden City Sand Co. 

Q. Did· you a.dvise. with anybody else in Chl~ago,. a~ politicians or 
statesmen ?-A. I do· n~t no.w recall that I: did. 

So,. it seems that l\fr. Browne made this momentous c~o-e 
by which he. and his 30 Democratie followers abandoned the 
Democratic- nominee and voted for. lli. LoRIMER, after havirr~ 
advised only with his old partner. who was n. Republican, and. 
with a. man engaged in the sand business. 

Mr: BEVER1DGE: Yes. That was the· man; that was the 
"marvelous intellect," according to the Senator from Kentucky, 
who was, "delivered,.'' instead of being the deliverer, according 
to the sitting Member. 

"Oh, what a tangled web we weave-, 
When first we practice to "--deliveu. 

' THE s.TRANGE ST. LOU1.S ''-POLITIC.A::L CONFE.&ENC.E.'-1 

Mr. President, the transaction occuue<I, th€ distribution day 
came, and Mr. Browne mee.ts these men at St~ Louis-all of 
them but White-; and the reason he did not meet White at St. 
Louis was because he had' seen him in Chicago en the 16th day 
of June and paid him the bulk of White's first installment four 
days befo:re he went to St. Ltmis. 

I insist that every Senator who intends to vote to. support 
this title shall give the country his opinion as to the r.eason 
that Browne- gives for going to St_ Louis. I will not read it 
but I will state it-and if I dd not fl1:ate it a.ecurately I again 
ask· any Senato.r to correct me now. · 

Browne says that he went to St. Lours on the 21st of July, 
taking a lon:g, ·hot, arduous trip toi meet these· men who, with 
the exceptian of Shephard and Clark; swea-r the got $1,000· eaeh 
from him there; that he went there aru:l met them there f01.· tilie 
purpose of talking over politics. · 

Browne says that the reason of his. visit to St. Lcmis and the 
meeting of these men was that lre intended again to. be> a eandI-
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date for minority leader and that he wanted to talk with his 
followers, and that was his only reason for going to St. Louis. 

Now, mark that. He went July 21 to St. Louis to see these 
men about a minority leadership which was more than a year 
and a half in the future, about a minority leadership in a legis
lature to which B r01vne himself had not yet been elect ed. What 
does the Senate think of that-a year and six months off? He 
went to see them there for that purpose, although he had seen 
all of theni within l ess than three -0r four weeks. 

Browne went there, he took that extraordinary journey, and 
saw them about "politics," although he had been constantly in 
their company for four or five months in the legislative session. 
He .asked Beckemeyer to meet him in St. Louis on this impor
tant mission of talking politics, although he bad seen Becke
meyer at Starving Rock only a few days before. Is · that 
credible? Is there an intellect here that can accept that ex
planation? 

But that is not all, Ur. President. Browne could not remem 
ber a word of that notable con-uersation. The only thing that he 
could remember was that he talked with Mike Link about pacing 
horses, and yet the Senator from Kentucky assures us in his 
speech that Browne is a man of " marvelous intellect." Browne 
takes this improbable trip, this stupendously foolish trip, to see 
men nbout a campaign that was a year and ·a half off, although 
he had seen the same men within three weeks. He made a trip 
through the dirt and the dust and the heat of midsummer to 
talk "politics" with them, and then can not remember a wo1·d 
that he said to them. 

Now I call attention to a point which, if this were a court 
and we were arguing the report of the master in chancery, this 
"marvelous intellect's" testimony would be utterly discredited. 
Now, mark you, Browne made this important trip and then 
could not remember a word of the conversation. His memory 
is horribly bad or horribly convenient as to this important con
ference. 

" MARVELOUS INTELLECT" BROWNE'S lllAilVELOUS MEMORY. 

Yet, if you will turn to page 627, you will find that Mr. 
Browne, who could not remember one word of the conversation 
that he went 260 miles to have, ccm 'remember how l ate, TO A 
M.INUTE, a trnin was duritng the session of the leg,islatttre, and 
that was much longer ago, as the Senator from South Dakota 
[Mr. ORA WFORD] suggests. 

This "marvelous intellect," as the Senator from Kentucky 
calls him, who could not recall one word of the conversation 
which was exceedingly important to himself and for which he 
made the trip to St. Louis, was yet able not only to remember 
the very minute to which a train was late, but also the order in 
which the hotel guests registered. Now, I want to read that to 
the Senate: 

The WITNESS. The 24th day of May, 1909, was on Monday-

This was about the busiest period of Browne's life, and he 
could have forgotten things then, if ever-
T~e WITNESS. The 24th day of May, 1909, was on Monday. I came 

to Springfield the day before, Sunday, the 23d, and registered at the 
St. Nicholas Hotel and occupied my usual quarters. I did not see Mr. 
White during the day of May 24. Tbe Alton train, known as the 
"Kansas City hummer" or "K. C. hummer," is due in Sprin~eld at 
11.15 at night. That is the train people interested in legislative mat
ters and members that come by the Alton usually come on. On the 
night of May 24 Mr. Thomas Dawson came down on that train. I met 
him in the lobby of the hotel when he came in. The train was late 
that night ana, as I have discove1'ed, -did not get to Springfield until, as 
I remember, 11.41. 

He was the leader of the faction arranging for an. election one 
year and a half in the future, and yet he can not remember a 
word of his conyersation down in St. Louis with these men 
whom he bad called down there; and yet he had such a marvel
ously accurate memory that he remembers how late the "K. C. 
hummer " was, even to the exact minute. 

I talked with Mr. Dawson some time in the lobby of the hotel, 
asking him to do something for me, which he did there in the lobby, 
speaking to a certain person there for me; all of this before he 
registei·ed. 

See how precise Browne's memory is now when he wants to 
remember-

Thereafter he registered and was assigned to a room at the St. 
Nicholas Hotel. Mr. White did not register until after Mr. Dawson 
did, li is nmiie appearing immediately after Mr. Dawson's, so that Mr. 
White could not have had a room that night at the St. Nicholas Hotel 
before he registered, and he could not have registered before midnight. 

So we have l\fr. Browne, making this trip for an important 
reason, not being able to remember a word of the conversation, 
and yet being able to remember the order in which men signed 
their names on a hotel register and the exact minute to which 
a train was late. It looks as if "Marvelous Intellect''. Browne 
"made a sinner of his memory," doesn't it? 

Another thing, l\Ir. President, that Senators must take into 
consideration; for if you will break down tWs point in Browne's 
testimony, if you sllow that it is Browne who is lying, then you 
establish e\erything that all the re t of them say about Browne 
and this whole affair. He called the e men togetller iu St .. 
Louis about a campaign 18 months away, and yet ne.i:er met 
them together aga·iri ! 

The next incident is l\Ir. B1·owne's stntement of l\Ir. White 
borrowing money from him. · I want the particular ntteution of 
the Senate to this incident, becau e in a moment I shall show 
manufactmed testimony to support fr. Browne's testimony. 
l\Ir. Browne says tb3t instend of giving this money to White 
in Chirago, he loaned him ~25, and locates tlle loan as having 
been made in the lobby of the Briggs Hotel. I merely men
tion that at this point so that Senators may remember it when 
I come to the examination of the made-up testimony to sup
port this man. 

"JACK POT" WILSO)I BROW)IE'S AGENT. 

The next point, l\Ir. Pre ident, that sho,Ys Mr. Browne to be 
willfully and deliberately lying is his tatement that Wilson 
was not bis agent in Wilson's trip to St. Louis, that Wil on did 
not go for him, and that Browne himself did not intend to go 
to St. Louis the second time. 

l\Ir. President, that that is not true is proven by the fact 
that the notices signed by Wilson asking these bribe takers to 
meet him at St. Louis July 15 were rnade up and sent by Milce 
Giblin . Who w · s Mike Giblin? Secretary to Lee O'Neil 
Browne. The second point is Browne's letter to White concern
ing this very meeting. Remember, now, Browne is testifying 
that Wilson did not go to St. Louis for him, and that he 
(Browne) did not intend to go to St. Louis himself the second 
time, on July 15-the occasion of the second corrupt payment. 
Yet he writes to White as follows: · 

OTTAWA, !LL., Jtily 16, 1909. 
Hon. CHARLES A. WHt'rE, O'Fallon, Ill. 

FRIE o CHARLIE : Thank you very much for your prompt. recognition 
of my request in the Doyle matter. You have certainly been one of my 
good old friends since we have become acquainted. I feel sure that the 
friend hip will last just as long as you and I do. I was aivfully sorry 
that I was unable to be with you yesterday forenoon in St. Louis. I 
was taken very ill in Chicago Monday night with an attack of pto
maine poisoning and have had a pretty serious time of it. I nm 'OT 
OARE TO ATTEMPT 'l'HE TRIP. I hope everything is all right with you 
and SATISFACTORY. 

And yet this man Browne, who wrote that letter to White, 
testified that he did not intend to go to St. Louis at all and 
that Wilson did not go for and instead of Browne. 

The next thing in the case of Mr. Browne is his speech in 
the assembly before he voted for the sjtting Member. From it 
I will read two extracts, the· first directed to the point made by 
the sitting Member the day before yesterday that Browne did 
not "deliver" his followers, but that his followers " delivered" 
Browne." 

I have read from the testimony of Mr. Browne. As to his 
opinion upon that, I now read from his speech: 

Were I an individual only, and did tiot I stand here ttpon the ~ot· on 
this side of the house as the leader, if .you please, by election of the .. 
minority, so called, my course to-day would be easy. But when you 
are ·attempting to influence or lead a nmnbe1· of met~ along a certain 
line by advice, by encouragement, if you are a man worthy of the name 
and consider and think of the welfare of your fellow human beings at 
the same time you do of your own, then I say that you realize the 
position that I am in to-day and the responsibility that I feel at this 
11iomc1~t in facing the condition that we are facing here. 

Does that look like a man who was being " delivered? '' 
And -then a little later on, and I relate this circumstance in 
order to point out another dramatic thing that occurred; he is 
closing bis speech now and he says : 

You can not cash theories; you can not cash dreams. 
A little later Representative English took the floor and made 

a speech, and here is what Representative English, a Democrat, 
said in answer to that speech of Browne: 

I do not expect to influence the election of a Senator, cried Mr. 
English. That is not my purpose. It is up to every one of you to 
search your conscience before you vote to-day. We have been told 
that we can state, without criticism, to our constituents, the reasons 
for the action here to-day. I want to ask you Democmts, do you 
expect to tell the whole reason1 

[Representative Abrahams: "Yes."] 
If 11ou do yom· people will retWtr you into tha,t oblivion tohere you 

rightfully belong. The history of every past amalgamation of Demo
crats and Republicans is that the Democrats were banded the hot end 
of the poker afterwards. · 

"YOU CA.N NOT CASH DREAMS;" "YOU CAN CASH VOTES." 

Representative English continues: 
You c~n say that this talk of principles can not be casbeci, and that 

dreams can not be cashed. What, then, can be " cashed" on .the µoor 
of this assembly1 Nothing but votes, I tal•e it. 

That is what Representative English, Democrat, said in an
swer to the speech of Representative Lee O'Neil Bro·Nne. 

• 
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Then it appears that 1\Ir. Browne got very angry and said to 
Mr. English, "If you will repeat that outside this chamber, 
well, one of us will never make any more statements like it." 
But that was the end of it. 

It does not appear that Mr. Browne's honor was so wounded 
tha t he remembered the circumstance after the general assembly 
adjourned that day. He refrained because he was inside the 
chamber. He said, "Just you repeat that outside; " but when 
Browne got out side he never did a thing to English, who said, 
"You can not cash drearns, BUT YOU CAN CASH VOTES." 

I think it is Tennyson who mentions something about "The 
jingling of the guinea helps the hurt that honor feels." Any
how, Browne's wounded honor must have healed quickly, for 
Browne didn't do a thing to English when both did get "outside." 

Browne denies bribery. This is the man whom the upholders 
of this title rely upon to overthrow the testimony of Meyers, 
of Link, of Beckemeyer, of White, and of all the rest. I have 
shown you that in his testimony himself he plainly commits 
falsehood, and yet Senators are appealed to to beliern thls tes
timony as .against the testimony of five or six other people. 

But what do you expect? Do you expect a man of the "mar
velous intellect" of Browne, as the Senator from Kentucky 
[.Mr. PAYNTER] describes him, to admit, to confess? It would 
appear that Senators will not be satisfied unless everybody con
fesses. But that would not do any good, according to the Sen
ators who are upholding this election, because the more men 
that confess the worse they are denounced as scoundrels. As I 
said yesterday, are you expecting nobody to confess to receiv
.ing bribes except saints? 

But there is one point, Mr. President, that is overlooked. I 
have searched this record carefully and I can not find where 
Browne denies that he had that belt with $30,000 in it around 
him. So far as the record goes, that statement of White's is 
uncontradicted. I may be making a mistake about that, and 
if I am I want some person to call my attention to it. 

Undoubtedly, if the question had been put to Browne, he 
would have denied that he had a belt with $30,000 around him. 
He denied everything else. But it is one of those ·slips that 
is always made by the most cunning mind, and even by the 
most "marvelous intellects." And here it stands. 

This is the man who swears that he did all he could to get 
all his followers to vote for the sitting Member- a Republican. 
They had not voted for a Republicap before, except Wilson, 
and suddenly, in the flash of an eye, on May 26 they all plumped 

. their votes for the sitting Member. 
THE AMA.ZING COMPARISON OF BROWNE TO LINCOLN. 

We heard the other day that that .is nothing unusual in 
Illinois. It was said that Abraham Lincoln signalized his 
entrance into public life by doing the same thing down at 
Spring:fiel~, when. Lyman Trumbull was elected; and the in
ference was that Lincoln and Browne were practicing the same 
politics, and that therefore Democrats could excuse Lee O'Neil 
Browne-this twentieth century Abraham Lincoln-for leading 
his followers to vote for a Republican if Republicans could 

·excuse Abraham Lincoln for leading his followers to vote for a 
Democrat. 

Yet what were the facts? Abraham Lincoln had been a 
member of that legislature. He had had his great debate with 
Douglas. He was the choice of the Republican members of 
that legislature for Senator. And so after considering the mat
ter he resigned from the legislature in order to be a candidate. 
The Democrats, by the same expedient that the Senator from 
Texas [Mr. BAILEY] referred to the other day as having been 
practiced by the Republicans in the case of Logan, elected a 
Democrat to succeed Abraham Lincoln in the legislature. 

The other candidate was Shields, a pro-Douglas Democrat, 
·and the governor was Matthewson, a pro-Douglas Democrat. 
There were five men in that legislature who were Democrats 
but they were "anti-Nebraska bill" Democrats, anti-Douglas 
Democrats. -

Douglas on his third report on his Nebraska bill had inserted 
a repeal of the Missouri Compromise. That became the great 
issue-the flaming issue before the people. It rent the Demo
cratic Party asunder. Abraham Lincoln had his great debate 
with Douglas upon that issue very largely. 

It was a question that moved men more profoundly than any 
other ques"tion until Sumter was fired upon; and when Shields 
was a candidate, being a Douglas man, being a "pro-Nebraska 
bill" Democrat, being a Democrat in favor of the repeal of 
the Missouri Compromise, John M. Palmer and four other Demo
crats would not vote for him because, while they were Demo
crats they were as much "anti-Nebraska bill" Democrats as 
Abraham Lincoln himself was an "anti-Nebraska bill" Whig. 

And so, suddenly, 1\Ir. President, the Douglas supporter , 
withdrawing Shields, advanced Gov. Matthewson, who had 

kept his views in the background, but who was known to be 
under the influence of Senator Douglas, and therefore a sup
porter of the repeal of the Missouri Compromise. 

Lyman Trumbull was a Democrat; as the Senator from Texas 
says, " a bolting Democrat; " but he was a Democrat, who, like 
John M. Palmer, was an "anti-Nebraska bill" Democrat, an 
anti-Douglas Derpocrat, who was against the repeal of the l\Iis
souri Compromise. That was the reason why Lyman Trumbull 
was acceptable to John M. Palmer and his other four members 
of that legislature. 

So, when it appeared to Abraham Lincoln that he could not 
himself be elected; when it appeared to Abraham Lincoln that 
a Douglas Democrat-that is, a man who was in favor of the 
repeal of the Missouri Compromise, probably would be elected, 
then, in order to save the great principle for which he labored 
to the end of his life, and :finally for which he died, Abraham 
Lincoln told his followers to vote for Lyman Trumbull, " anti
Nebraska bill" Democrat, who was against the repeal of the 
Missouri Compromise. _ 

That was the circumstance of that transaction, one of the 
mightiest issues that ever went before the people of this or any 
other country. And yet we are told that this is an example, 
an illustration, of the same thing Lee O'Neil Browne did in the 
case before us. -

THE HISTORIC ELECTION OF JUDGE DAVID DA.VIS. 

What does the Senate think of it? · What does the country 
think of it? I will not take time to go into the case of the 
election of Judge Davis, except to sketch it very briefly. In 
that case Logan was the Republican candidate and John M. 
Palmer was the Democratic candidate. In that legislature 
there were 15 Independents. 

Those Independents would not vote either for John 1\1. Palmer, 
the Democratic candidate, or for John A. Logan, the Republican 
candidate. They insisted on voting for a man of their own, but 
they could not agree. The Independents in the senate insisted 
on voting for Gen. Anderson. The Independents in the house 
insisted on voting for Judge David Davis. 

J udge David Davis at that time was on the bench of the 
Supreme Court of the United States. He had split off from 
the Republican Party on the issue of the impeachment of Presi
dent Johnson. He was at that time classed as an "Inde
pendent," although he was on the Supreme Bench of the United 
States. 

And so the Independents finally came together on Judge 
David Davis. The Democrats not being able to get their own 
man, Palmer, found this Justice of the National Supreme Court 
from the State of Illinois, who had split off from the Republican 
Party and had become an " Independent" perfec~ly acceptable. 
Mind you, the Democrats could not get a majority without the 
Independents and the Independents with the Democrats made 
a majority of four. 

Those were the circumstances under which that great jurist 
was transferred from the Supreme Court of the United States 
to this body. It was the beginning of the great independent 
movement in American politics. It was a time when men were 
beginning to forget the passions of the war. It was a time 
when men were looking to that period, which now has developed 
so splendidly, when men should not think that if a man be
longs to the other party he is either a scoundrel or a traitor. 

That was the beginning of the amelioration of political feel
ing in the United States. That is what made Judge David 
Davis Senator. Yet we are told that the election of Davis ·is 
an illustration of what occurred in the election of the sitting 
.Member 1\Iay 26, 1909. . 

Mr. President, now we come to Wilson- " Jack Pot" Wilson. 
l\Ir. DA VIS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Indiana 

yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
l\Ir. BEVERIDGE. I do. 
Mr. DAVIS. I hope the Senator from Indiana, before he 

leaves the testimony of Witness Browne, will show to the Sen
ate the record, because it has been disputed, that Browne and 
Shurtleff had suites together; that LoBIMER occupied the Shurt
leff suite; and that for weeks and weeks there they conferred 
together with these ·men-Browne and these other parties, who 
adn1it they were bribed. Yet Mr. LORIMER asks the Senate to 
believe that he had no connection with and no knowledge of it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If true, that is an extremely important 
point. I do not recall that. I am obliged to the Senator from 
Arkansas for calling my attention to it. It was there that the 
nightly conferences took place. 

Mr. DAVIS. For weeks; and further, 1\Ir. President, it seems 
to me that in the speech of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LoRIMER] the other day he dodged that question by saying that 
the place where he met the members was in the speaker·s room 
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in the capitol building, which is entirely proper. Bnt the com
plaint which has been made again.Bt the meeting of these mem
bers in the speaker's room referred to the rooms in the hotel at 
night, where they met constantly at night for weeks and weeks, 
and not to the room in the capitol building. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The speaker's room wus Shurtleff's 
apartment at the hotel? 

Mr. DA VIS. Yes; and Browne had an apartment adjoining 
it, with the door open between them, and LoRillER consulted 
with Shurtleff and these conferences continued for weeks. 

1\Ir. BEVERIDGE. That is ve1·y important, and I am very 
much obliged to the Senator from Arkansas for calling attention 
to it. · 

"THE JACK POT "-THE WlTCHES' CALDRON OF AMEIUCAN POLITICS. 

I wish to hurry on. I know I am taking too much time. I 
come to Wilson, " Jack Pot" Wllson, as he will evermore be 
known. We have heard a great deal about the "jack pot." 
There was nothing about a "jack pot" new or noveL It seems 
to me I remember something about it in Shakespeare's witches 
caldron: 

Double, double, toil a.nd trouble; 
Fire burn and jack pot bubble. 

• • * • 
When shall we three-

Wilson, Broderick, Browne, the modern witches of Macbeth
When shall we three meet again, 
In thunder, lightning, or in rain? 
When the hurly-burly's done, 
When the battle's fought and won. 
That will be ere the set of sun-

And, Mr. President, it was. "The hurly-burly was done," 
"the battle was fought and won "-all "ere set of.., sun," on 
l\.fay 26, 1909. 

Whel'e the place ? 
Says one witch. 
Upon the heath, 
Says the other. 
There to meet with Macbeth, 

Says the third. 
And at the next boiling of that ancient" jack pot," whe1;e they 

put the ingredients in.-
F or a spell of p~werful troubl~ 
One of them gives the whole snap away by declaring : 
"And eYeryone shall share in the ~ains "-the jack pot-

Quoth Heccate, "Oh. it's now new, you see." 
WeIJ, we will examine the jack pot, and the first thing is 

this, Mr. President: The Senator from l\lichigan, in that learned 
and illuminating report of his, says that the "jack pot" fur
nished a subject that did not appear to touch the case at hand; 
none of the subcommittee's business to examine into that; and 
he had authority. for that because the attorney for the sitting 
Member also !3ays substantially in the record: I object to any 
testimony about the " jack pot." . ·what has that got to do witll 
the ease? 

The testi1nony that establishes the existence of this jack pot is 
the SAME TESTillIONY BY WHICH THIS BRIBERY IS PROVED. If you 
believe the "jack pot "-and that is conceded-then how can you 
fail to believe the distribution of this bribery money? They 
are established by the same testimony. They were distributed 
to the sa11ie persons Dy the sanie persons. In fact, if there 
were two "jack pots," they were the very Siamese twins of cor
ruption so closely are they related. 

Now, the whole case of the upholders of this title, as I said 
yesterday, has been put upon this "third degree," and yester
day I showed that Beckemeyer swore _he was never under 
duress. I showed that Link himself had asked the officer to 
go with him, and I read to the Senate the testimony about 
that absurd, g1·otesque claim that these men were "compelled 
to commit perjury," as the majority report says; "were driven" 
to commit perjury by the " third degree,'' applied by the officers 
of justice. 

u JACK POT" WlLSON'S "THIRD DE<JREE.» ' 

Wilson was in the same predicament. Let us see what Wil
son's uthird degree" was. Senators ha>e said to me, although 
I could not understand why, that they are going to vote to 
uphold this title because they did not believe the testimony of 
Beckemeyer and Link and the rest of them for the reason of 
this " third degree." 

We destroyed the "third degree" yesterday, Mr. President, 
and I presented, I want to say to Senators who were not here 
yesterday, a telegram, in response to an inquiry from District 
Attorney Wayman-the Senators did not know this, I think
tha t Officer Keeley, the man whoni we hat·c heard, den-0unced 
here as the instru.m.ent of the " third degree," has been indicted 

and CONVICTED by a jury in Cook County, Chicago, ill, because 
Keeley swore to the very things that Senators have told us 
here on this floor that Keeley did and said. 

What was Wilson's experience with the " third degree? 11 

Hern it is, page 733. 1\fark you, there was the same reason in 
the case of Wilson for applying the "third degree" that there 
was in the others. Yet here is his experience: 

You were called before the grand jury, were you not? 
By the way, Wilson had been testifying to some hearsay about 

the "third degree,, on the other grafters, and it appe·ars that 
the committee let his hearsa:y in, atthough they would not let 
in any hearsay as to· Luke's confession and Beckemeyer's decla
ration against interest. 

Let us see what experience you had. You were called before the 
grand jury, were you not? 

Mr. \VILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. AUSTJUAN. You testined? 
Mr. WILSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. AUSTRIAN. After you testified you waited a few minutes ancl then 

left the building, did you not? 
Mr. WILSO~. Yes, S1.r. 
Mr. A-c-sTRIAN. That was all the third degree you had, was it not? 
Mr. WrLSOY. Yes, sir. 

So that is Wilson. This Wilson went to St. Louis for the 
seeond distribution. Browne says that Wilson did not go at his 
(Browne's) request, and that Brown.e himself dicl not intend to 
go. Yet Browne wTites a letter to White which shows that 
that was not true: Also, Wilson finally testifies that the notice 
that he sent to these members to meet him in St. Louis were 
sent and made out by Mike Giblin, Browne's secretary. 

So Wilson went to St. Louis July 15 and made the distribu
tion. We have all gone over that testimony. But there i one 
thing. Wilson does admit that he called Shephard into the 
bathroom, where the rest of the men got their cash ; but Wilson 
corroborates Shephard by saying that he called Shephard into 
the bathroom to ask about the name of the mysterious lady 
whom Shephard had dined with in Springfield two months 
before. · 

But Wilson-mark you, Mr. President-did not testif-y until 
in December. Shephard had already testified, and here I i1ause 
to ask the Senate to- examine this fact that appears upon the 
record, that Broderick, Browne, and Wilson, bribe givers, could 
not be found for some time by the sergeant at arms of the com
mittee. · 

I understand from a member of the subcommittee that the 
sergeant at arms searched Broderick's house; that Browne 
strangely was absent for days; and finally Wil on could not be 
located at all when this investigation was going on. They put 
bis old father on the stand, and he said he did not know where 
Wilson was. He had something the matter with his eyes-Wil
son had-and instead of getting an oculist in Chicago he we t to 
that city so celebrated for its oculists rather than for something 
else, and had his eyes treated in Milwaukee. From Wil on's 
testimony we must believe that its "oculists have made Mil
waukee famous." [Laughter.] 

1\fr. President. that is what kept poor Wilson away-eyes. 
So we learn when finally he was secured for this commit
tee during the investigation. But it appears further from 
his own testimony that the reason he did not appear before the 
subcommittee was that he did not know that it was meeting, 
and that he was suffering from nffvous prostration-" my 
nerve were sh.a.tiered," he says. 

The reason, of course, Wilson did not know it was meeting 
was because he had not read the newspapers; and the reason 
that he had not read the newspapers was of course that he 
had eye trouble which detained him iii Milwaukee. 

THE NERVOUS PROSTnATION OF "JACK POT" WILSON. 

Wilson said he had ner>ous prostration. I am going to read 
you some amusing testimony in a moment. George Ade and all 
the rest of our humorists, including Kin Hubbard, are left far 
behind as masters of humor as compared with "Jack Pot Wil
son " and Judge Hanecy in the questions and answers I will read 
in a moment. Wilson said that during the time that the sergeant 
at arms was trying to find him he was going away this time 
for his nerves; he seemed to have mingled eye and nerve trouble. 
And this time, in order to cure his nerves, HE WENT TO CAN DA. 

It is well known. Mr. President, that Canada is the best 
place in the world for anybody suffering from nervous prostra
tion. [Laughter.] So there is where "Jack Pot Wilson" went, 
but not at all to avoid this committee. No, indeed. We a.re 
assured of that, because the Senator from 1\lichigan, after 
Wilson had delivered this touching testimony, was careful to 
ask him. "You did not go away in order to avoid the sub
committee, did you? " " Oh, bless your soul, no," says Wilson. 
" Certainly not." 

l\fr. President, let 1:lS read some of Mr. Wilson's testimony, 
and it is Wilson's word and Browne's word that you are de-
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pendent on when you vote to uphold this seat. We might as 
well have a little fun out of this transaction. Let us give 
some of Wilson's account. Here it is. 

l\Ir. President, it is with hesitation that I recite this tale of 
woe. This is Mr. Wilson's own statement: 
· Senator FRAZIER. Where d id you go then when you left Chicago? 

Mr. WILSON". I took the train and went to Detroit, where I stayed 
for two days. You may ask me-I might start out in this way: I 
had been to Dr. Snyder, of Milwaukee, for a month before the primaries, 
up to the 1st of September, and during that time I would receive tele
phones and messages and people would come up to see me, and so 
forth, so that I virtually did n.ot get the rest that I should have gotten 
under the treatment. 

By the way, I should remark that Wilson says his nervous 
prostration was caused by two weeks' campaign in the primary. 
Think of what many Senators have gone through many times, 
and what we, who have been in the harness, know of campaign
ing. Yet two weeks' campaign before the primaries, Wilson 
says. "shattered my nerves." 

Wilson continues: 
You know how you will be disturbed. So I was going back again to 

be treated afterwards He told me to come back. But he had gone to 
Europe in the meantime. He left some time in September, probably; 
I think he left the 17th or 18th of September. Consequently I could 
not go there, so I was going to go to Mount Clemens, thinking probably 
the water .and everything would help me out. M11 nerves were all shat
tered to pieces. I had none through a campaign of two weeks, and the 
primaries wer~ coming on over there where I had been tied up for a 
month, AND MY NERVES WERE WRECKED. In fact--

Senator FRAzrna (interposing). I am not so much interested in your 
nerves as I am in where you were. Just tell us that. 

Mr. WILSON. I met a friend of mine there, and he asked me where 
I was going. I told him I was going to Mount Clemens. He said, 
" If I were you, I would not go there, because you can not get any 
rest there. There are nwre people there than s,iou will meet arou!'d 
yout· ou;n home in Ohicago." He said, " I am going to take a trip, 
and you can find some quiet places there. I am going on a ways, but 
you can get some place where you can rest." So I took a trip with 
him. The first place I stopped at was St. Thomas. He went on then ; 
J WENT ON THEN TO TORONTO. 

THE HEALTHFUL CLIMATE 011' TORONTO, CANADA. 

Of course he would not see anybody in Toronto at all. He 
would see people every place else, but not in Toronto, Canada. 
Wilson continues: 

He went on to Montreal, and I met him then coming back, and he 
stopped at Toronto for a day. He came in Saturday night and he left 
on Monday night. I had been taking treatment with the medicines I 
had-

I n Toronto, Canada. 
My eyes and health were getting along much better--1 

In Toronto, Canada. 
In fact, I gained 12 pounds while I had been there-'! 

In Toronto, Canada. 
Judge Hanecy sees the enormous importance of the gain ac

complished by this nerve-wrecked person, who did not appea~ 
before the committee, and here is what he testified to: 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there anything else of this witness? 
1\Ir. HA~CY. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

• • • • • • 
Mr. HANECY. How much did yo\1 'Neigh before you had this trouble 

with your eyes? 
Think of this before a Senate investigating committee! 
Mr. W1Lso~. In the beginning I weighed 200 pounds before alZ this 

tr~~~eJ:~~-r~'Jw much did you lose during the time? ' 
Mr. WILSON. I lost 30 pounds. 
Mr. HANECY. At what time? 
The CHAIRMAN". Do you think that is really material? 
Mr. HANECY. I do not think anything was material except the ques

tion of whether he paid any money or not, but it does throw some 
light on the question that this honorable committee seemed to think, 
was quite important in the light that he had at that time-that is, the 
actual condition of this witness's health when this honorable committee 
sat . in Chicago. 

The CHAIRMAN. He stated he did not absent himself for the purpose 
of avoiding the committee. · 

Mr. HANECY. I want to show, in addition to that, that he lost so 

po~~~!tor GAMBLE. And in the meantime, while he was away, he 
gained 12 pounds 1 

Now, l\fr. President, Wilson also denies that he gave this 
money. That is all he does; he just denies it. He admitted 
he had been in St. Louis; he admits he met these men there; 
and what excuse does he give for making that trip down there, 
Mr. President? For the purpose of seeing them concerning a 
banquet for Lee O'Neil Browne. 

But Browne testifies he told them he (Browne) did not want 
any banquet. Yet Wilson swears that he goes to St. Louis, two 
hundred and sixty some miles, in July to see five men about a 
banquet for Lee O'Neil Browne, although Wilson had seen tho~e 
very men not three weeks before. Is that credible? Does any
body believe that? 

And, Mr. President, in a moment, when I get through with the 
manufactured testimony, I shall point out that this man Wil
son, who says that he went down there to see about a banquet 

for Lee O'Neil Browne, which of course he could have written 
about just as easily, sent manufactured and fictitious letters 
in September, 1910, after this investigation began, to Becke
meyer, Link, and others, dated in July, 1909; that he dated 
them a year before they actually were sent in order to manu
facture an excuse for his being in St. Louis. 

Now, those letters are in the record~ Wayman put into the 
record a letter from Wilson to Link and a letter from Wilson 
to Beckemeyer written a year after their date in order to give · 
an excuse as to why Wilson met them in St. Louis. Does any 
Senator believe that? Why were those letters faked? Why 
were they falsified if there was nothing wrong about this trans
action? That is pretty serious business.. I guess I had better 
put those letters in now. Remember that these letters were 
sent nearly a year after the time they were dated. 

[Exhibit 1-P, K. F. L., 10/1/10.] 
[Letterhead Forty-sixth General Assembly, State of Illinois House of 

Representatives.] 
CHICAGO, June !6, 1909. 

Hon. M. S. LINK, Mitchell, Ill. 
DE.AB MIKE: Dr. Allison was speaking to me in regard to seeing some 

of the boys relative to giving Lee a banquet in his home town, Ottawa. 
I expect to be in St. Louis some time in the near future in connection 
with our submerged-land committee. As soon as I know just when I 
will be there, wHl wire you, and, if possible, would like to meet you 
there. In the meantime should you come to Chicago, advise me in 
advance and I will meet you. · 

With best wishes to you, I am, 
Yours, very truly, BOB. 

CHIC.A.GO, June 26, 1.909. 
Hon. · H. J. C. BECKEMEYER, Oa1·ly1e, Ill. 

FRIEND BECKE:'IIEYER : Doc. Allison was speaking to me regarding get
ting up a banquet for Lee in his home town, Ottawa, and asked that I 
take matter up with some of the boys. I expect to go to St. Louis in 
the future in connection with our submerged-land committee, and 
will advise you in advance as to when I will be there, and would like 
for you to meet me. 

With best wishes, I am, 
Very truly, yours, ROBERT E. WILSON. 

So, then, :Mr. President, it is the word of Wilson, who avoided 
the committee; the word of Wilson, who made this distribution; 
the word of Wilson, who sent fictitious letters dated a year 
before they were actually sent, in order to furnish an excuse, 
against the testimony of the rest of the men in this case
against au the circumstances in the whole case. 

THE MANUFACTURED TESTIMONY. 
Now, Mr. President, we have disposed of these witnesses, 

and I come to what, to my mind, is nearly the most convincing 
thing in this whole matter-the manufactured testimony of 
Stermer, Zentner, and Simmons. If Senators believe that the 
testimony of these witnesses was manufactured, it was manu
factured for a serious purpose. 

l!"'irst of all, as to Stermer. Stermer was the assistant 
manager of the Briggs House. He testifies that he knew 
Browne intimately for eight years. He testifies that Browne 
lived at the Briggs House. That is the first thing. Fix that 
carefully in your mind. Second, that . he met White in July; 

. and two or three weeks after he met White, Browne, Zentner, 
and White took a trip across the lake. 

This was the " music and flowers" trip to which Browne 
refers in his letter to his "old pal " White. '.rhey were gone 
two or three days. They got back from that trip, Zentner, 
White, and Browne, on the morning of the 19th day of August. 
A.nd coming back from that trip with Browne, his intimate 
friend White that night, in his cup~, exposed his plot against 
B1;owne to Stermer and Zentner, although he had .only known 
Stermer and Zentner for two or three weeks and Stermer had 
known Browne for eight years and Zentner had known Browne 
for two or three years. 

Stermer says that White told him and Zentner what he 
(White). was going to do to Browne and others. 

1\ow, that talk took place in August. It was pretty serious; 
it was a warning of all that followed. It was a statement in 
advance; in August, 1909; of everything that White intended 
to do. 

And yet Stermer, the assistant manager of the Briggs House, 
the intimate friend of Browne for eight years, never mentioned 
a word of plot to Br<YtCne or anybody else until Ap[il 30, 1910, 
EIGHT MONTHS AFTERW ABDS. 

Is that credible? Suppose some one were to tell one of us 
Senators of a plot that involved the honor of a close friend, and 
that close friend lived in the same hotel with us, would we 
delay or _neglect telling him for eight months? Not only that, 
l\fr. President, but Stermer says that Zentner wanted to tell 
Browne and that Stermer would not let him do it. 

Now, Mr. President, that is not all. It appears that Stermer 
did not tell of this dastardly " plot " until April 30, 1910, and 
then he told Broume for the first time: Three weeks after he 
told Browne this statement that Stermer makes as his testimony 
was written out. Stermer himself testifies to that fact 
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STERlllER'S PRECISIQ~ OF MEMORY~ 
Now, then, Mr. President,. tiiis man Stermer, clearly, not a 

man of great intelligence, who did not mention that c-0nversa.
tion with White to his dear friend Browne for eight months, 
and then had it written out, yet gives it in the . first Browne 
trial in a certain peculiar form. and when he was called before 
the subcommittee and is asked to tell the story, he gives the 
same thing over again, word for word, substantially. 

l\Iost Senators here are lawyers. Did any Senator here 
who has practiced in the courts eve1- see an example of manu
factured. testimony so n.bsoluteiy convincing as this? I defy 
anyone to produce from the reports or textbooks manufactured 
testimony which shows on its face as much as this that it was 
manufactured. 

And what was it manufactured for? Only for one purpose, 
and that was to discredit Whites· story. The same is true of 
Zentner, who swears that he had known Browne two years 
and White only a short time. It is exactly the same thing. 

There is not, l\fr. President, a circumstance in any case I 
ever knew of more condemning than the testimony of Sterme-r 
and Zentner. · 

BefoTe proceeding further, I desire merely to can the careful 
attention of Senators to the .difference between. the testimony 
of Stenner on the first trial and Stermer before- the committee ; 
and the same of Zentner. 

Here is Stermer's story as told in the. Browne- trial and as 
told before the subcommittee months afterwards. Remember 
that it is Stermer's statement of White's conversation a year 
and more before; a story which Stermer admits was "written 
01.tt." 
COMPARISON OF- STERM.ER'S TESTIMONY AT THE BROWNE T1UAL IN 

AUGUST, l!HO, AND BEFOIDl THE Sl:JBCO-llM.IT.TEE :a OcTOBER, 1910. 
TRI.AL. 

[Exhibit 1-W. K. F. L. 10/5/10.] 
[From the testimony of W. H. 

Ste1·mer, page- 1411, volume 3, 
testimony: in People v. Browne.] 
Q. At that time and plac.e and' 

in that conversation did Charles 
A. White say this, or this in sub
stance : That he was going to take 
a big trip in the fall and winter ; 
that h~ was going to his home at 
O'Fallon, then down to New Or
leans, then to Cuba, and up to 
New York;; that he was going to 
have a big time in New York ancl 
then go. hack home again; and 
then did either yourself or Zent
ner say to White, "You must 
have a lot of. money to spend foe 
anything. like that?" Did White 
then say, No, that he did not 
have a lot of money, but that he 
was going to get, and was going to 
get it without working;. and then 
did Mr- Zentnec ask White how he 
was going to do that, and did 
White then say, "Well, that 
Lorimer crowd and our old pal 
Browne, too, have got to come 
across good and hard when I say 
the word, and I am going to say 
it? " And then did you say to· 
·white, "Have you got anything 
on_ him?,. And did White say, 
" No ; I ain't I got the worst of 
it down there· in Springfield, but 
that makes no difference. I voted 
for LORIMER, and I am a Demo
crat, and I can say that I got 
money for voting for LORIMER. 
Do you suppose they could stand 
for that game? I guess they will 
cough up when I say the woril to 
them." And then did you say to 
White or did Zentner say to White, 
" God, you would not treat Browne 
that way, would you 7" and did 
White say, .. I run looking out for 
White, and besides, Browne would 
not have to pay. That bunch be
hind him would pay that, and it 
would not hurt Browne." Did that 
conversation. or that in substance, 
occur at that time and place?
A. In substance;· yes. 

COlll\IITTEE. 
Q. wm you just repeat tl'i.e con

versation once more ?-A. He said 
he was going to take a: big trip in 
the fall and winter; that first he 
waS' going heme, to hiff home in 
O'Fallon, and from there he was 
going to New Orleans, from New 
Orleans· to Cuba, from Cuba to 
New Yol.'.k City, where be- expeeted 
to have a big time, and then he 
would come back home again One 
of us asked him, or said to him, 
rather, that he must have a lot of 
money to take a. trip o! that kind. 
He said that he didn't have the 
money, but he was going· to get it, 
and he said he was going to get it 
without working for it, too. Mr. 
Zentner asked .him how he was go
ing to do that. " Well," fie says, 
"That Lorimer crowd and our old 
friend, Browne. has got to ' come 
across ' good and strong with me 
when I say the word, and I am go
ing to say it, tofr." Mr. Zentner 
asked him if. he had anything o~ 
him, or them, rather. He says, 
" No,. he hadn't." He said he got 
the worst of it at Springfield, but 
that didn't make no dilferenee, he 
was a Democrat, and had voted for 
LonnmR, and he could say that he 
got money for it. He said, " Do 
you think they could stand for that 
game? ,.,. Mr. Zentner said. " My 
God, you wouldn't treat Browne 
that way, would you?'" "'Well," 
he said, " I am looking out for 
White, and' besides," he said, 
u Browne- wouldn't have to pay; 
the bunch back of him woulcI have 
to do that; it wouldn't hurt 
Browne." That is about all that 
was said at that time. 

Q. I will ask you to Look at 
what purports to be your testt
mony, in reply to this same ques
tion, at the last· trial of Lee 
O'Neil Browne. and ask you 
whether or not that is, correct, and. 
if it is, I wi11 ask you to read it 
into the record. 

The WITNESS. Do yoir want all 
of this? 

Mr. AUSTRIAN. Is that co.t:rect? 
Senator BURROWS'. Well, he wants 

to know· if he will .read it through. 
Mr. AUSTRLL.,,,. Read it through. 

That is yoW" testimony on thiB 
point; tnis exact conversation. Was 
that your testimony in reply to 
this same question ?-A. Yes, sir. 

Mr. A.usrn1.ur. I desire to offe~ 
it in evidence. 

The WITNESS. As n~ear as I can 
tell ; there may have been one or 
two words different, as I think at 
thhr time. Does that make any 
dlfference i In substance- it is the 
same. 

I have made a comparison as to th~ differences in these two 
statements, and I here present to the Senate these differences. 
Senators can judge for themselves how pra.cticnlly verbatim 
Stermer's story is on both occasions; and I repeat for the 
third time, for it is so important. This story that Stermer tells 
us wus not mentioned by him for more than. eight months after 
he says he heard it; that three weeks aftei: he did mention it 
it was " written out.... And now observe that Stermer repeats 
th.L9 " written out n story substantially word for word. The 
intellect of man. does not work that way. 

TRIAL. 
going to his home at O'Fallon. 

lot o.f money to spend for any-
thing like that. 

did not have a lot of money_ 
old pal Browne-_ 
g-0od and ha.rd. 
I guess they wiIT ci>ugfl up when 

I say the word to them. 

CO:\DIITTEE. 
was going home to his home in 

O'Fallon. 
lot of money to take a trip of that 

kind'. 
didn't Jiave the money. 
old f.cien.d Browne. 
come across good and strong. 

.A.s I have remarked, precisely the same thing is true of Zent
ner. r wiil print in parallel columns the same story as told by 
Zentner in. the Browne trial and before the subcommittee : 
Coi\-IPARISON\ OF ~T:s-ER's. 'PESTIMOYY A.T THE Bnow.·E TRIAL I!f 

AlJGUST, 1910, A.ND BEFORE THE SUBCOYilfITTED l:{ OCTOBER, 1910. 

TRIAL-
[ Exhibit I-X. K..F L. 10/5/10.J 
[From tne testimony ~Fred Zent

ner, pages 1387 and 1388, vol
rune 3, record in. People 11. 
Browne.] 
Q. And at that time and place

did Charles A- White say to you 
tha:t he was going to lia-veo a big 
trip m the fall and winter ; that 
he was goi:ng to his home in 0 1Fal
lon, and then to New Or1'.ean'8, then 

· to Cuba, and then up to New 
York; that he.· was- going to have 
a la rge time in New York and' then 
come home a.,,"ll:in ~ and did you. say 
to him at that time and plac.e in 
that conversation, " You must have 
a lot of money to take a trip like 
tha.t," and did White sa::ir to you. 
" I don't have to nave a: lot of 
money, but I am going to get it 
and I am going to get it without 
work," and did you say to him at 
that time, "What do you mean?" 
And did White say to you, " Well, 
that Lorimer bunch and Browne 
have got to come across "? Did 
you then say to White, " What do 
you mea.n by that? " Anet did 
White say to you. "I got the worst 
of it at Springfield; I voted for 
LonnrnR and I run a Democrat. I! 
I say l got money for voting for 
him r guess they will come over., 
won't they?" And did you say at 
that time and place, •L My God, 
White! you wouldn't do that to 
Browne. would you? " And did 
White, m response thereto, say; " I 
am looking out for Charlie, and 
besides. Browne won't have to 
stand for it?" Diel that conversa
tion occm' at that time and place. 
or that conver ation in sub
stance ?-A. Yes,, sir. 

COillllTTEE. 
Q. Now, will :rou tell this com 

mittee exactly that conversation, as 
you remember it, and a you have
testified to it on the two Browne 
trials ?-A. The entire conversa 
tion 't 

Q. Yes, sir.-A. We were talk
ing about this trip that we ju.st. 
returned fr:o.m, from Michigan. 
We had been over. to l\fichigan and 
the little experiences, numerous 
experiences. that happened on tlri!r 
trip, we were relating them to Mr. 
Sterme:r, and M.c. Browne said, or 
Mr. White said, then, he was go
ing to· take' a h·ip that fall; he 
was going to his home in O!Fallon, 
down to New Orleans, over to 
Cuba, and up to New York, where 
Ile was going to- have a good time, 
and then he wa going home, and 
one of: us asked him, we aid, 
" You must have quite a lot of 
money to make a trip like that 
haven't you, 1\!r. White?" He 
~aid, "No; I haven't. but I am 
going to get it, and l am going 
to get it without working, too.'" I 
asked him then, I said, " How are 
you goin7 to do that? " ,Well, 
he said, ' You know that L orimer 
crowd and their old pal Browne 
will have to ' come across ' when 
r say the word, and I am going 
to say it, too." I asked him then 
what he meant;. I said, " What do 
you mean? •r " Well," he aid, 
"'I got the worst of it down at 
Springfield. I am a Democrat and 
I vCJted for Lo:Rnrnn, and I can say 
I got money for Hr can't I? Can 
they &tand for that kind of game? " 
I said, " God, you wouldn't treat 
Browne that way? " White said, 
"No; I am looking out for White,. 
and besides Bro ne ouldn't have 
to stand for it, anyway ; it would 
be the bunch behind him." And 
that was about all the conver a
tion. About 1 o'clock they closed 
the bar-promptly at 1-and we 
went out in the lobby of the hotel 
then and left 1\fr. Stermer. 

Yon will see that, like Stermer, Zentner repeats his taI.e
pra{!tical1y word for word. That Senators may have this more 
clearly, I read the differences in Zentner's testimony at the 
Browne n·ial and before the subcommittee, just as I have read 
the differences in the· testimony of Stermer : 

TRI.AL. 
have a big trip in the fail and' 

winter. 
going to have a large time in New 

York. 
I don't have to have a lot of 

money. 
What do you mean? 
c.ome. a.cross... 

I guess · tb-ey will come over, won't 
they? 

CO:.U:.UITTEE. 
take a. trip that fall. 

whei·e he was going to have a . 
good time. 

No ; I haven't. 

How are you goin,., to do that? 
come across when i say the word, 

and I am going to say it too . 
I' can say I got 'money for· it, can't 

I? Can they stand for that kirut 
of a. game! 

it would be toe bunch behind Mm. 

And here is another point. Stermer fixes the 19th day of: 
August. sia:: montJis after that tirne. How? He s:rys he knows 
that is the date because Zentner si:c months afterwards lmd a 
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ticket for a trip on the lake good for August 19, six months 
before. I want to read that: 

Q. That is the only way you know?-A. The date; yes. 
Q. And that is what you base it on; he had a ticket to go across the · 

lake ?-A. Going over ; yes. 
Q. And you asked him that in May of this year, 1910_; is that cor

rect ?-A. Let me see ; that was in May, yes. 
Q. Of this year ?-A. Yes, sir. 
Q. And you and Mr. Zentner had never · discussed the date of this 

conversation, from the time It happened up until after May, 1910 ; is 
that correct?-A. From that time up until May; yes, sir. 

Q. And still you are willing to testify to this committee that that 
conversation, if one occurred, occurred. on -the 19th of August, 1909, are 
you ?-A. Yes, sir. 

And the reason given was that six tnonths after-u;ards Zent
ner had a ticket for that Yery day. Now, that is asking too 
much for human intelligence to credit. 

THE CO~YEXIENT A..."ID MYSTERIOUS SIMMO:-<S. 

But worse than that, Ur. President and .Senators, is the 
manufactured testimony of Simmons. It is short, and I ask 
you all, before you Yote, to read it. This man Simmons, it ap
pears, was a race-horse man at one time. That is nothing 
against him, no doubt, but consider it in connection with his 
testimony. 

He says he had a telephone call from the Briggs House; he 
says he does not know who from. He went in response to this 
telephone call to the Briggs House. He did not meet the man 
who called him. He did not see the man who he supposed 
called him for three months afterwards. 

Now, this man Simmons swears that lie never saw Browne 
or White before in his life. He just happened to be called there 
by a mysterious telephone call at that particular time. And 
yet, nenr having seen Browne or ;white before, he swears that 
he saw Browne and heard White ask Browne to loan him some 
money; he saw Browne take out a roll of bills; he saw the de
nominations of the bills-five-dollar bills-and saw that he gave 
;whHe $25; he heard every word of the conversation. 

IIappening to be called there by telephone, Simmons did not 
know from whom, he arrived just at the opportune time. That 
supports Browne and disputes White. Now, this man Simmons, 
having seen and heard all this, never mentioned it until April, 
1910, and then he rcniembered every detail of it. Does anybody 
doubt that that testimony was manufactured; and if so, what 
for? 

Mr. President, there has been one peculiar note to this debate, 
one that I can not explain. There has been denunciation for 
the officers of justice in Cook County and in Sangamon County 
and every place else because they made these men confess. 
There is tearful sympathy for Link and Beckemeyer and Wilson, 
bribe takers and bribe giyers, because they were treated so 
badly by the officers of justice. 

A.t one moment the committee melts with compassion for 
these bribe takers after they had been treated hardly by the 
officers of justice, and in the other moment they are denounced 
because they confessed to having taken bribes. 

THE POLITICAL FATE OF THOSE INVOL>ED IN THIS ELECTIO~. 

But, Mr. President, what were we told the other day? I 
want to call particular attention to this. We were first in
formed by the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEYBURN] that these 
men ha ye been reelected. Then we were so told by other Sen
ators. I could not see that it had anything to do with this 
case. But since Senators enlarge upon it, we must go into it, I 
suppose. 

Ve'ry well, I want to show you how they were reelected. 
Browne refers to it in his testimony where he says that White 
had written to him to see that the other candidate did not 
employ the " plumping system." It appears that in Illinois 
under the constitution in order to insure a minority representa
tion -any voter may vote for one of three candidates or one and 
a half yotes for two candidates or plump 8 votes for one candi
date. 

Now, Mr. President, I haye taken the trouble to get these 
votes. It appears that in Browne's district Linds, Republican, 
got 10,000 and some votes; Scanlan, 12,000; that is one-half 
each; Browne, Democrat, 14,000-that would be less than 
5,000 men voting for Browne-Doyle, Democrat 9,000; Mc
Donald, Socialist, 2,700. I will put into the REcoBD the votes 
all the candidates in the Wilson and~ the Browne and in the 
Broderick districts got, so that Senators may see for themselves 
what an indorsement this meant. 

Total vote in sixth district (Wilson's district), 77,192; Ha
gan, Republican, 17,407; Anderson, Republican, 13,344; Wilson, 
Democrat, 28,555; Hays, Prohibitionist, 10,016; Hardy, Social
ist, 7,870. 

There was no other Democratic nominee except Wilson; 
therefore he got three Totes, while the Republican votes were 

divided between Hagan and Anderson, making it possible to 
elect Wilson. 

Total vote in thirty-ninth district (Browne's district), 50,092; 
Linds, Republican, 10,687; Scanlan, Republican, 12,727 ; Browne, 
Democrat, 14,083; Doyle, Democrat, 9,879; McDonald, Socialist, 
2,716. 

The Browne Democrats plumped 3 votes for him instead 
of dividing between him and Doyle, which elected Browne. So 
we see what the boast of the people's "vindication" of those 
men amounts to. 

What about the reverse of that propos,i.tion? What about the 
men who were defeated? I have taken the trouble to find that 
out. 

The following senators who voted for the sitting Member 
failed to run for renomination : 

Republicans : Downing, Billings, McCormick; Demo"Crats : Jandus, 
Rainey. 

The following representatives failed to run for renomination: 
Republicans: Behrens, Black, Glade, Kowlaski, Lawrence, Lederer, 

McLean, McMahon, Sollitt, York; Democrats: Beckemeyer, Blair, Cer
mak, Corcoran, Espey, Forst, Geshewicb, Link, Luke, O'r ell, Poulton, 
Staymates, Tippitt, White, F. J. Wilson. 

Behrens and Black, Republicans, had Federal appointments; 
Lederer and Sollitt, Republicans, ran for the senate and were 
defeated; and McLean, Republican, was elected to the senate. 

Forst, Democrat, was elected to the senate; Gesgewick, Luke, 
and O'Neil were dead; and F. J. Wilson ran for alderman and 
was elected. 

The following senators who voted for the sitting Member ran 
and were defeated: 

Cruikshank, defeated at primaries ; Breidt, defeated at election. 
The following representatives who voted for the sitting Mem

ber were defeated at election : 
Republicans : Fieldstack, Gillespie, Shumacher; Democrats : Burns, 

De Wolf, Kannally, Riley. 
The following representatives who voted for the sitting Mem

ber were defeated at the primaries: 
Republicans: Beck, Brownback, Burgett, Bush, Durfee, Kittleman, 

Lane, Logan, Parker, Price, Stearns, Troyer, Zinger, Zipf; Democrats: 
Abrahams, Allison, Joe Clark, Lantz, McCollum, Murray, O'Brien, Shep· 
ha1'd. 

Stearns was defeated at primaries, and ran independent and 
was beaten. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not know that that is so important. 
I mention it only because we have been told that Browne and 
Wilson and Broderick have been "vindicated" by their con
stituents by reelection. It is fair to know, then, that these nien 
who were not even charged with bribes, except Shephard and the 
rest, but who voted for the sitting Member, when they ran 
were defeat(3d by the-ir constituents either at the primaries or 
at the polls. 

Now, Mr. Preside.nt, that concludes the testimony, and I once 
more come to a discussion of the law. First, we have shown 
the money paid to Broderick and the money traced; the money 
pa.id to White and the money traced; the money paid to 
Beckemeyer and the money traced; · the moooy paid to Luke 
and the money traced; the money paid to Link was not dis
covered in his possession; the money paid to Clark was covered 
up by the Powers. funeral certificate; the money paid to Shep
hard was not found in his possession, but he visited a safety
deposit box the very day he got it. It was said by White or 
Beckemeyer that Wilson had a $500 bill which he said he was 
instructed to give to Shephard. 

IV. THE STATUTE AND THE RULINGS. 

The election, Mr. President, as we all know, occurred under 
the statute. I beg the Senate's pardon for taking its time on 
the law after the exhaustive discussion that has been had, but 
still I shall attempt in a very few minutes to show that by the 
committee precedents the theory that has been here advanced 
can not be supported. · 

The statute says: 
The joint assembly shall then proceed to choose by a viva voce vote 

of each member present-
N ot a secret ballot, you see-

a person for Senator and the perso1~ who receives a majority of alZ the 
votes of the Joint assembly, a majority of aZL the members elected to 
botl~ houses being present and. voting, shaII be declared duly elected. 

So we start out with the important thing, the determina
tion of a quorum by the statute. 

Now, then, what has been the construction of that statute by 
the Senate committee in the past? It was stated that unless 
the sitting Member knows of the bribery, countenances it or 
practices it, then enough votes must be tainted in order to 
destroy his honest majority. How many would be enough, Mr. 
President? 
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Ordinarily one would think enough to destroy the majority. 
YOtes cast for the Senator. But the suggestion has been ad
l"anced and supported with much argument that if you deduct 
the corrupt votes from all those cast for the winning candidate 
you must also deduct them from the whole quorum. 

First of all, Mr. President, let. us see what has been the ruling 
of the Senate upon this in the Payne case in the views signed 
by Senators Hoar and FRYE. 

1f six only of Mr. Payne's votes in the caucus were procured by 
bribery, the result of the election of Senator was clearly brought about 
by that means. 

Now, Mr. President, that point was not dissented from by the 
committee in the report of the majority, and in all the separate 
views that statement of Senators Hoar and FRYE was not dis
puted. The question, of course, never got to a vote, because 
Senators Hoar and FRYE thought we ought to investigate, and 
Senator Pugh and the rest of the majority thought there was no 
ground for an investigation. But on this statement of the law 
as applied to that caucus there was no dissent in the com
mittee. I believe that will be conceded. 

Now, Mr. President, let us see what that means. This was 
the case of a caucus. There were 79 Democrats who attended 

· that caucus. Of this a- majority, of course, was 40. Mr. Payne 
got 46; that is, he got 6 more than a majority, and if 7 
were corrupt, says this report-6 they have got it, but that is 
a typographical error-the election was invalid. 

Yet upon the theory now advanced for the first time, if 7 were 
corrupt in the Payne case the election still was valid, because 
79 attended the caucus; 7 corrupt-deduct 7 from 79 and there 
were 72 " honest men,'' as the Senator from Texas says, in the 
caucus, of which a majo1·ity was 37. 

Now, then, Payne got 46. Deduct 7 corrupt votes from 46 
and it leaves Payne 39 "honest men,'' to use the language of the 
Senator from Texas. But 39 is a majority of 2 over 37 neces
sary to a choice, and 37 is a majority of 72. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not the committee. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, I say this statement of the law 

by Senator Hoar and Senator FRYE was not disputed or dis
sented from by any member of the committee. Yet, a~cording 
to the theory of the Senator :!rom Texas, Payne was elected 
anyhow. 

Now, let us take the Clark case. In the Clark case it is said 
by the committee: 

He received 54 votes and there were 39 against him, leaving him an 
apparent majority of 15. If he attained through illegal and corrupt 
practices 8 votes which would otherwise ha-ve been cast against Mm, he 
1oas not legslly elected. 

It is said that the statement I have read from the Clark case 
was a statement merely of the chairman, but upon this point 
also there was no dissent. Yet, Mr. President, if the theory 
which the Senator from Texas advanced is correctj Clark 
would have been elected; 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, may I interrupt the Senator a 
moment? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Sen:ftor from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
Mr. BAILEY. I simply want to . illustrate the Senator's 

method of argumentation. He says there was no diSsent by 
the committee in the Payne case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. From that point. 
Mr. BAILEY. Of course the committee seldoms discusses 

the views of the minority. The minority very frequently dis
cuss the views of the committee; but if the Senator is right in 
saying there was no dissent on the } aw, neither was there any 
dissent on the facts, and yet the Senator works out the facts so 
that Payne would not be elected according to Senator Hoar, and 
yet Payne, as the record shows, continued to serve his term out 
as a Senator in this body. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is true; but that was because the 
Senate voted that there should be no .investigation. Is not that 
true? 

.Mr. BAILEY. But if the Senate wa,s concluded and the com
mittee was concluded by Senator Hoar's argument on one point, 
it must be deemed to have been concluded on the other. There 
was no more special dissent from his mathematics than there 
was from his law. If we must accept the law as he laid it down 
we must accept the facts on the same theory, because the com
mittee did not controvert those facts. 

I want to remind the Senator, however, who again ventures 
the explanation that this is a mistake, that that same mistake, 
as I observed on another occasion, is repeated in another para
graph of the views filed by Senator Hoar. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think myself it is probably the mistake 
of a stenographer. I haYe been searching for the original 
manuscript. The Senator, however, will agree that that is not 
material, because the point is there. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think the mathematics is as bad as the law 
in that case. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Texas to the fact that the point of divergence of the committee 
in the Payne ca se was whether there should be any investiga
tion or not. Sena tors Hoar and FRYE said there should be, 
because the facts stated by Mr. Butterworth and Mr. Little, 
taken in connection with the representations by the legislature. 
were such as to demand an investigation; but the other Sena
tors said that that was not the case; that it was a thing which 
occurred in caucus, and they could not go into it. On the law 
there ·was no disagreement. 

Pass that, Mr. President, and come down to· the Clark case. 
There is no mistake of language in the Clark case; and yet, 
under the theory of the Senator from Texas, Olarlc would have 
been elected. Clark resigned, but he ne>er would have re
signed if he had heard of the theory of the Senator from Texas, 
because under that theory Clark "\Vas legally elected. In the 
Clark case there were 93 votes. Of those, 47 were necessary to 
a choice under the statute. There were 54 votes for Clark; 
that is, 7 majority for Clark. The committee's language is: 

If he obtained through illegal and corrupt pracUces 8 votes, which 
would otherwise have been cast against him, he was not legally elected. 

But according to the theory of the Senator from Texas he 
was legally elected, because deduct 8 corrupt votes from 93 
votes, the whole quorum of the general assembly, and it leaves 
85 "honest men," to use the phrase of the Senator from Texas. 
Of that number, 43 is necessary to a choice under the statute. 

Now, deduct 8 corrupt votes from 54 votes cast for Mr. Clark, 
and it leaves 46 "honest men" voting for Mr. Clark. Forty
three was a majority of the honest quorum. So, according to 
the theory of the Senator from Texas, there was a legal majority 
of 3 for Clark. The same is true in the Powell Clayton case. · 

So we have the Clayton case, we have the Clark case, we 
have the Payne case-an of them holding that you cnn not 
deduct votes from the quorum as well as from the majority of 
votes cast; all of them holding directly and specifically against 
the position that has been advanced here, I believe, for the first 
time in the history of the Senate-advanced by the supporters 
of this election. Under the Clayton case, under the Payne case, 
and under the Clark case-there are the :figures; there is the 
language of the committee-if any Senator believes that seven 
votes in the case before us were tainted this election is invalid. 

Mr. President, I want to put this illustration. Perhaps the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. CUMMINS] the other day put it still 
better in another form. It illustrates beyond any possibility of 
doubt that the novel theory of the Senator from Texas can not 
be sustained. 

The Senator says that if seven votes were corrupt they must 
be deducted from the whole quorum of the general assembly, as 
well as from the votes cast for the sitting Member ; which, of 
course, would still elect him, as it would have elected Clark 
and as it would have elected Payne. Suppose these seven votes 
had not been purchased or tainted; suppose that an emissary of 
the sitting Member had captured seven of these voters · and 
locked them up until after the election occurred-will anybody 
say that the election would have been valid? 

Yet, according to the theory of the Sena tor from Texas, it 
would be valid. They were not there ; they were not a part of 
the general assembly; and they have no right to be counted, 
because they were not there. They therefore would be deducted 
from the whole amount of the general number of the votes cast 
in the general assembly, on the one hand, and from the number 
of votes cast for the sitting Member, on the other hand; and 
yet will any Senator say that if these seven voters had been 
captured, locked up, and kept away this election would have 
been valid? Why, certainly not, Mr. President; and yet that 
is not nearly as bad a case as where they were corrupted. 
THE THEORY OF THE UPHOLDERS OF THIS ELECTION APPLIED TO A. .JURY. 

There is still another thing. I should like to have the atten
tion of all Senators who are lawyers upon this point as a test 
of the theory. I hold in my hand, Mr. President, and insert in 
the RECORD as a part of my remarks, a list of the States in 
which less than a full jury of 12 can report a verdict · 

In maJty of the States three-fourths are enough-that is, nine; 
two-thirds in some are enough-that is, eight men out of the 
jury; in some States it is only in civil suits, while in others it 
is the same in criminal suits. 

Arizona.-Three-fonrtbs in civil and misdemeanor cases. ( 1891, 
chap. 5.) • 

Ca.Iifornia.-Three-fourths in civil cases. (C. C. P., 1897, sec. 618.) 
Colorado.-Three-fourths in civil cases. (Unconstitutional, 28 Colo., 

129; 1899, chap. 3.) 
Idabo.-Three-fourths in civil cases. Five-sixths majority in misde-

meanors. (Const., Art. I, sec. 7; 1891, p. 165.) 
Kentucky.-Three-fourtbs in civil cases. (Stats., 1894, sec. 2268.) · 
Louisiana:-Three-fourths in crimes not capital. (Const., sec. lf6.)" 
Monta.na.-Two-thirds in crimes not felonies (P. C., 2142) ; two-

thirds in civil actions. (C. C. P., sec. 1084.) 
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Minnesota.-Legislature may provide for verdict by five-sixths of jury 

after six hours' deliberation. (Const., Art. I~ sec. 4.) 
Missouri.-"Three-fourths in courts of record; two-thirds in other 

courts. (Civil cases, 1899, p. 381.) 
Nevada.-Three-fourths in civil cases. (C. L., 1900, sec. 3270.) 
Oklaboma.-In civil cases, and in criminal cases less than felonies, 

three-fourths of the whole number of jurors concurring shall have power 
to render a verdict. (Const , Art. II, sec. 1!).) 

South Dakota.-Three-fourths in clvil cases. (Ann. S., 1899, sec. 
6268.) 

Texas.-In trials of civil cases, and in trials of criminal cases below 
the grade of felony in the district courts, nine members of the jury, 
concurring, may render a verdict. (Const., Art. V, sec. 13.) 

Uta.h.-Three-fourths in civil cases. (Const., Art. I, sec. 10.) 
Washington.-Ten of twelve jurors may render verdict in civil cases. 

(Balllnger's S., sec. 5011.) 
Wyoming.-Three-fourths in civil cases. (R. S., 1899, sec. 3651.) 
Mr. President, suppose that in a State where 9 out of 12 men 

can r eturn a verdict it is discoyered that 3 of them have 
been br ibed; will any lawyer say that that verdict should be 
upheld? Yet it must be, according to this theory, and three 
bribed \Otes might be taken from the whole poll of the jury as 
well a s from the ones that were cast and the verdict would 
stand. 

Take it in those States where two-thirds of a jury-eight
may r ender a Yerdict. Suppose it were discovered that four 
had been bribed ; would a verdict stand upon the ground that 
there were enough honest votes on that jury? Absurd! And 
yet is that nearly so grave a matter as the election of a Senator 
of the United States? 

T IHl KNOWLEDGE .A.ND RESPO~SIBILITY OF THE SI'l.'TING MEMBER. 

Now the question arises, did the sitting Member know? Into 
that, Mr. President, I do not intend to go. I have tried to 
handle this case with charity, and I do not intend to go into that 
except as the law goes into it; and upon that, Mr. President, 
I cite t he English cases on the law of agency already read to 
the Senate. I believe that these authorities are unquestioned 
on the law of agency. They are recent authorities, not only 
on t he law of agency, but on the law of agency in elections, 
hnd I will. read some of them again : 

If it were shown that the agent of the member bribed, even without 
the a uthority, and contrary to the express orders, of the member, his 
seat wn.s forfeited-not by way of punishment to the member, but in 

.order to avoid the danger that would exist if persons subordina.te to 
the ca ndidate during an election were led away, by their desire to 
bene.fi t t heir superior, into illegal acts, the precise extent of which it 
was difficult to prove, but a single one of which, if proved, it was 
the policy of the law to hold, would have the effect of avoiding the 
proceeding. That a member was thus answerable for his agent at 
common law-his agent in the sense of conducting the election, not 
merely in the sense of being authorized to bri be---is perfectly clear. 
It was so laid down as clear by Lord Tenterden, before the act of the 
17th and 18th Viet., c. 102. s. 36. 

Now I ask the attention of the Senate to this statement of 
the law of agency-

'Ihat section where it speaks of agents must be construed by the 
light of the common law, and must be read as including agents author 
i zed in the conctuct of the election or to canvass, and not merely agents 
authorized to bribe. 

Again, in the Blackburn case, the case from which. I read 
the other day : 

It was proved that on the 12th of October, that is about a month 
before the election, a circular was issued by an association in the town 
called the Conservative Association, addressed to " every manager, 
overlooker, and tradesman, and any' other person having influence " in 
the t own of Blackburn, requesting them to " secure in 1.he municipal 
elections, as well as the parliamentary, the success " of the respond
ents; and it went on to say, "we venture to urge upon you most 
strongly the necessity of vigorous person.al effort to secure the return." 

Mr. Justice Willes said: 
This circular must be taken as being the act of the respondents just 

as much as if each of them had written a letter to this effect. 
I ask the attention of Senators who have any doubt as to 

whether the sitting Member is held by the law, to the following: 
No matter how well the member may have conducted himself in the 

election, no matter how clear his character may be f rom any imputa
tion of corrupt practice in t he matter, yet if an authorized agent of 
his, a person who has been set in motion by him to conduct the elec
tion or canvass vot ers on h is behalf, is., in the course of his agency, 
guilty of corrupt practices, an el ection obtained u nder such circtmi 
stances can not be maintained. As it has been expressed from early 
time that no person can win and wear a prize upon whose behalf 
the contest has not been legitimately and fairly carried on. 

* * * • • * ~ 
Th e amount of the injury done by the agent, if the injury has been 

done of the character which I have described, is immaterial. 
* • • * * • • 

It is not by way of punishment to the principal that the election 
ts held void; it is not because the majority has been swayed or even 
affected by the malpractice that the election is held void, but it is be
cause malpractices designated as corrupt by the comm.on law and by 
the legislature in the corrupt practices act are so odious and are so 
dangerous that it is thought better to hold void an election where 
either such practices have generally prevailed, whether traceable to a 
member or his agents or not, or where a single instance of such cor
rupt pq1ctice has beeu distinctly traced to the member or to an agent of 
the member. 

I defy any Senator to produce one authority which shows 
that the sitting Member is not held and bound by the acts of 
Browne, the agent. 

CHANGE l~ REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from New York [Mr. DEPEW] 
referred to a report of the committee and caused me to refer to 
the first report of the committee. In so grave a matter as an 
election case it would be my duty in any event to refer to it, 
but the Senator from New York made me refer to it 

The theory is now advanced that you have got to deduct the 
corrupt vote from the total vote cast, as well as from the vote 
cast for the s:uccessful candidate. Mr. President, I read the 
following paragraph from the original report of the committee, 
but which was not reported, and I call particular attention to it. 

This is from the report which the majority of this committee 
at first approved, on Saturday, December 17, 1910, and would 
have reported, but which, for some reason, was not made on 
Tuesday, December 20, 1910, when the report before us was 
authorized, which on Wednesday, December 21, was substituted 
for the first report. 

The majority for Senator LoRIMER in the joint assembly of the two 
nouses of the General Assembly of the State of TllinoiR was 14. Unles'l, 
therefore, 1 or m01·e of these v otes toere obtained by corrupt means Mr. 
LoRIMER has a good title to the seat he occupies in the Bena-te. 

Mr. President, that was the first report prepared by the com
mittee at the time we first met-Saturday, December 17. It 
appears to have been the opinion of the committee on that date 
that if 7 votes were corruptly cast the election was invalid. 
But now the committee takes a radically different position. 

Mr. President, I do not think it is even necessary for me to 
summarize the facts. We know that at least 7 votes were 
tainted-four voters got bribes and three gave the bribes. The 
law is clear in the Caldwell case, in the Payne case, and in the 
Clark case, that these 7 corrupt votes vitiate this election. 

I have diEcharged my duty, l\Ir. President, and discharged it 
without ill will. I have borne none. I have not felt the fervor • 
of advocacy, but I have felt the earnestness of a judge acting 
under oath in determining this deeply solemn and destiny
freighted question. 

The matter of cowardice was mentioned the other day. l\Ir. 
President, it has not been an easy thing, it has not been a 
pleasant thing, to be compelled to take a position against the 
validity of the election of the sitting Member or any other man. · 
I appeal to no man to meet this case with courage. I take it 
we all have courage· equally; but if it took courage to do one 
thing more than another, it required courage to take a posi
tion against the validity of an election which would unseat a 
Member of this body. 

CO~KLING I~ THE CALDWELL CASE. 

l\Ir. Conkling made that plea in the Caldwell case. He was 
quoted by the Senator from l\Iichigan [Mr. BURROWS] ; but I 
wondered when the Senator from Michigan closed by quoting 
the appeal of the powerful Conkling, in which Conkling begged 
his colleagues to act under the law and nGt abandon it, in which 
he begged them to be braYe and stand against public clamor, 
and not yield to it-I wondered why the Senator from Michigan 
did not tell this body what position Conkling took in the Cald
well case. 

It was perhaps the greatest speech in the life of that amazing 
intellect. I believe, with one exception, it is considered Roscoe 
Conkling's masterpiece. It is weighty with learning, and yet it 
has the wings of an eloquence which only Roscoe Conkling 
could command, while its wit and its brightness make the read
ing of that speech as engaging an occupation for an hour as the 
reading of poetry or a novel. 

Yet Roscoe Conkling in :the Caldwell case took the position 
that the Senate could not uo into the question of bribery of a 
legislature in the election of a Member of this body. Roscoe 
Conkling gave all his unusual ability and learning, all his over~ 
whelming and dominant character, to try to persuade or coerce 
the Senate into holding that it was not any of our business 
whether anybody was bribed or not. · 

Why did not the Senator tell what Conkling's position was in 
that case? The older ·senators will remember that from the 

. time Roscoe Conkling took that position in that speech, which 
lasted two or three days on this floor, from that time on he be
gan to sway and finally fell from ·the pedestal of confidence 
that the American people theretofore had in his judgment as a 
public man. That spe.ech was the first, I believe, to destroy the 
public opinion of this Nation in Roscoe Conkling's soundness 
of judgment on public questions, a thing he never could recover. 

It was only fair when the Senator from Michigan quoted, in 
the end of his speech, the eloquent words of Conkling, that he 
should have told us that Conkling spent all of that eloquence 
and all of that learning in trying to establish the proposition 
that we had no business to go into the bribery of an election to 
a seat in this body. 

Oh, l\Ir. President, Conkling appealed to us to stand by the 
law then. Allen G. Thurman, sitting, I believe, about where 
the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] sits now, said substan-



3306 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. F EBRUARY 24, 

tially, at least it was his vigorously stated position: Yes, 
we will appeal to the law, but we are the Senate of the United 
States, and we have a right to go into the bribery, if any, by 
which this election was secured. Allen G. Thurman said that, 
in his opinion, the election was invalid on account of bribery. 
Conkling was opposed by Morton and Thurman, and most of the 
stronger, if less brilliant, men of his time: So Conkling's 
theory did not prevail, and Caldwell resigned his seat. 

In the Caldwell ease the Senate was again appealed to on the 
ground of Caldwell's blameless life, of his long period of years of 
toil and honorable business dealings; but that availed nothing, 
.Mr. President, with the great judges of those earlier days. 
Judgment, Mr. President l What saith Holy Writ? "Thou 
shalt not wi·est judgment." 

OUR OWN RECORD TO THE REPIIBLIC AND TO OUR CHILDREN. 

We have riot only a duty to perform; we have a record of our 
own to harid down, a record of our own vote-our own record to 
the Republic and to our children. It has to go down to our 
children and our children's children. How shall we hand down 
the record of our vote to our children and our children's chil
dren? For, l\Ir. President, the record is here, the testimony is 
here, the law is here, and they will last forever. 

A pretty grave business-the validity of an election. It in
volves the life of the Nation. It involves the perpetuity of in
stitutions which Senators whom I see before me went into the 
flaming rim of battle to give their lives for if necessary. 

The name of Lincoln has been used in this case. It is for
tuna te. How would Lincoln look upon a question of rthis kind? 
None, I believe, had arisen up to his day. They have devel
oped since. They seem to be the fruit of the commercialism of 
our time. 

• Washington's Birthday was day before yesterday. What do 
Washington and Lincoln mean to us? Our institutions, Mr. 
President, our free Government; which one did more than any 
other man to found, and the other did more than any other man 
to preserve. And yet our Government and our institutions are 
the things which really are at issue here. 

We forget it in times of peace, but hundreds of thousands of 
lives have been yielded up, rivers of blood have flowed in order 
to give us the opportunity to vote; to have a Senate, to ha-ve a 
Government, and to have a flag. And shall that be treated 
lightly? Shall we dispose of it upon a false and simulated sym
pathy? Or shall we guard elections in this colintry, and espe
cially to this body, as the very soul of American liberty? 

Mr. President, way back in the time of the prophets the pro
found evil of bribery was known. What says the ancient 
Scriptures: 

The congregation of hypocrites shall be desolate, and fire shall con
sume the tabernacles of bribery. 

And so it was. The peoples and the institutions of which 
that prophecy was uttered did die of fire, and their congrega
tions of hypocrisy were desolate. It was true of Rome. It 
came well-nigh being true of England, but.she saved herself. 

1\Ir. President, the deepest students, and the most sympathetic 
with our institutions, more and .more are asking the question, 
What is going to become of the American experiment for 
liberty? Is it to succeed or is it to fail? And there have 
not been wanting the ablest minds that doubted its success, 
because hey have thought that the love of money and the love 
of office and finally the vice of bribery might undermine us. 

I confess that to me it has been for years a serious matter 
what our future holds for us. Let us safeguard it, Senators, 
by our votes. And when, l\!r. President, in that future, American 
institutions ask of the sentinel upon their walls, "Watchman, 
what of the night?" let us pray that that watchman shall not 
answer back in the words of the Hebrew prophet of old, " The 
congregation of hypocritei;; is desolate and fire has consumed the 
tabernacles of bribery." 

No! Mr. President, let us hope and pray and vote that when the 
question is asked, "Watchman; what of the night?" the answer 
shall be, "Lo, the morn appearetb." [Applause in the gal
leries.] 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Applause in the galleries is not 
permitted. 

GOVERNMENT OFFICERS A.ND EMPLOYEES. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States ( S. Doc. No. 
836), which was read, and, with the accompanying papers, re
ferred to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment 
and ord.ered to be printed: 
To the Senate: 

In compliance with the following resolution of the Senate of 
December 21, 1910-

ResoZveil, That the President of .the United States is hereby requested 
te furnish to the Senate for its use, if be does not deem it incompatible 

wltb publfc interest, the following information, with departmental 
classifications of the same : 

First. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President upon nomination to and confirmation by the Senate. 

Second. The total number of appointments which are made by the 
President, but which do not require nomination to and confirmation by 
the Senate. · 

Third. The total number of officers and employees of the Government 
subject to civil-service regulations, specifying classification and number 
of postmasters. 

Fourth. The total number of officers and employees subject to removal 
by the President without action on the part of Congress. · 

Fifth. Total number of officers and employees of the United States 
Government, exclusive of enlisted men and officers of the Army and 
Navy-

! transmit herewith reports from the heads of the several 
executive departments and independent bureaus of the Govern
ment giving the inform!ltion requested. 

THE WHITE HousE, Feb1"Uary 24, 1911. 
During the reading of the message, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. l\Ir. President--

WM. H. TA.FT. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary is reading a mes
sage from the President of the United States. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not yielded the floor, but I will 
yield while the message ·is being read: 

The VICE. PRESIDENT. The Chair would not have handed 
down the message but that the Senator from Indiana lrnd re
sumed his seat before the Chair banded down the message. . , 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; I have not sat down at all, I beg 
pardon of the Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the 
reading. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I ha·rn not been in my seat at all. How
ever, I will still hold the floor. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the 
message. 

CONSTITUTION OF NEW MEXICO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT · laid before the Senate the follow
ing message from the President of the United States ( S. Doc. 
No. 835), ·which was read and, with the accompanying paper, 
referred to the Committee on Territories and ordered to be 
printed: 
To the Senate and House of R epresentati-ves : 

· The act to enable the people of New .Mexico to form. a consti
tution and State government and be admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with the original States, etc., pas ed June 20, 
1910, provides that when the constitution, for the adoption of 
which provision is made in the act, shall have been duly ratified 
by the people of New Mexico in the manner provided in the stat
ute, a certified copy of the same will be submitted to the President 
of the United States and to Congress for approval, and that if 
Congre sand the President approve of such constitution, or if the 
President approve the same and Congress fails to disapprove 
the same during the next regular session thereof, then that 
the Pr~sident shall certify said facts to the governor of · New 
Mexico, who shall proceed to issue his proclamation for the 
election of State and county officers, etc. 

The constitution prepared in accordance with the act of Con
gress has been duly ratified by the people of New Mexico and a 
certified copy of the same has been submitted· to me a~d also 
to the Congress for approval, in conformity with the provisions 
of the act. Inasmuch as the enabling act r equires affirmative 
action by the President, I transmit herewith a copy of the consti
tution, which, I am advi ed, has also been separately ·submitted to 
Congress, according to the provisions of the act, by the authori
ties of New l\lexico, and to. which I have given my formal 
approval. · ~ 

I recommend the approval of the same by the Congres . 
WM. H. TAFT. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, FebnJ.at·y 24, 1911 . . 
SHERIDAN RAILWAY & LIGHT CO. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill ( S. 9D03) to 
authorize the Sheridan Railway & Light Co. to construct and 
operate railway, telegraph, telephone, electric power, and h·olley 
lines through the Fort Mackenzie Military Reservation, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House and request a conference with that 
body on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, the Chair to 
appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and th~ Vice President appointed . 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate 111r. W ABBEN, 1\Ir. 
BULKELEY, and Mr. TALIAFERRO. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL MILITARY RESERVATION. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend
ment of the House of Representatives to the . bill _(S. 9904) 
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granting certain rights of way on the Fort D. A. Russell Mill-

. tary Reservation at Cheyenne, Wyo., for railroad and county 
road purposes. 
· 1\lr. WARREN. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment" of the House of Representatives and request a con
ference with that body on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, the conferees on the part of the Senate to be 
appointed by the Chair: 

The motion was agreed to; and .the Vice President appointed 
as the conferees on the part of the Senate Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
BULKELEY, and Mr. TALIAFERRO. 

DELAWARE RIVER BRIDGE. 
The VICE PRESIDEXT laid before the Senate the action of 

the House of Representatives returning to the Senate, in com
pliance with its request, the bill (S.10632) to authorize the 
North Pennsylvania Railroad Co. and the Delaware & Bound 
Brook Railroad Co. to construct a bridge across the Dela ware 
River from Lower Makefield Township, Bucks County, Pa., to 
Ewing Township, Mercer County, N. J. 

1\lr. KEAN. I move that the votes by which the bill was 
ordered to be ~ngrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed, be reconsidered. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 
l\Ir. KEAN. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed. 

, The motion wa::i agreed to. 
ELECTION OF SENATORS BY DIRECT VOTE. 

Mr. HAL:El I call for the regular order, which .is the unfin
ishe:l bu ~ine::is. 

The Senate, as fn Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
_sideration of the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 134) proposing an 
amendment to the Constitution providing that Senators shall be 
elected by the people of the several States. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The regular order is the amend
ment of the Senator from Utah [l\lr. SUTHERLAND] to the joint 
-resolution of the Senator from Idaho. 

Mr. KEAN. On which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. On which the yeas and nays have 

been ordered. The Secretary will call the roll. 
l\fr. SUTHERLAND. 1\lr. President, I had intended to say a 

few words at the conclusion of this debate, but there seems to 
be a general desire to take a vote on the amendment and I 
will therefore withhold my remarks and permit the vote to be 
taken. 

Mr. SMITH of Michigan. The pending amendment, as I un
derstand, is the amendment of the Senator from Utah. 

'Ihe VICE PRE8IDENT. It is. 
Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I simply desire to 

say that I am in favor of the joint resolution of the Senator 
from Idaho providing for the election of Senators by direct vote 
of the people. In accordance with the action of the Republican 
State convention of Michigan, we are pledged to that course, 
and in good faith I propose to execute that promise so far as it 
lies in my power so to do. 

I regret exceedingly that it seems necessary to complicate the 
que"tivn in order to bring this matter before the Senate. It 
would have been better to have confined the -resolution to the 
direct election . of Senators without complicating the question 
with other constitutional safeguards of incalculable importance 
to "fr.a American people. I am very anxious, Mr. President, 
that this joint resolution shall be passed by Congress . . 

I would cast no vote which in any manner could be con-
. strued as hostile to it. But mindful of the fact that this joint 

resolution must receive the sanGtion of two-thirds of the States, 
:and believing that its purpose would be defeated if any other 
·complica tion is to be introduced! into it save the one providing 
for the direct election of Senators, and for the purpose of fa
cilitating the di "position of this matter in a way which seems 
best calculated to finally obtain the result to which we are 
pledged, I shnll vote for the amendment striking out of this 
joint resolution every other provision save the direct election 
of Senators. We can not afford to involve this question with 
sectiunal or race problems. Unrelated in any manner to the 
popular election of Senators by the people, a rider of this char
acter would befog the question and introduce into the contro
ver y matters of the most serious concern. We must deal 
fa irly with the people and scorn the temptation to defeat this 
measure by indirection. 

If the amendment should be rejected, I shall vote for the pas
sage of the joint resolution presented by the Senator from 
Idaho, even with the race rider attached; but I sha11 call the 
attention of the legislature of my State to its far-reaching im
portance, glaring defects and gross injustice to our country
men. I simply desire now to make plain the fact that I favor 

XLVI--209 

the election of Senators by the people, and if I felt that my 
associates on this side of the Chamber were planning in any 
way to throttle that ultimate purpose, I would not for one 
moment identify myself with such an unworthy cause. 

Mr. President, having confidence in the patriotism and the 
honor of my associates and believing that we will be permitted 
to take a vote upon the main question after this amendment 
shall have been disposed of, I shall vote to strip this question 
of every subterfuge, in order that it may be submitted to the 
people as they desire, and without further delay. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. SUTHERLAND] to the 
joint resolution of the Senator from Idaho [1\Ir. BORAH], on 
which the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
:Mr. PERCY (when Mr. MoNEY's name was called) . The 

senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. l\!oNEY] is absent because 
of sickness. He is paired with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
WARREN ]. If present, the Senator from l\Tississippi would vote 
"nay." 

Mr. BACON (when Mr. TERRELL'S name was called). 1\fy 
colleague [Mr. TERRELL] is necessarily detained from the Cham
ber by personal illness. On this vote he is paired with the 
senior Senator from Rhode Island [1\lr. ALDRICH]. If they were 
both present, my colleague would vote "nay," and I understand 
the Senator from Rhode Island would vote" yea." · 

l\Ir. W_ARREN (when his name was called). I have a gen
eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. 
MONEY], as stated by the junior Senator from that State, and 
I therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was an
nounced-yeas 50, nays 37, as follows : 

Beveridge 
Bradley 
Brandegee 
Briggs 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 
Burton 
Carter 
Clark, Wyo. 
Clarke, Ark. 
Crane 

Bacon 
Bailey 
Bankhead 
Borah 
Bourne 
Bristow 
Brown 
Chambedain 
Clapp 
Culberson 

YEAS-50. 
Crawford Hale 
Cullom Heyburn 
Curtis Jones 
Depew Kean 
Dick Lodge 
Dillingham Lorimer 
Dixon Mccumber 
du Pont Nelson 
Flint Nixon 
Frye Oliver 
Gallinger Page 
Gamble Penrose 
Guggenheim Perkins 

Cummins 
Davis 
Fletcher 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gore 
Gronna 
Johnston 
La Follette 
Martin 

NAYS-37. 
New lands 
Overman 
Owen 
Paynter 
Percy 
Rayner 
Shlvely 
Simmons 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, S. C. 

NOT VOTING-4. 

Piles 
Richardson 
Root 
Scott 
Smith, Mich. 
Smoot 
Stephenson 
Sutherland 
Warner 
Wetmore 
Young 

Stone 
Swanson 
Taliaferro 
Taylor 
Thornton 
Tillman 
Watson 

Aldrich Money Terrell Warren 
So Mr. SuTHERLAND's amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BACON. 1\lr. President, as I have previously stated in 

the course of this debate, I am in favor of the adoption of the 
joint resolution as it came from the committee, and if the meas
ure were presented to the Senate in that shape I would certainly 
give it my support and my vote. As I have further stated in 
the progress of this debate, if the amendment just acted upon 
should be adopted, I would not vote for the joint resolution; 
and I still adhere to that determination. 

I had no anticipation that this matter was coming up this 
afternoon. I had supposed that we would proceed with the 
Lorimer matter. I was surprised, really, when that was set 
aside and we proceeded to the consideration of this question. 

I desire to have an opportunity to give some reasons, very 
briefly, why I do not now give this measure my support. I 
would be very glad if I could have some other opportunity to 
do so than the present, for the reason stated, that I had no 
anticipation it was coming up this afternoon. I have some 
matters that are not now within my reach that I wish to use in 
that presentation. 

I will say to the Senate in all candor and frankness that in 
so doing, if I may have their indulgence, I will not detaU. them 
at very great length, and will in no manner attempt to inter
fere with the desire of the Senate to finally pass upon the 
measure. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 

yield to the Senator from Idaho? 
:Mr. BACON. I do. 
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Mr. BORAH. I desire, if I can, of course, to convenience the bill should be coupled with the other two. I have no objection 
Senator from Georgia as to the time in which he . shall make whatever to having as early a vote as possible on the Lorimer 
his remarks, but I should like, if we could, in view of the case. I give absolute assurance that I have no wish to unduly 
crowded condition of the Calendar of Business, to have a time delay that vote. But I have already given notice of a purpose 
fixed when we could dispose of the joint resolution. to ~peak to that . resolution, and possibly other Senators may, 

With that purpose in view, I ask unanimous consent that desire to speak, not at length but briefly. 
upon Monday next, at 2 o'clock, when this matter comes up in Mr. President, I could not consent to put these two together 
the ordinary course of business, we shall take up the joint reso- and have perhaps the entire inten·ening time consumed in the 
lution and dispose of it during that day. discussion of the constitutional amendment I object to the 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho asks request therefore for that reason, and I make a request for 
unanimous consent that the joint resolution be taken up at 2 unanimous consent that we take the vote immediately after the 
o'clock on l\Ionday, and that it be proceeded with until dis- reading of the Journal on Tuesday upon the constitutional 
posed of. Is there objection? · amendment. ' 

l\Ir. LODGE. Mr. President, I understand that such an ar- l\fr. BAILEY. Say Monday. The Senator from Idaho has 
rangement would ta4e a great deal of time. If we are to already preferred the request for Monday. 
dispose of this and one or two other matters it can only be Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I shall have to object to 
done, in my judgment, by agreeing on a time for a vote on the Monday. It will be impossible for me to be here on that day. 
bill and amendments. l\Ir. STONE. I will put it Tuesday. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Without debate. The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
Mr. LODGE. Without debate. I suggest that on Tuesday of the Senator from Idaho. The Senator from Idaho consents 

next at 2 o'clock, without further debate, we proceed to vote, 1 to the Chair putting the request of the Senator from Missouri? 
in succession, on the constitutional amendment, the Lorimer l\fr. BORAH. l\fr. President, I will change the date to Tues-
case, and the tariff board bill. day, if it will suit better. I would prefer l\Ionday, but if there 

l\fr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts knows that no is objection to it, of course, I will yield to that 
such agreement as that la-st will be made, for I have told him so. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Idaho as the 

Mr. LODGE. I was not aware that the Senator had told me so. Chair now understands, requests that a vote upon the ~onstitu-
1\Ir. BAILEY. I told'·the Senator when it was reported. tional amendment be taken immediately after the re_ading of the 
Mr. LODGE. The objection, as I understand, is to the tariff Journal on Tuesday next. 

board bill. Mr. HALE. Without further debate. 
Mr. BAILEY. Of cours·e. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without further debate. 
Mr. LODGE. Very well, 1\!r. President. Mr. NELSON. Unless opportmiity is given to the Senator 
1\Ir. BAILEY. If we will agree to omit that--- from Georgia [Mr. BACON] and others who feel disposed to be 
Mr. LODGE. I can not omit that. heard before the vote is taken upon the joint resolution, I shall 
Mr. BAILEY. Then I renew the request that we proceed to object; but if opportunity is given to the Senator from Georgia 

vote at 2 o'clock on Tuesday next on the joint resolution amend- and others who want to be heard, I will agree to the time. 
ing the Constitution and on the resolution touching the seat of Otherwise, I will not agree to it. 
the junior Senator from Illinois. The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair can not--

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes that tp.e Sena- l\Ir. NELSON. I will object to it in its present form. 
tor from Idaho yields for this purpose. The VICE PRESID~-rrr. Very good. Objection is made. 

l\Ir. BORAH. I do. .Mr. BACON. I will state for the benefit of my friend from 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President-- Minnesota that I have no objection to that time being fixed. I 
l\fr. NEWL.ANDS. On what day? have not any very extended speech to make, and I have no doubt 
Mr. BAILEY. On Tuesday was the request. I will find an opportunity between now and Tuesday to give the 
Mr. HAJ_,E. Will not the Senator vary it only as to the mat- reasons why I shall vote against the joint resolution in its 

ter of time, and instead of saying at 2 o'clock say Tuesday present shape as amended. 
morning immediately after the reading of the Journal? That Mr. :NELSON. Verr well, if the Senator from Geor"'ia has 
gives us so much more advantage for the day. no objection to the request, I withdraw my objection to 1t. 

Mr. LODGE. I think this is a matter where we ought all of The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota with-
us to make concessions to get these votes. I proposed an agree- draws his objection. Is there objection to the request of the 
ment on all three matters, two of which I am not interested in Senator from Idaho? · 
getting a vote on and one of which I am interested in getting a Mr. KE.AN. Let it be again stated. 
\Ote on. I think they had better go together. The VICE PRESIDENT. That on Tuesday, immediately after 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts certainly the reading of the Journal, and without further debate a , 0 te 
does not couple the questions involving a seat in this Chamber, shall be taken upon the constitutional amendment, Sena'te joint 
a mere legislative matter, as I understand, which we decide as resolution 134. Is there .objection? 
judges, and which I undeTstand all Senators want to have dis- Mr. DA VIS. Mr. President, I do not rise for the purpose ot 
posed of, with an agreement with respect to a purely adminis- objecting to the proposition, but as I understand it the joint 
trative matter. It surprises me, I may be permitted to say, be- resolution can not be debated at the time the vote is to be taken. 
yond expression. The Senator from Massachusetts, of course, Mr. HALE. Not on that day. 
does not want to put himself in the attitude of preventing an l\Ir. DA VIS. Not on Tuesday? 
agreement with respect to these two propositions by coupling The VICE PRESIDENT. It can not be debated at that llour. 
with it one totally unrelated to it, to which he knows objection At that hour debate is closed, and nothing is in order but 
will be made. Yoting on the joint resolution. Is there objection ? The Chair 

Mr. LODGE. So far as I am personally concerned, I desire hears none, and the order is entered. 
to get a Yote on all of them, and I have no desire to interfere SENATOR FROM ILLINOIS. 
with getting a vote on any one . 

. Mr. BAILEY. That is right. Mr. HALE. Now, l\fr. President, I make a request for unani

...Ir. LODGE. I made the proposition, I will say frankly, be- mous consent for Wednesday morning. I am thinking also ot 
cause from what had been said to me this afternoon I believed appropriation bills and other matters, but I think that business 
that in that way we could get unanimous consent for all. If it can be done if the Senate will agree to my request. I ask that 
<>nn not be done, I have made my effort and I withdraw the on Wednesday morning upon the reading of the Journal, with-
u(Tgestion. out further debate, a vote be taken upon what is known as the 

:!Ur. BAILEY. If the Senator will omit the last, the rest may Lorimer case. 
be agreed upon. The VICE PRESIDENT. Senate resolution No. 315. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks, the l\Ir. HALE. Yes. I think, Mr. President, that with that 
Senator from Idaho consenting ·that the request be first put matter solved and out of the way, as we have already dis
before his, that on Tuesday, immediately after the reading of posed of the question of time upon the other contested matter, 
the Journal, without further debate, the vote shall be taken we will be in a condition next week to pass all of the appro
upon the constitutional amendment, and following that a vote priation bills. I should hope that all Senators will agree to 
be taken upon resolution 315 disposing of the Lorimer case. Is this proposition. It gives plenty of time between now and Wednes
there objection? day morning for any Senator who desires to debate this 

Mr. STONE. I object to the last proposition embraced in question to do it. Senators understand that the unvarying 
the request-- courtesy of the Senate is that when a Senator desires to speak 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. upon a matter that is pending no objection ls made. The Sen-
' Mr. STONE. That is, to vote on the election of Mr. LoRIMER. ator from Missouri has never--

If I may be permitted, I should like to say that I do not think Mr. STONE. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 
these two ought to be coupled any more than the Tariff Board Mr. HALE. Yes. 
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1\Ir. STONE. After consultation with the Senator from 

Michigan [Mr. BURROWS], as far as I am concerned, giving 
notice to that effect, if I may be permitted to submit such re
marks as I desire to-morrow morning after the routine business, 
I can have no objection to the request. 

1\Ir. HALE. There will be no objection to that, I am sure. 
1\Ir. STONE. I give tllat notice, then. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand what 

the notice was. 
l\Ir. STONE. I consent, as far as I am concerned, to the re

quest of the Senator from 1\Iaine that, by unanimous consent, 
:we agree to vote on the Lorimer case upon Wednesday, with the 
understanding that to-morrow morning, after the routine busi
ness, I may be permitted to submit such remarks as I care to 
make on that case. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The request of the Senator from 
Maine is that immediately upon the reading of the Journal on 
Wedllesday next, without further debate, the vote be taken upon 
Senate resolution No. 315, known as the Lorimer resolution. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears--

Mr. BACON. I make no objection. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair hears none, and the 

order--
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, wait. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understood that there 

was no objection. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I want to be heard. 
Mr. OWEL~. Mr. President, I should like to have an oppor

tunity to be heard in regard to this matter at 2 o'clock on Mon
day. Beyond that I shall not venture to interpose any objec
tion, nor shall I detain the Senate at any great length in regard 
to the matter at that time. 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I am not going to raise any objection ex
cept to say that I want an opportunity for just a very few 
moments before the case is submitted to the Senate, because 
of the rather direct and personal allusions made to some re
marks of mine. I do not want to have the matter foreclosed 
so that I may not have an opportunity. If the business is 
going to be so crowded that I may not have such an oppor
tunity before the time suggested, I would not feel like con
senting to it. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota object? , 

Mr. ORA WFORD. I object until that matter is clearly 
settled. · 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest then that we agree that before we 
adjourn on Wednesday a vote be taken. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas asks 
unanimous consent that on Wednesday next, before adjourn
ment, a >ote be taken upon Senate resolution No. 315. Is there 
obje"tion? 

1\Ir. DAVIS. I object. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I object to the :fixing of any time to 

vote upon the Lorimer case at this time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
1\Ir. LA FOLLETTE. I want to say in this connection, Mr. 

Pre iuent, that I may be entirely willing to consent, so far as 
I am concerned, to a vote being taken if it is proposed at a 
later time, but I have very sufficient reason for asking that this 
matter shall not be closed at this time. I do not care to state 
more than that now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 
Mr. BACON. I wanted to suggest to the Senator from Okla

homa [Mr. 0WEN1 that as the matter to which he wishes to 
address himself will not be disposed of until Wednesday, he 
may have an opportunity to speak on Tuesday. As the matter 
to which I wish to speak will be closed on Tuesday, I wish 
to ask him to let me take the time at 2 o'clock on Monday and 
transfer his notice to Tuesday. 

Mr. OWEN. I -would be very glad to acquiesce in that sug
gestion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator modifies his notice 
accordingly. · 

Mr. BACON. With the permission of the Senate, I will 
briefly and somewhat informally endeavor at 2 o'clock on Mon
day t o give to the Senate the reasons why I can not vote for 
the amended joint resolution. 

Mr. CURTIS. I ask unanimous consent that Order of Busi
ness 1075, known as the Sulloway pension bill, be made the un
finished business to follow the vote on the constitutional amend
ment. 

Ur. BAILEY. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made by the Senator 

from Texas. 
l\Ir. PENROSE. I desire to give notice to the Senate that I 

will ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the Post 

Office appropriation bill on l\Ionday morning next, after the 
routine morning business. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of executive business. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator front Massachtb 
setts withhold his motion? · 

Mr. LODGE. I will withhold it for a moment. 
Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President--
Mr. LODGE. I withhold the motion and yield to the Senator 

from Michigan. 
Mr. BURROWS. I ask that Senate resolution No. 315 be 

now laid before the Senate. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 

hears none. The Chair Jays before the Senate the following 
resolution. 

The SECRETARY. Senate resolution No. 315: 
Resolved, That Wrr.LIAM LORIMER was not duly and legally elected to 

a seat in the Senate of the United States by the Legislature of the 
State of Illinois. 

Mr. BURROWS. I now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of that resolution. 

Mr. HALE. That is right. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Michigan moyes 

the consideration of the resolution just read. 
The motion was agreed to. 

RECIPROCITY WITH CAN ADA. 

Mr. BURROWS. From the Committee on Finance I report 
back the bill (H. R. 32216) to promote reciprocal trade rela
tions with the Dominion of Canada, and for other purposes, 
without amendment and also without recommendation. In con
nection therewith I also report the hearings had before the com
mittee and ask that they be printed for the use of the Senate. 

'rhe VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
as to printing? 

Mr. SMOOT. I should also like to have the report printed as . 
a public document. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the printing 
of the report. . 

Mr. BAILEY. There is no report. 
Mr. SMOOT. I mean the hearings before the committee. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator said " report." 
Mr. BURROWS. There is no objection to that. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 

hearings will be printed as a public document (S. Doc. No. 834), 
as requested by the Senator from Utah. The bill will go to the 
calendar. . 

Mr. BAILEY. l\fr. President, I could not concur in the ac
tion which has been reported to the Senate, because I felt that 
the committee was in duty bound to report this important mat
ter back with some positive recommendation, either that it 
should pass or that it should not pass. Personally I preferred 
a recommendation that it should not pass, and I desire very 
briefly to record my reason for opposing this agreement between 
the United States and Canada. 

In the first place I believe that the best interest of our people 
requires that their Government shall accord to all countries the 
same privileges, and I am persuaded that by extending special 
favors to some countries we shall inevitably provoke the hos
tility of other countries. But, sir, if I did not object to these 
trade agreements ... upon a general principle, I could not support 
the particular one now presented .for our consideration, because, 
in my judgment, it shamefully sacrifices the interest of the 
American farmer to promote the interest of the American manu
facturer. I could justify this criticism by specifying a number 
of items in each of the three schedules which have been made 
the subject of this agreement, but I will not at this juncture 
occupy so much of the Senate's time as that would require, and 
I will content myself with two which illustrate this policy and 
condemn this whole arrangement. 

The duty on wheat is entirely removed, but a duty on flour 
is left. The civilized people among whom I live eat flour, not 
wheat, and therefore this does not help them. The duty on 
cattle is repealed, but a duty is left on meat; and it will not 
make living cheaper to take the duty off the cattle, which the 
butchers and packers buy from the people, and still leave a duty 
.on the meat, which the people buy from the butchers and packers. 

l\Ir. President, I am not unmindful of the fact that this agree
ment removes the duty on print paper and wood pulp, from. the 
importation of which the Government now collects nearly 
$500,000 of annual revenue; and I have been informed by 
the business manager of a great newspaper that this provision 
is worth $5,000,000 to the newspapers of this country. I might 
be glad to relieve them of this burden if they were not able to 
bear it; but, sir, before I ever vote to take the tax off wood 
pulp and print paper imported by a very small and prosperous 
class, I demand that it shall be taken from the bread and meat 

- t 
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which the industrious laborers of this Republic need to preserve 
their health and strength. Never, sir, will I give my consent 
to the enactment of a law which relieves the few who are rich 
and leaves the burdens on the millions who are poor. 

Mr. HALE. ~fr. President, concurring most heartily with 
what the Senator from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] has said, I wish to 
say further that I should have been_ better content if the Com
mittee on Finance had submitted a report with a recommenda
tion which represented the real sentiment of the committee. I 
do not improperly betray any secret of the committee when I 
say that a large majority was opposed to the reciprocity agree
ment and to reporting it favorably; but while that was the clear 
sentiment of the committee, and I have no doubt it is ·at this 
moment, so much clamor has arisen and so much charge that 
the committee intended to suppress the consideration of the 
reciprocity measure and to keep it from the Senate, that to meet 
that objection at last it was agreed, contrary to the majority 
feeling of the committee, that the bill should be reported and 
put upon the calendar for the action of the Senate; and, Mr. 
President, it is my understanding that it will take its cour e in 
accordance with the feeling and the desire of the Senate, what
ever that may be. If the Senate, as is the case with a great 
many other measures that are reported and sent to the calen
dar, does not choose to take up the measure, that is a clear 
right of the Senate; and for anybody or any authority to claim 
the power to drirn the Senate to do anything with regard to 
this measure would be an assumption of power unwarranted 
either now or at any time whatever. 

I :1.m willing that this bill shall be left just as ·the committee 
has left it-upon the calendar-to await such action or. such 
nonaction as the Senate may desire. 

.!\fr. ST01'i"'E. Mr. President, like the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. BAILEY], I did not concur in the action of the committee. 
I believed the bill ought to have been reported to the Senate 
with a recommendation that it pass. 

The Senator from Maine ["fr. HA.LE] says that a large ma
jority of the committee ·rnted to report the bill without recom
mendation. :Mr. President, the majority was not very large, 
as I view ·maJorities, but fearing that I might trench upon the 
proprieties by stating in public the action. of the committee, I 
refrain from further observations upon that" head. 

:Mr. President, I am for this bill, and Jf those opposing it 
shall consent to ha-rn it considered during this session, I will 
support it. I regard it as an act ot wise and progressive states
manship~ and it challenges my unqualified appr:ovaL Perhaps 
I ought to modify that expression. When I say "my unquali
fied approval," it is not the kind of agreement that I would have 
made if I had had the making of it. I would have admitted 
fl.our and meat and other necessaries free, as well as wheat and 
cattle, and, as the Senator from North. Carolina [Mr. OVERMAN] 
suggests to me, I would . have insisted upon the admission free 
of duty of farming implements as well. 

nut, Mr. President, this bill is a step, as I view it, in the right 
direction in true economic legislation. I. do not believe the pas
sage of it would injure the farmers of the United States, nor 
do I intend by my vote or by what I may say when this bill is 
considered to impress the farmers of the United States that a 
protectirn tariff is necessary for them or beneficial to their 
interests. 

I think, sir, that is all I care to say at this time. 
Mr. LODGE obtained the :fioor. 
Mr.. BAILEY and Mr. YOUNG addressed the Chair. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senato:c. f:rom Massachu

setts yield, ruid to whom? 
Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from l\Ia..,sacliusetts will per

mit me just a moment, I simply want to say, in reply to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STONE] that he 
will vote for the bill if those opposed to it will permit it to 
come to a vote, that so far as I am concerned I am ready to 
Yote on it the hour after the Lorimer case is disposed of, and I 
will "\'Ote on it · the more readily because I know that if it hap
pens to pass, it will produce a political result in which I have 
great interest, for if it is true that this bill will reduce the cost 
of Jiving, that reduction is going to come out of the farmers that 
live along the Canadian border, and as they have been furnish
ing the Republican majorities wifu which those States ha"\'e been 
carried, I will feel a satisfaction in seeing them settle it with 
their friends. [Laughter.] 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. LODGE. I move that-the Senate proceed to the consid
eration of executiYe business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 1 hour and 10 min
utes spent in executtve session the doors were reopened, ·and 
(at 6 o'clock and 50 minutes p., m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow,- Saturday, February_25, 19~ at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOl\IINATIONS. 
Elxecuti"ve nominations recei1:cd by the Senate February 24, 1911. 

CoLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS.. 
. Clarence S. Hebert, of Louisiana, to be collector of customs 
for the district of New Orleans, in the State of Louisiana, in 
place of Henry Mccan, whose term of office expired January 
31, 1911. 

ASSISTANT TREASURER. 

John A.. Wogan, of Louisiana, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at New Orleans, La., in pl, ce of Clare;1ce S. 
Hebert, nominated to be collector of customs for the district 
of Kew Orleans, in the State of Louisiana. 

UNITED STATES MARSHAL. 

Dewey C. Bailey, of Colorado, to be United States mnrshal, 
district of Colorado. (A. reappointment, his term expiring Feb. 
26, 1911.) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Il.~ANTRY ARM. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Rieb, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from. December 14, lDlO, -vice F irst Lieut. Wil
liam S. i\Iapes, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Paul C. Potter, Fifteenth Infantry, to be :first 
lieutenant from December 28, 1910, nee First Lieut. Samuel A. 
Price, 'rwenty-eighth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Albert T. Rich, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to be 
first lien tenant from January HJ, IBll, vice Fir t Lieut. Ii red E. 
Smith, Thi.rd Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut_ David P. Wood, Twenty-first Infantry, to be 
first lieutenant from January 21, 1911, vice First Lieut Perrin 
L. Smith, Sixteenth Infantry, promoted. 

PROMOTTONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named midshipmen to be ensigns in the Navy. 
from the 6th day of June, 1910, to fill vacancies existing in that 
grade on that date: 

Edmund W. Strother and 
Henry E. Parsons. 
Maj. Cyrus R. Radford, assistant quarter.master. Unitecl 

States Marine Corps, to be lieutenant colonel, assistant quarter
master, in the United States l\Ia.rine Corps from the 11th day, 
of· February, W11, vice Lieut. Col. Thomas C. Prince, as istant 
quartermaster, United States Marine Corps, retired. 

POSTMASTERS. 

COLORADO. 
William L. Williams to be postmaster at Fowler, Colo., in 

place of William L. Williams. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 7, 1911. 

G'.EORGIA. 

William 1\1. Griffin to be postmaster at Manchester, Ga. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

ID.AHO. 

Marcus 0. Funk to be postma ter at Oakley, Idaho. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 
' Samuel Perrins to be postmaster at Albion, Idaho. Office be
came presidential Janna.ry 1, 19ll. 

ILLINOIS. 

Walter W. Bartlett to be postmaster at Highwood, Ill., in 
place of William E. Cummings, removed. 

IOWA. 

James E. Wheelock to be postmaster at Hartley, Iowa, in 
place- of James El Wheelock. Incumbent's commission expired 
January 31, 1911. 

KANSAS. 

Walter L. Stocking to be postmnster at Goff, Kans., in. place 
of Walter L. Stocking. Incumbent's commi~sion expires FelJ
ruary 28, 1911. 

KENTUCKY. 

Ellsworth McEuen to be postmaster at Calhoun, Ky. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Thomas A.. l\1iller to be postmaster at Pembroke, Ky., in 
place of Charles El Mann. Incumbent's commission expired 
December 1, 1907. ' 

LOUISIANA. 

James C. Brown to be postmaster at Jonesboro, La. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1910. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 
John S. Fay to be postmaster at Marlboro, Mass., in place of 

John S. Fay. Incmnbent's commis ion expired February 18, 1911 •. 
Frederick H. Greene to be postmaster at Ashburnham, .Mass., 

in place of Frederick H. , Greene. Incumbent's commission ex~ 
pires March z 1911 .. 
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Harry D. Hunt to be postmaster at North Attleboro, Mass., 

in place of Harry D. Hunt. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 7, 1911. 

MICHIGAN. 

William H. Goodma.n to be postmaster at Allegan, Mich., in 
place of William H. Goodman. Incmnbent's commission expires 
March 2, 1911. 

MISSOURI. 

T. G. Buxton to be postmaster at Seneca, Mo., in place of Moses 
M. Adams. Incumbent's commission expired February 13, 1911. 

John L. Schmitz to be postmaster at Chillicothe, Mo., in place 
of John L. Schmitz. Incumbent's commission expired January 
28, 1911. 

NEBRASKA. 

Frank R. Wild to be postmaster at De Witt, Nebr., in place 
of Frank R. Wild. Incumbent's commission expired January 
31, 1911. 

NEW YORK. 

John L. Kyne to be postmaster at East Syracuse, N. Y., in 
place of John L. Kyne. Incumbent's commission expires Feb-
ruary 28, 1911. • 

H. D. Stebbins to be postmaster at West Winfield, N. Y., in 
place of Charles E. Morgan. Incumbent's commission expired 
February 13, 1911. 

NORTH DAKOTA. 

Thomas Jones to be postmaster at Linton, N. Dak., in place 
of Thomas Jones. Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1911. 

OHIO. 

Edmtmd F. Moore to be postmaster at Lisbon, Ohio, in place 
of Edmund F. :Moore. Incumbent's commission expired Feb
ruary 21, 1911. 

.Akin 1\1. Richards to be postmaster at Hicksville, Ohio, in 
place of .Akin M. Richards. Incumbent's commission expired 
MaI'ch 3, 1907. OKLAHOMA. 

Poe B. Vandament to oe postmaster at Glencoe, Okla. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1.911. 

OREGON. 

Fred Davis to be postma ter at Madras, Oreg. Office became 
presidential January 1, 1911. 

PE- - --SYLVANIA.. 

13arnett C. Fretts to be po~tmaster at Scottdale, Pa., in place of 
Barnett C. Fretts. Incumbent' commission expires March 2, 1911. 

Samuel F. Bcoher to be postmaster at Kittanning, Pa., in 
place of Samuel F. Booher. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 25, 1911. 

Adelbert E. Torrens to be postmaster at Conway, Pa. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

S{)"C'TH DAKOTA. 

Adam Roy bl to be postmaster at Arlington, S. Dak., in place of 
George Reed. Incumbent's commission expires February 28, 1911. 

J. T. Smith to be postmaste1· at Scotland, S. Dak., in place of 
John Reich. Incumbent's commission expires March 2, 1911. 

TEXAS. 

George W. Burkitt, jr., to be postmaster at Palestine, Tex., 
in place of George W. Bnrkitt, jr. Incumbent's commission 
expired February- 21, 1911. 

UTAH. 

Charles S. Wilkinson to be postmaster at 0edar City, Utah. 
Office became presidential January 1, 19U. 

VERMONT. 

Edward W. Bisbee to be postmaster at Barre, Vt., in place of Ed
ward w. Bisbee. Incumbent's commission· expires March 2, 1911. 

Roscoe M. Cowles to be postmaster at Albany, Vt. Office 
became presidential January 1, 1911. 

Fred B. Hammond to be postmaster . at North Troy, Vt, :i.n 
place of John L. Lewis, resigned. 

WISCONSIN. 

William Hausmann to be postmaster at West Bend, Wis., in 
place of William Hausmann. Incumbent's commission expires 
February 28, 1911. -

Christ Legried to be postmaster at Cambridge, Wis., in place 
, of Christ Legried. Incumbent's commission expires February 

28, 1911. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed, by the Senate February 24,1911. 

PGSTMASTERS. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

' Harry D. Hunt, North Attleboro. 
PENNSYLVANIA .. 

Thomas B. Smith, Philadelphia. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

FRIDAY, February ~4, 1911. 
The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 

approved. ' 
HELEN S. HOGAN. 

_ .Mr. CANTRILL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the following resolution (H. Con. 
Res. 62), which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the Speaker ot the House ot Representatives and the 

President of the Senate be, and hereby are, directed to erase their 
signatures to the bill (H. R. 25081) for the relief of Helen S. Hogan, 
anLl that the said bill be reenrolled witll the words "act of February 
26" changed to " act of February 25." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The resolution w.as agreed to. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE-NATIONAL M'KINLEY BIRTH.PL.ACE 
MEMORIAL. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, reference of the bill 
(H. R. 32907) to incorporate the National McKinley Birthplace 
Memorial Association will be changed from the Committee on 
the Library to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
QUESTION OF PRIVILEGE. 

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HAMILL. l\Ir. Speaker, in the early part of the present 

session several measures were placed on the files of this House, 
to each of which my name was attached a.S the introducer. To 
say the least, some of them are rather startling in character. 
They are numbered and entitled, .respectively, H. J. Res. 244, 
designating the 25th day of April .in each and every year 
" American Day; " H. R. 27838, to construct a national auto 
highway along or near to the thirty-fifth parallel of north lati~ 
tude from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean; and H. R. 27839, 
for the establishment of an experimental auto-coach rural serv
ice. ~fr. Speaker, I of course appreciate the humor contained 
1n these measures and if it were a matter merely personal to 
myself I would be incliried to view it in the manner in which 
the House evidently Yie:ws it after hearing the disclosure of the 
titles. They were introduced, Mr. Speaker, without my knowl
edge or consent. I had intended to take no notice of them, but 
the newspapers of the country saw fit to comment on them, some 
newspapers treating them humorously, others critically, and 
still others in a strain that was rather caustic. I would still 
adhere to my determination to take no notice of them and to 
let them lie in the oblivion and contempt to which such legis
lation ought to be consigned, but I feel it is a matter of public 
interest which should not be ignored. I may at the same time 
take the opportunity to remark that the loose and informal way 
in which legislation is initiated in this House by the mere 
dropping of bills into a basket on the Clerk's desk renders it 
the easiest thing in the world for anybody to introduce anything 
in the shape of legislation with anybody's name attached to it. 
This legislation is printed at Government expense. However, I 
am not concerned about that now. l\Iy purpose to-day, Mr. 
Speaker, is to arrest the attention of the House for the purpose 
of clearing off the reflection, not upon me personally, but upon 
the House of Representatives as a body. Therefore, Mr. 
Speaker, I move that these measures introduced, as I have 
stated, without my consent, without my knowledge, bearing 
attached to them as introducer my name, unauthorized and 
unwarranted, be stricken :from the files of this House. [Ap
plause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle
man from New Jersey, that there be sh·icken from the files of 
the Honse the bills H. R. 27839, for the establishment of an ex· 
perimental auto-post-coach rural° service; H. R. 27838, to con
struct a national auto highway along or near the thirty-fifth 
parallel of north latitude, from the Atlantic to the Pacific Ocean, 
and House joint resolution 244, designating the 25th day of 
April in each and every year "America Day." 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

VACANCY, BOARD OF REGENTS, SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION. 

Mr. DALZELL. .Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the House reconsider the vote whereby Senate joint resolution 
145 was passed yesterday. There was a mistake in the joint 
resolution. It was a resolution appointing a member of the · 
board of regents of the Smithsonian Institution and John B. ' 
Henderson, jr., was designated as "of Virginia." Under the 
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