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Mr. V ARD.AMAN. What is the question now? . 
The VICE PRESIDENT. There is not any questi-on pending. 

The y~as · and nays were cnlled for, -and the request was not 
seconded by one-fifth of the Members present. 

Mr. VARDAMAN. That is all ri.ght. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment has been adopted. 
The SECBETARY. The next .amendment passed over is, on 

page 23, line 4, "Purchase and .distribution of valuable seeds," 
where the committee proposes to strike out all of the item as 
printed in the House bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
.Mr. Sl\f.ITH of Georgia. I move that the Senate proceed to 

the consideration of .executive business. 
Tbe motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 

consideration of executive business. After sev-en minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at .6 o'clock 
and 2 minutes p. m.) the .Senate adj-ourned until to-morrow, 
Wednesday, May 6, 1914, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 

.Elrcee-uti-ve nomin..at·ions ;,·eoeivea 'by the Se:nate May 5, 19it;": .. 
Co.LLECTOBS oF INTERNAL .REVENUE. 

Julius F. Smietanka, of Chicago, TIL, to be .collector ot in
ternal revenue for the first district of lllinois, in place .of 
Samuel M. Fitch, superseded. 

Edward D. McCabe, of Peoria, Ill~ to be collector of internal 
revenue for the fifth district of Illinois, in place of Percival 
G~ Rennick, superseded. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

The following-named ensigns to be assistant naval -construe-
tors in the Navy from the 21st day of April, 1914: 

Walter W. Webster. 
Beirne S. Bullard. 
Ernest L. Patch. 

-. -· --. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ea:cct~tive nominations oonjit~1ea lJy the Senat-e MOIJI 5, ·1914. 

CoNSULS. 

J. P.aul Jameson, at .Antung, China. 
Adolph A. Williamson, at Dalny, Manchuria. 
Charles L. L. Williams, at Nanking, China. 
Edwin L. Neville to be consul at Tan-sui, Taiwan. 
Albert W. Pontius to be consul at Newchwang, China. 
Willys R. Peck to be consul at Tsingtau, China. 

FIRST ASSISTANT CoMMISSIONER <OF PATENTS. 

James T. Newton t.o be First Assistant Commissiooer of .Pat
ents. 

AsSISTANT CoMl.USSIONEB OF PATENTS. 

Robert F. Whitehead to be Assistant Commissioner of Pat
ents. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TuEsnAY, May 5, 1914. 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Henry N~ Oouden, D. D., offered the for .. 

lowing proyer : 
Behold, 0 God our Father~ these Tby children, who wait npon 

the touch of Thy spirit to uphold, sustain, and guide them 1n 
the legislative acts of the hour. Touch their understanding9-
reason, conscience, will Encourage right acts ; discourage un
toward contentions, that they may serve well the people whom 
they represent, have the approving conscience, and thus fulfill 
the law and the propbets. For Thine is the rungdom, and the 
power, .and the glory forever. Amen. 

The J ourn.al of tbe proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ENROLLED BILL 13IGNED. 
Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee oo Enrolled Bills, .re

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill o:fl 
the following title, when the Spen.ker signed the same: 

H. R. 5993. A.n act authorizing the city of Montrose, Colo., t<J 
purchase certain public lands for public-park purposes. 
ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED TO THE PRESI

DENT FOB HIS APPROVAL. 
.Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 

reported that this day they had pre-sent-ed to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the foHowing joint r·esolu
tion ..and bill : 

H. J. Res. 242. Joint resolution auth-orizing the Secretary of 
War and the Secretary -of the Nayy to ioan equipment, for the 
purpose of instruction and training, to sanitary -organizati-ons o1! 
the American National Red Cross; and 

H. R. 7951. An act to provide for .cooperative agricultural ex-
tension work between the agricultural colleges in the several~ 
States :receiving the benefits ot an act of Congress approvro ..July 
2, 1862, and of acts supplementary thereto, and the United States 
Department of Agriculture. 

NAVAL APPROPBIA'TION BILL. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the W.hole House on the state of the 
Union for the further collBider.a.tion .of the bill H. R. 14()3~ the • 
naval appropriation bill. 

The motion wa.s agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky (Mr. JoHN .. 

soN] will take the chair. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House on the .state of the Uninn for the further consid
eration of the bill H. R. 14034, the naval appropriation bill. 
with .Mr. JoHNSON of Kentucky in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union will come to order for the consideration 
of the bill H. R. 14034, which the Clerk will report by title. 

The Clerk read as fullows : 
A bill (H. R. 14034) making appropriations for the naval s-exvice fnr 

the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, and for other _purposes. 

Mr. P .ADGETT. Mr. Chairman, last Friday there was an 
amendment offered, after tine 5, page 33, which was passed .over 
at the request of the gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. MANN]. I 
wish to return to it. 

UNITED STATES "ATTORNEY. Mr. MANN. I have nn objection. 

St h 0 P t.o b Unit d States ttorney f-or the ·district Mr. PADGET.r. I will ask that that be reported and Toted ep. en . erry e e a . . 1 upon. 
of Mame. The CHAIRMAN, Without objecti-on, the Clerk will report 

UNITED STATES MARsHAL. 1 the amendment referred t.o. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

Henry Beb,rendt to be United States marsha], eastern district 
1 

Amend, page 23, after line 5, by inserting as a separate paragraph 
of Mj chigan. the following : 

PosTMASTERS. "Naval station, Port Royal, 8. C.: The Secretary of the Na..vy is 
hereby authorized to pay, from appropriations • Contingent, Bureau of 
Yards and Docks,' for the fiscal year 191-3, voucher in favor of the Vil
ter Manufacturing Co., for $4,937 for an lee-making and refrigerating 
plant for the naval disciplinary barracks, Port Royal, .S. C., tru·nished 
by said company under contract dated AprU 23, 1913, with the Secre-
tary of the Navy; and the accounting officers of the Treasury are 
hereby authorized and directed to allow in the accounts of Passed As
sistant Paymaster D. W. Rose credit for payments amounting to $1,184 
made by him to said company under contract dated November 5, 1913, 
from appropriations • Contingent, Bureau of Yards and Docks,' for the 
fiscal year 1914, on account of said ice-making and refrigerj).tlng plant." 

GEORGIA. 

E. D. Colson, Ocilla. 
lLLINQIS, 

Charles C. Clymore~ Vienna. 
P. B. Colwell, Wyoming. 
Fred A. Ehringer, Washburn. 
David .McF.adden, Milford. 
Charles S. Murphy, Warren. 
William Clyde Stewart, Kirkland. 

OKLAHO~ 

Will!sm I. Bowen, Haileyville .. 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman. I make a point of order 
against that. It is a claim, and it ought to go to the Com

' mittee on Claims. 
The CHAIRMAN.. A point of order is raised against the 

I amendment. 
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Mr. PADGETT. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
reserve his point of order and let me explain it. 

l\Ir. :MADDEN. I will reserve it; yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 1\I.A.D

DEN] resen·es the point of order. 
l\Ir. PADGETT. I will say, Mr. Chairman, that this is out 

of the current appropriation, and the Secretary made the con
tract for this refrigerating plant at this place, and they have 
gone ahead with it. When the vouchers went in the Comptroller 
of the Treasury ruled that they could not be paid out of the 
fund, and this is to authorize the payment. We do not ask for 
any additional appropriation. It is simply to pass the vouchers. 
It does not carry any appropriation. 

Mr. 1\I.A.DDEN. • The Secretary of the Navy had not any right 
to make the contract until he had an appropriation, had he? 

Mr. PADGET1.'. He had an approp11ation and thought he had 
authority to make the contract out of the appropriation he had. 
It was a mistake as to whether or not he could make it out of 
the contingent appropriation. 

Mr. MADDEN. Was it something that we had to have there? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes; an ice plant and refrigerating plant 

to take care of the enlisted men. This is not for an additional 
appropriation. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. I have no disposition to embarrass the situa
tion. 

Mr. PADGETT. They want an authorization to make the 
payment under the contract which has already been let. 

Mr. :MADDEN. The only reason I rose at all, Mr. Chairman, 
is the fact that I believed the Secretary of the Navy had not 
any p()wer to make the contract and that he exceeded his au
thority, and this wotild probably be a claim against the Gov
ernment of the United States and ought to be sent to the Com
mittee on Claims for consideration and allowance. But if the 
situation is such as to make it obvious that this ought to be 
clone I am not going to object and do not make the point of 
order, l\Ir. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the point of order will 
be wi thcli'a wn. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. " 
1\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

return to page 28, beginning with line 13, for the purpose of 
offering the provision that was contained in the original bill as 
Teported with reference to the increase of the chaplains. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made by the gentleman from 

·Wisconsin [Mr. STAFFORD]. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 

return to page 38 for the purpose of offering an amendment, as 
a new paragraph, at the bottom of the page. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. l\IANN. Reserving the right to object; 1\fr. Chairman, let 

us know what it is. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. Yes; I will state what it is and have it read 

for information. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be read for in-

formation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
.A.t the bottom of page 38, as a separate paragraph, add the following: 
"Toward the purchase and preparation of necessary sites, the · pur

chase and erection of towers and buildings and the purchase and in
stallation of machinery and apparatus of high-power radio stations, to 
cost not to exceed $1,000,000. t.o be located as follows: One in the 
Isthmian Canal Zone, one on the California coast, one in the Hawaiian 
Islands, one in Americun Samoa, one on the Island of Guam, and one 
in the Philippine Islands, $400,000, to be available until expended." 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
:Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I suppose the gen

t1emnn intends that it shall come in aftet· line 24, page 38? 
Mr. PADGE'.rT. No. This is not the end of the bureau. 

The bureau continues on page 39 and following. This is in 
engineering, and a wo1·king appropriation. This would not be 
n part of that totaL On page 39 the Steam Engineering Bureau 
continues. 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. The appropriation that is in the bill provides for 
the pm~chase of sites for radio staUons. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. That is shore stations here. That is not a 
part of the authorization made in 1912. There was an authori
zatiou in 1912, at a cost not to exceed $1,000,000, and carrying 
an appropriation ·of $400,000 . for the establishment of the six 
Tadio stations named, beginning at the Isthmus, and one on the 
California coast, and then Hawaii, Samoa, Guam, and the 
Philippine Isl11nds, and $400,000 was appropriated. 

There was no appropriation in 1913. The department thought 
that the progress of the work would be such that they would 
not need it this year; but it has progressed more rapidly than 
they expected, and they sent in a supplemental estimate. I 
intended to offer it when we reached this, but overlooked it. 

Mr. M.A.NN. Are the!:e stations all under construction now? 
Mr. PADGETT . .A.ll, I believe, except the one in Guam. They 

think that perhaps with the development which is going on iu 
radiography they can reach from Samoa to the Philippine 
Islands without the one at Guam. 

1\Ir. 1\I.Al-.TN. How many of these stations are there? 
Mr. PADGETT. Six. 
Mr. l\IA.l"'\TN. They are to cost $1,000,000 altogether? · 
l\fr. PADGETT. That is what Is estimated. 'Ihat is the 

authorization, and $400,000 has been appropriated heretofore. 
Mr. MANN. Will they be able to complete the work with the 

$1.000,000? 
1\Ir. PADGETT. They thought so. 
l\Ir. MANN. Do they still think so. 
Mr. PADGETT. That is what I understand from them; yes. 
Mr. MADDEN. I make the point of order against tha.t part 

of the paragraph which--
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 

from Illinois that consent to return to the paragraph has not 
yet been given. Is there objection? 

Mr. MADDEN. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. FOSTER. It seemg to me there was a provision in the 

naval bill of two years ago--
1\Ir. PADGETT. In the bill of 1912. 
Mr. FOS'I'ER. In the bill of 1912 there was an authorization 

for this. 
l\!r. PADGETT. That is correct, and the limit was fixed at 

$1,000,000. 
1\Ir. FOSTER. This is to provide the appropriation under 

that authorization? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. l\IURDOCK. How many wireless stations have we? 
Mr. PADGETT. These stations belt the world. You may 

call them international stations. They reach ftom here to the 
Philippine Islands, and in connection with the telegraphic and 
cable facilities from there we will be able to communicate 
clear around the world. We have other stations at our different 
navy yards, but they are local. 

Mr~ 1\ffiRDOCK. What is the station across the Potomac? 
Mr. PADGETT. Tha.t is one of the international stations. 

That is a high-powered station. That is now in communication 
with the Eiffel Tower, in Paris. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman know what that sta
tion costs? 

Mr. PADGETT. I do not. That was not built under this 
a uthoriza ti on. 

Mr. MURDOCK. What distinction does the gentleman make 
between high-power stations and others? 

Mr. PADGETT. The high-power stations teach much far
ther in their communications. For instance, this high-power 
station over here at Arlington is in communication almost every 
night with the Eiffel Tower, in Paris, France. The low-powered 
stations reach out five or six hundred miles along the coast. 

1\Ir. MURDOCK. Are these six proposed stations low-powered 
stations? 

Mr. PADGETT. They are high-power stations. They have 
already been authorized, and they are in course of construc
tion now, and this is just one of the appropriations to carry 
out that authorization. They were authorized in 1912, to cost 
not to exceed $1.000,000. 

l\lr. MURDOCK. · Are we the only nation in the world which 
is putting this series of stations around the world? 

Mr. PADGET"!'. I am not prepared to answer that. I do not 
know. 

l\fr. MURDOCK. Are · those stations when constructed sup-
posed to be absolutely for our ·use? 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes; and under our control absolutely. 
Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman said this was a world series. 
Mr. PADGETT. I mean in their scope of operations. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Can we reach around the world with them 

after they are constructed.? 
Mr. PADGETT. I so understand; yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I do not see how, if we merely go to the 

Philippines. Wl1:1t about the rest of the circuit of the world 
beyond that? 

1\lr. PADGETT. Guam and San Francisco and the Samoan 
Islands and the Philippine Islands would put us in communi
cation with the continent of ABia. Here in ·,vashington we are 
in communication with the Eiffel Tower in Paris, and there is 
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telegraphic n.nd . cable service from Paris to- the east. coast o:fl 
Asia. 

Mr. MURDOCK. But we weuld not be using our 8WD. appa
ratus wholly in going around the world. 

Mr. PADGETT. With all these others. The Ei.ffel Tower 
would not be ours, but .when we get to Samoa and the Philip
pine Islands we have taken the scope of the. Pacific Ocean, and 
when we go across te Europe we have· taken the scope of the 
Atlantic Ocean and eouJd reach ou:r shores. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Does the gentleman know wh-ether this sta-
tion ac.ross the Potomac here is in actual use-? 

Mr. PADGETT. Oh, yes; it is in daily use. 
Mr. MADDEN. Sure, it is. 
Mr. PADGETT. They are using it now in correcting the lon

gitude of the ocean and this country with referenee to. Europe, 
and they are in nightly eommunication with the Eiffel Tower in 
France. · 

1\Ir. MURDOCK. And it is i:a daily use? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. 1\IDRDOCK. I wish the gentleman could inform the 

House how much tha.t station cost. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. I will get it;. but that was ll9t built within 

this appropriation. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request made by 

the gentleman to return to, the paragraph indicated? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRl\lAN. The clerk will report the amendment .. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
At the· bottom ef page 38 add a& a senarate paragraph the follow

ing--
1\Ir. PADGETT. 1\fr. Chairman, as. it has j.ust been. read I ask 

that the further reading be dispensed with. 
The CHAIRJ\'IAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objectien. 
:Mr. 1\IADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 

against that part of the paragraph whieh makes. $400,000 imme
diately available. 

1\fr. PADGETT. No; it is n()t made immediately available, 
but it says, "to he available until eXIJended." This is a public 
work, and it is necessary to make it available until expended. 

1\Ir. MADDEN. Not to be immediately available? 
Mr. PADGETT. N-o. 
Mr. MADDEN. I should like to have the amendment read for 

information, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The clerk will report the. amendment. · 
The amendment was again read. 
The CH.A.IRMAN. Without objection, the point of order is 

withdrawn. 
There was no objection. 

·The amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

That tor the purpose of further inaeaslng the Naval Establishment 
o:f the United States. the President is hereby authorized to have con
structed two first-class battleships carrying as heavy aTmor and as 
powerful armament as any vessel of their class, to ha-ve the highest 
practicable speed and greatest desirable radius of action, and to- colrt, 
exclusive of armor and armament, not to exceed $7,800,000 each. 

1\Ir. PADGETT. We have reaclled in the regular considera
tion of the bill the increase of the Navy, on' page 53.- and tlie 
first paragraph relates to the construction of battleships. I 
wish to submit a request for unanimous consent that there may 
be two hours' debate upon that paragraph a.nd amendments 
which may be offered thereto~ one h.our of that to. be controlled 
by the gentleman from Missouri [lli. HENSLEY] and one hour 
by myself. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there abjection r 
Mr. CALDER. Reserving the right to abject, will the gentle

man include in that request any amendment that may be offered 
to this paragraph relative to building on.e of these ships in the 
navy yard? · 

Mr. PADGETT. No; that will be exeluded. 
1\Ir. CALDER. Will the gentleman· see tlUlt i have five 

minutes out of tho.t hour? 
1\Ir. PADGE'.I'T. Yes. 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. Reserving the right tO' objec.~, I want 

to ask the- gentleman if he: will not agree to glve out side 1 
hour and 15 minutes. An hour has been all-otted out to members. 
of the committee, arul the gentleman from nunci's [Mr. Bu
CHANAN] wants 10 minutes. I should li-ke 5 minutes myself . . 

1\fr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will agree to 1 hour and 
10 minutes on a side. 

The OH.A..ffil\IA.N. Is there ebjeetion? 
Mr. FOWLER. 1\fr. Chairm:rn, reserving the right to ob~eet:, 

I de ire: to ask the chairman of the committ-ee if· his r~uest is 
broad eneugb. to. mclu.de- all amendments. to. the: paragr:a.ph.? 

M:r. PADGETT~ It includes all amendments to the paragraph 
relating to battleships except the question of the construction 
of one in the navy yard~ 

Mr. FOWLER. I desire to offer an amendment to this para
graph as a limitation on the expenditure for the purpose o:! 
securing an investigation as to the price and quality of the 

· armor and armament. and other materials furnished the Govern
ment. I would like to know from th.e gentleman how much time 
can be devoted to- this amendment. 

Mr. PADGETT. This paragraph is exclusive of armor and 
armament. The gentleman could offer his amendment to a seb
sequent paragraph. This authorizes the construction oil battle
ships, but expressly stat-es that it is exclusive of armor and 
armament. 

Mr .. FOWLERr What provision in the b.ill provides for armor 
and armament? 

Mr. PADGETT. On page 55 there is a provision relating to 
the pm:eha.se.. of armor and :rrmam-ent. 

Mr. FOWLER. How much is appropriated: in that provh 
sion? . _ 

Mr. PADGETT. · Fourteen million eight hundred and seventy·. 
seyen· thousand five hnndred dollars. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
1\!r. GOLDFOGLE. Reserving the right to object I want to 

ask the chairman of the committee. whether his limit of debate 
contemplates taking in the discussion upon the propositions 
whi.ch will undoubtedly be offered to require the bulldhlg of one 
battleship at a Government yard. 

Mr. PA.DGETT. I just stated to the gentleman's colleague 
that it wouid not; that there would: be an additional discussion 
o-n tfiat amendment when it comes up. 

The CHAIRl\lAN. The request of the gentleman from Ten· 
nessee is for unanimous consent that debate on this paragraph 
shall be limited ·to 2 hours and 20 minutes-1 hour and 10 
minutes on each side; 1 hour and 10 minutes to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Missouri [~!r. HENSLEY] and 1 hour 
and 10 minutes by himself. 

1\fr. 1\IANN. With leave to off'er amendments. 
1\Ir. PADGETT. With the right to anybody to offer amend 

ment during that time, to be voted on. after the conclusion of 
the del:'late. 

1\Ir. :MANN. The debate is not to cut off' amendments? 
Mr. PADGETT. No; they can offer- amendments, and theY. 

will be debatable during the two hours and then voted upon 
after the debate is closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. General debate is limited to 2 hours and 

20 minutes, one half to be controlled by the gentleman froni 
Missouri [M1·. HENSLEYT and the other halt" by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT]. The Olerk will read the para-. 
graph. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
INCREASE OF THE NAVY. 

That for th.e.purpose of further increasing the Naval Establishment 
of the United States, the President is hereby authorized to have con
structed two first-class· battleships earry.fng as heavy armor and as 
powerful armament as any vessel ot their class, to- hav-e the highest 
practicable speed and greatest desirable radius of action, and to cost, -
exclusive of armor and armament, not to exceed $7,800,000 each. 

Mr. WITHERSPOON rose. 
Mr. MAHER. ME. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 

ta- the- paragraph. 
The CHAIRMAN~ The gentleman from New York is 1·ecog ... 

nized. 
Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Chairman,. I raise the point of order 

that the gentleman from Mississippi, a member of the committee. 
was on his- feet. 

Too CHAIRMAN.. The Chair did not see the gentleman from 
Mississippi, and thee gentleman, being a member of the com
mittee, Is recognized. The- Chair will recognize the gentleman 
:frem New York later. 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. Mr~ Chairman, I offer an amendment 
to· strike out the paragraph. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amend, on pa-ge 5.3, by striking out the paragraph, lines 6 to 12, 

Inclusive. 
'lih~ CHA.ffi.MAN- The Chair takes it for granted that these 

amendments will be: J)l'e8ellted a.nd voted upon after the general 
deb at~. 

1\Ir. BARTLEl'.L'T. · Mr- Chairman. a motion to strik~ out the 
paragraph can not be considered until the pa.ragrapli itself has 
been. perfected, if there. are any efforts to dD. tlin.L _ 

'1'he OHAIRlUAN~ The Chair was. just saying that he took 
it far granted that the: amend~ents would be o.ffered for in;· 
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formation and considered pending," but not to be acted upon 
until after the expiration of the general debate. 

Mr. MAHER. Mr. Chairman, now I offer my amendment. 
1\Ir. 1\I.Al'fN. I suggest to the gentleman from Tennessee that 

he ask unanimous consent that the amendments may he offered 
and considered pending. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that all amendments may be offered now and to be pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of 

the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHER]. 
The Clerk read a;3 fol1ows: 
rage 53, line 12, after the word " each," insert the followinJ? : "At 

least one of the said battleships hereby authorized shall be built and 
constructed at a Government yard." 

l\ir. STAFFORD. - Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the 
amendments are being read for information? 

The CHAIRMAN. They are read for information and 
pending. 

l\lr. MANN. I reserve a point of order on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. l\lr. Chairman, L have an 
amendment that I would like to have read and pending. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 53, line 8, after the word " construe~" strike out the word 

" two " and insert " one." . . 
Mr. 1\IOORE. Mr. Chairman, may I inquire before the gen

tleman _from Tennessee begins his speech, whether there will 
be an opportunity for argument on the amendment offered by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHER] at the end of the 
2 hours and 20 minutes' debate? 

Mr. PADGETT. It was stated that there w.ould be argument 
on that proposition after this was disposed of. 

l\Ir. CALDER After the two-battleship proposition is dis
posed of. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will yield 10 minutes to 
the gentleman from Georgia [1\lr. TRIBBLE], a member of the 
committee. · 

Mr. TRIBBLE. Mr. Chairman, on May 24, 1912, I stated on 
the floor of tills House: 
. I stand for a fighting Navy and an efficient Navy and a sea Navy, and 
not a land Navy. This bill carries too much money and nothing to show 
for it. 

On February 24, 1913, I said again : 
I believe in the policy of battleship construction sufficient for our 

country's defense. I believe we should keep abreast of the times and 
keep our Navy up to date. Put the old battleships in reserve and build 
new, up-to-date battleships. 
. I then undertook to show that the bill then before the House 
carried $15,000,000 more than it should. The bill _now. before 
the House shows my position then correct, as the bill w1th one 
battleship is $15,000,000 less. . 

The bill of 1912 prov-ided for one battleship and six desteoyers. 
The bill for 1913 carried an appropraitiou of $140,000,000. The 
present bill before this House carries an appropriation of $139,-
000 000. The bill for 1913 carried one battleship. This bill, 
which is less, provides for two battleships, thus enabling us to 
build two battleships with less money and providing amply for 
all expenses. · _ 

I stated in 1913 that the bill carried too much money and 
nothing to show for it, and that I approved of battleship con
struction. This bill carrying two battleships and less than the 
bill of 1913 I am going to support. [Applause.] 

I have frequently advocated on the floor of this House a good 
Navy. I am one of the peace advocates, .Mr. Chairman, and I 
stood here on the floor of this House and cast my vote to go 
into l\Iexico with tears in my eyes. I did not want to send our. 
bOJ'S there, and I know that the President of the United States 
did not want to send our boys there, a~d I know that the Sec
·retary of State did not want to send our boys there. President 
Wilson and Secretary Bryan have been the champions of peace 
in this country for 25 years, and yet these great apostles of 
peace have shed American blood on a foreign soil. 'rhe situa
tion there is such that they could not help it. 

I am here to say to you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of this 
House, that we are likely to become embroiled in war any time, 
and war comes at a time when we least expect it. My State 
has no navy yard; I have no personal interest to serve locally 
for my State by advoc~ting an adequate Navy. My action is 
'prompted by a patriotic desire to furnish protection in case of 
war to every American citizen, looking to the inter'est and the 
welfare of our common country. I also . hope to avoid w~r in 
being prepared to defend the flag that floats over American citi
zens in all our possessions. I say to you, gentlemen, that the 

State of Georgia is ·patriotic, arid I believe the ·citizens of my 
district desire me to -vote for two battleships. 1\Ir. Chairman, I 
say to yod that the State of Georgia is patriotic, and I am pre
pared to prove that by the facts. When the Spanish-American 
War broke out the youths of my district and the youths. of the 
State of Georgia enlisted, and volunteered side by side with the 
middle-aged and old, and went to the front. When that noble 
band was drafted out the records will show that Georgia stands 
second in the number of soldiers who went to the front in the 
defense of our country on foreign sOil in Cuba. [Applause.] 
First of all came the State of Tennessee, and by the side of her 
stood Georgia, and I am proud of that record. Mr. Chairman, 
we can not avoid wars. The God of Heaven approves peace; it 
is noble, religions, and patriotic to work, talk, and strive for 
peace; but nations are compose"- of human beings, and we have 
not yet reached that high state of civilization when men have 
ceased to fight. Future generations will look back upon the 
Civil War period and wonder why it was that this war could 
not be avoided. We look back upon the records of that war 
and we are absolutely appalled. Twenty-eight thousand men on 
tile Federal side fell at the Battle of Chancellorsville. I am not 
informed as t?> the number who. fell on the Confederate side, 
but it was great-probably 20,000. You will be surprised to 
know that 559~328 men lost their lives in the Civil War on the 
Federal side-a half million of men. The number of Confed-
erates is indefinite, but-sufficient to say the loss was great. If 
we can avoid the horrible consequences of · war by being pre
pared with an adequate Navy, I feel that my responsibility on 
the Naval Committee authorizes me to aid in giving the people 
such increase as the facts authorize. We do know the era of 
perpetual ·peace has not arrived, and therefore we must prepare 
for war. I have seen on this floor men who vote against an in
ct·ease of the Navy stand here and call upon Members of this 
House to go to war with foreign countries. You have seen _it, 
too. · 

I do not criticize them, Mr. Chairman, but peace advocates 
frequently bring on a . war. It is ~ot always the fighting men 
and the adequate-Navy men who are in favor of war and 
bring on war. We have our complications on the Pacific coast 
with oriental people. We have to deal with a race problem 
there, and I have seen men upon the floor of this House assert 
that this Government should drive out the Japanese and 
establish white supremacy. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is not 
so easy to do. When you begin to check the invasion of the 
Japanese pelil you will need battleships and not speech making, 
and sometimes that kind of talk brings on war. Mr. Chail·man, 
it takes three years to build a battleship. Suppose we stop 
building battleships; suppose we had stopped building battle
ships three or four years ago. Either one of several foreign 
nations could have driven us from the sea in short order in 
case such nation had questioned the Monroe doctrine wh'en 
President Wilson sent the fleet to Mexico. Navies can not be 
bought from foreign countries when hostilities begin. · Germany 
smarts under our application of the Monroe doctrine, because 
her citizens do the greater part of commercial business with 
1\Ie:rico, and Central and South America. The Germany Navy is 
.superior to the American Navy, and, unless we keep building, 
Japan and France will both be superior to the American Navy 
in a very short while. 

Where would we stand if we had quit building battleships 
six years ago? The policy up to two years ago has been to 
build two or three battleships each year. The last two years 
we have been building· only one battleship. Gentlemen say 
that we have sufficient battleships now to meet any nation 
upon the seas except the British Empire. Suppose that is 
true; suppose we quit building battleships and we should 
become embroiled with foreign trouble three, four, or five years 
from now, how would our battleships compare with battleships 
of foreign counh·ies who are continuing to build? It is abso
lutely preposterous to stand on the floor of this House and say 
that the battleships of 1898 can combat the battleships that are 
being built in 1914. Why, it is child's play. The Oregon was 
great and good in its day; it was a monster; it was the greate t 
vessel then built. The Navy of 1898 was adequate and sent tlle 
enemy to the bottom of the sea. The Oregon, then new; was 
the star performer; but, ·Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the bat
lleship 01·egon would now be as irhpotent ·ns an infnnt in the 
hands of a grown man plaeed at the mercy of a battleship of 
modern construction. [Applause.] 

Mr. Ch3irman, in case of wnr a weak Navy would be wi11cd 
from the sea, the Panama Canal would be captured, the Philip
pine Islands would fall into the hands of the enemy, and our 
country be subject to invasion. How could we retake our p9sses
sions? We could not buy a navy. Our wealth would not :he1p 
us to buy. So we would be forced to a humiliating settlement 
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or wait several years to build a Navy sufficient to drive away 
the foreign foe. 

l\lt·. Chairman, as long as we have foreign possessions, main
tain the Monroe <loctrine, and continue to be a world power in 
commerce and trade, it seems to me we are forced to support 
an a<lequate Navy. Therefore, as we have only built two battle
ships in two yea_rs, I shall vote for two this year. [Applause.] 
· Tha CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

l\Ir. TRIBBLE. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD. 
· The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani

mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there 
objection. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Indiana [l\Ir. GRAY]. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago, when I made the 
statement in this House that the completion of the Panama 
Canal would double the power and efficiency of the Navy, I was 
taken by surprise on having that statement refuted and the 
claim made that instead of the completion of the Panama Canal 
increasing our power it would in fact " increase our weakness." 
The Panama Canal was built under the authority of the War 
Department, and the military and naval experts supported that 
department on the grounds that it would be increasing our 
military and naval power. The War Department acted upon 
that assurance, the Congress acted upon that assurance, all 
public officials at that time acted upon that assurance, the 
President of the United States acted upon that assurance. Mr. 
Taft was Secretary of War a part of the time during the con
struction of the canal ; he was Pre~ident part of the time; and I 
want to quote him as one of the authorities, both as Secretary 
of "7ar and as President, upon which I made my statement. 
In 1DOS. when Mr. Taft was Secretary of War, the head of the 
department under which the canal was constr~cted, and, I 
assume, speaking advisedly, he said, on July 28, 1908, in an 
address at Cincinnati, Ohio: 

It has created such an organization that in six years certainly, and 
probably in less, the Atlantic and Pacific will be united, to the everlast
ing benefit of the world's commerce, and the effectiveness of our Navy 
will be doubled. 

Later, when President of the United States, and, speaking as 
President upon proper and official assurance gained while act
in" in the authority of two high offices, on October 5, 190D, in 
an::. address at Fairmount banquet, San Francisco, Cal., he. said: 

But I want to call attention to the fact that it in two or three or 
five years we have a Panama Canal it in itself will double the effi
ciency of our Navy. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, I was warranted in my statement 
that I made at that time. But I find there is a difference be
tween then and now. Then the Panama Canal was to double 
our naval power and efficiency. Now it will "double our weak
nes:." Then the Panama Canal was to be a great military as
set, and now it is a great naval liability. Then the P:mama 
Canal was to dispense with any further increase in the Navy. 
Now it is made the sole grounds for an imperative naval in
crease. There is a difference between then and now. The 
Navy was used at that time to promote the canal, and now the 
canal is used to further promote the increase of the Navy. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is certainly a day of revelations and 
surprises. Yesterday peace was only a dream and international 
agreement only a phantom. We are not only assured of pos
sibilities of peace to-day by the advocates of a big Navy, but 
we are assured of the success of international agreement. 
They tell us the Panama Canal is in great danger from Great 
Britain, but the honorable Secretary of the Navy has told us, 
at page 627 of the committee hearings, that England could only 
send half of her Navy here; that she must keep the rest of it 
in the North Sea. But our friend from Alabama [Mr. HoBSON] 
goes still further and assures us that England would not fight 
us at all, or, using his exact language, " I do not contemplate 
our ever having a war with England." So we have a new as
surance of peace, and certainly we will not have to increase our 
Navy to protect the canal from England. The Secretary of the 
Navy, speaking further, has told us that Germany could only 
send. half of her Navy against the United States, as a part must 
be kept near her shores. But the gentleman from Alabama 
[lUr. HoBsoN] says that Germany would secure an understand
ing with other nations not to fight her while she fought the
United States, and then she would bring all her Navy here to 
destroy the canal. I would not advise any of our friends to 
hold their breath until Germany secured an agreement with 
powers friendly to the United States not to fight her while she 
destroyed our canal. If this is all these men have to offer, we 
are safe n·om England and Germany. 

LI--511 

But, 1\Ir. Chairman, there is still one more nation waiting 
to destroy the canal and against which a further increase of 
our Navy is urged, and that is Japan. The United States has 
39 battleships. Japan has 19 and is 10,000 miles away. We 
ha-re had no advice that Japan could be successful in securing by 
international agreement with Russia and China an understand
ing not to attack her while she was destroying our canal, and 
therefore we must assume that Japan could not withdraw more 
than one-half of her navy, or 10 battleships, for use in American 
waters. Now, Japan, if bent on destroying our canal, woultl 
come with her 10 ships 10,000 miles from her base of supplies and 
engage all our 39 ships at the canal, all our fortifications and 
coast defenses, against all our mines planted about the mouth 
and entrance to the canal, and against all our torpedo boats, 
and, plowing through and over and past them all, would enter 
and destroy the canal. This would indeed be serious if our 
friends were in earnest, but -we must be charitable and treat 
it as a jest. [Applause.] 

1\Ir. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I yield fi-re minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. :MURDOCK] . 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairmnn, I have always stood for a 
large Navy, and my stand upon the question has been based on 
my belief in the needs of the country. But I have always had 
considerable sympathy with those Members of the House who 
from year to year ha-re attacked our method of building our 
battleships and have protested particularly against the compul
sion put upon Congress in the matter of monopoly's price for 
armor plate. In this connection, I want to pay a word of tribute 
to the pre ent Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Daniels. He first 
attracted my attention to his personality and gained my esteem 
by a show of regard for the rights of enlisted men in the Navy. 
He further appealed to rue, latterly, when he eliminated with a 
fine sense of equality the officers' wine mess. And. in my obser
vation, from the beginning of his term he has made an unusual 
effort toward economy. During the hearings before the Naval 
Committee-! think it was in January-the present Secretary 
gave some rather remarkable testimony, and if I can get it in 
in my time I am going to read it into the RECORD, because it has 
not been done before. 1\Ir. Daniels, in answering a qilestion. said: 

In nearly everything we buy for the Navy-that is, the big items
the price has been fixed by monopoly. 

And further along he said : 
I was in office but a short time when I was troubled because of the 

fact that we had no competition whenever we came to buy the very 
costly things needed in the Navy. The last Congress authorized the 
building of battleship No. 89, and when we advertised for bids the three 
companies that make armor plate made an identical bid. I requested 
the representatives of the companies to come to Washington, and told 
them that the law required them to make affidavit that they were not 
in any combination or in any agreement to keep up the price, and I 
asked them if they were advertent of that law. They said they were 
and that they bad not had any conference before making their identicai 
bids. I told them that I was "from Missouri," and that when three 
companies, on contracts amounting to very large sums, made identical 
bids to a cent, that the burden of proof, to my mind, was on them to 
show that they had not either talked about it or that it was not a case 
of telepathy. 

I canceled all the bids and refused to award any contract, and told 
them that we must have competition. Well, the matter went on. Wo 
found that going into this battleship there were certain tbin"'s-like 
bolts, turbine rotor drums, steel plates, angle irons, and some iron 
and steel matet·ials-wbich were made by smallet· companies that could 
not make armor plate. So we advertised, divided the material that was 
to go into the battleship, and in that way we secured competition ou 
everything except armor plate. By reason of that comuetition we 
bought the specially treated steel for battleship No. 89 for $378,261 less 
than we bad paid for the specially treated steel for battleship No. 84. 

While the department saved on this lesser material, how
ever, the three companies which make armor plate held the 
Government up on armor plate. Afterwards the representatives 
of the three companies were called before the Secretary of the 
Navy, and finally one of them was awarded the contract on 
armor plate, but with the understanding that the company 
securing the contract could sublet the work. And the work 
was sublet to the two other companies. So the combination 
remained. So this great Government -was held by the throat 
by this monopoly. 

Now, here is a question that I would like to ask in all 
seriousness: The Secretary -of the Navy sits at the same coun
sel table with the Attorney General of the United States. Here 
is a straight-out violation of the law; here is a combination in 
restraint of trade; here is a monopoly; here is a witness of 
high integrity, of entire credibi1ity, who testifies that this is 
a monopoly; here is a great Government which is the victim 
of that monopoly; what is the matter with the Attorney Gen
eral of the United States? [Applause.] Why does he sit silent 
and permit this Government to suffer this wrong? Why does 
he not get busy? I ask the question in a humble spirit of in
quir,. I wm ·get no answer from any source. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. HENSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 25 minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. HARDY]. 

Mr. HARDY. Ur. Chairman, in the position I assume now 
I am following the teaching of the great Democratic leaders we 
have followed for the last five or six years. In opposition to 
the two-battleship program I am following the leadership of 
CHAYP CLARK, JoHN SHARP WILLIAMs, and OsCAR UNDERWOOD, 
and, until recently, of the chairman of the Na-val .Affairs Com
mittee, 1\fr. PA.DOETT. 

But I desire to submit the reasons conclush·e to my mind for 
my earnest oppo ntion to the naval bill reported by the Na,·al 
.Affairs Committee authorizing two more <!readnaughts. 

First. These two warships begin a Democratic program which 
means for new battleships an initial increase in expenditure of 
about $34.000,000 for their construction, and the same amount for 
each of the remaining three years of this administration, mak
ing in aU $136.000,000 for new dreadnaugbt construction alone, 
and when built each of these new ships will cost for mainte
nance $1,000,000 per annum, making altogether a maintenance 
increase of $8,000,000 per annum. 

Should the present administration be so fortunate as to be 
continued in office eight years, and continue this two-dread
naughts-per-yea r program, we would build in the eight years 16 
new drendnaughts. The cost of these big ships is mounting, and 
the cost of maintenance is mounting. With such a program we 
are heading toward two billions on the Navy in eight years. 

Second. All parties agree that our present Navy is top heavy
that is, largely usele s for want of colliers, submarines, torpedo 
boats and other auxilli:uy craft, for which this bill properly 
carri~s many millions of dollars, and future bills must carry 
many more if our ships now built and building or hereafter 
authorized. are to be available. 

Third. It is undisputed that we now have more ships in our 
Navy than we can furnish with officers or men. I think we 
should at least let our battleship program halt till we catch 
up with it. 

Fourth. There is a strongly controverted, all-important ques
tion, to wit, whether the future long-range na-val gun will use 
the armor-piercing or the explosive hell. If the former, tllen 
the heaviest armor to resist the piercing shell is the gre:1test 
<lesideration. If the latter-that is, the explosive shell-shall 
proYe effective at the longer range, then heavy armor is use
less,· perhaps even detrimental, since it would only retard the 
soeed of the vessel and cause it to sink more quickly when its 
bottom or side was blown in from explosion against it side or 
under the water within ·10 or GO feet of it. 

The experts are about evenly divided on the question, but the 
evidence, from experiments, seems to me to be with the explosive 
shells. Nobody, I think, really knows which side of this 
controversy is right; but it is sure that in future naval battles 
many dreadnaughts will be sunk by explosive shells, and it is 
probable tllat before the -vessels we now authorize are afloat 
they will be more dangerous to their own crew than to .an 
enemy, having the latest and longest range guns and explosive 
shells. In 10 years speed and lightness may be worth more 
than size and heavy armor, and these big ships only be fit for 
scrap. 

Fifth. The explosi-ve shell is not the only enemy of the big 
ship. Submarine and torpedo boats are coming more and more 
to the front, and if they only reasonably r 0et the belief and 
expectations of the ablest naval experts the big ship is doomed. 
Upon the fatal effectiveness of tile submarine experts agree. 
England and Germany are spending more and more for the 
submarine. England is in the main building smaller ships and 
Germany is striving more for speed and lightness than for 
impenetrable armor. She seems to be turning to high-speed, 
thiuly armored battle cn1isers with long-range guns. The 
cienti ·t and expert may go into the details and technicalities 

of the question. I have given its sum up in plain terms. But 
I will call attention to some extracts. 
[From tho Army and Navy Register, Washington, D. C., April 11, 1914.] 

TilE PASSING OlT THE ~READ!'iAUGHT. 

[From London Truth.] 
" The disolacements of the latest British battleships," said Mr. 

Churchill in ·reply to a question put to him last week, "are considerably 
smaJ•er than tho e of almost all the la t e:; t battleships constructing fot· 
foreign powers whose dimensions arc p u!>lished." This is true even ot 
Bt·itish ships already completed. It is still more of the very last ships 
ordered. 

* • * • • 
When the BriUsh admiralty suddenly halts, faces about, and starts 

rch·acing i ts steps, it is evident that something bjg is happening or is 
expected ·to happen. 

* * * * * * • 
Tile truth is that the development of submarine and aerial navigation 

and of wireless telegraphy, the enormous increase in the effective range 
of the torpedo, and th~ final victory of the gun over armor (which is 

now a ~retty generally accepted fact) have impressed all who look 
ahead w1tll the conviction that we are on the eve of a complete revolu
tion in nuval warfare, in which the battleship is not unlikely to dis
appear altogether. It is becoming more and more difficult to believe 
l.hat the issue of any naval war will be determined in future by engage
me~ts ~tween heavily armed ships on the surface of the sea. But I 
believe 1t to be the accepted doctrine in the best-informed naval circles 
that, as things are at present, no battleship dare venture into waters in 
which submarines are known to be lurking. 

Against theRe craft a battleship is absolutely defenseless unless 
when she is lying at anchor with torpedo nets out. and at the' present 
moment no one can see how she ever is to be defended. 

* # * • • c $ 

In the face of all this it is not necessary to inquire very closely 
what happened at last year's naval maneuvers. 0 * # We see 
that, immediately on top of this, the Admiralty have decided to reduce 
the size of their next batch of battleships and to build more power
ful submarines, with a greater speed and an increased radius of 
action. We can draw our own conclusions. It is not merely that a 
new type of battleship is once more going to supersede tbe ·old. uut 
that a new element is coming into naval warfare which threatens 
to superse<le the battleship herself. 

* Q • c • c • 
The same deadly weapon which would make it impracticable for a 

foreign power to dispatch an army to this country may make it a 
very ri h"'Y business for us to send an army out of it; b·ut even that 
may not be an unmixed evil. 'l'he next thing we can see for certain is 
the unu;isdom ot spendilt[J any more money than toe car. vossibly help 
upon battle fleets until tee are better asstwell than we are at rwcsent 
that it will e1:er be possible for such craft to strike a blotv against 
an enemy 1cell provided tcUh submarines. 

~ * * $ • • * 
What a satire is all this upon the heated controversies and ag-ita

tions that have raged round the problem of nationa l defense dming 
the ln.st few years, uoon all the squandering of money that thc:v have 
led to, all the international rivalries and animosities! Wllil e the 
naval alarmists are still think!n~ in terms of dreadonu.~hts and dra w
ing up their calculations of dreadnaught s afloat and unbo1·n :renera
tions of dreadnaogbts to come the brief day of the dreadnaught has 
begun to wane before our eyes. While military a.~itators are demon
strating on platforms and in the press our powerles ne"s to deal with 
the foreign foe when he lands our seamen have forged new weapons 
undreamed of by Drake or Nel on, which are already milking the trans
port of a foreign army to the British coast an enterprise that no 
soldier in his senses would think of. 

[From the Times, Lo~don, Ya.rcb 18, 1014.] 
SUB:U.A.Ull\El PROGRAM. 

(Extract from statement of Winston Churcl1ill on the Navy estimates 
made in the House of Commons Mar. 17, 1914.) 

The submarine program of the year is large enoll!!'b, in view of onr 
effective lead in this type of vessel, but further effort will be requ!red 
in the near future on account of what is going on elsewllerc; £1.150,000 
is taken for submarines, and the house very properly does not desire 
to I:..."I!ow how many craft will b~ built for that money. Tbat would 
unduly reveal the des!~. We are lncl'easingly convinced of the power 
of ibe submarine and the decisive part which this weapon, aided 
perhaps in some respect by the seaplane, may play in the naval war
fare of the future. It is sufficient at the moment to sav that the 
whole system of naval architecture and the metbods of computing naval 
strength are brought under review by the evergrowing power, radius. 
and seaworthiness of the submarine and by the increasing range and 
accuracy of its fatal torpedoes. 

l\Ir. Chairman, the whole testimony before the Naval Affairs 
Committee, I belie\e, corroborates and confirms e\ery statement 
and conclusion I have just quoted. and I am through with this 
phase of' the question, except to say that of course our great 
dreadnaughts will be effective against feeble, defenseless coun
tries like l\Iexico; and if that is what our Navy is for, God 
pity us. 

Sixth. We have had an earnest discussion about the cost of 
armor plate. The Secretary of the Navy is convinced and. I 
think the gentleman f1·om Tennes ee is convinced tllnt the trusts, 
in the matter of armor plate and equipment, have been holding 
up the GoYernment. In every part of the equipment except the 
armor plate our present Sec1·etary has been able to break into 
the combination and secure some competition, resulting in the 
saving of about $800,000 on two vessels; lmt on the armor plate 
there are but tlu·ee firms of builders. and there i no competition. 
They make the Government pay all they can extort. They first 
asked $464 per ton, all bids being the same, and when the Sec
retary rejected aU their bids they came down together to $4;)0 
per ton. The combination is world-wide. Under these condi
tions our Government experts and officials have been investi
gating the actual cost of making armor plnte. The very nble 
member of the committee, Mr. WITHERSPOON, tells us that tile 
Government can itself make the armor at $279 per ton, while 
the chairman, 1\Ir. PA.DGETT, brings in his proof to Rbow th01t it 
would cost the Go\ernment to make it from $279 to $4()0 per 
ton, according to the size of the Government plnnt and the 
amount made per annum. If we had a plant to mnke 20,000 
tons a year, and made that much, he says it would cost $27!> per 
ton, while if we bad a plant to make 10.000 tons per year, and 
made that much, it would cost $314 per ton, and if we had a 
p1ant to make 5.000 tons per year, and made that much, it 
would cost ns $354 per ton. 

Now, I am going to take the chairman's figures. Each battle
ship calls for about 8,000 tons of armor plate. If we must 
build two, that would call for 1G,OOO tons per yenr. and if we 
place its cost between that of the cost of the 10,000 and 20,000 
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tou plant, at, say, $300 per ton, we would save on those two 
ships $2,400,000. This is the best estimate our Government 
officials or the chairman [Mr. PADGETT], who all favor two bat
tleships, can make. But the chairman says they are not cer
tain about it. The Secretary of the Navy declared that he would 
only submit to the trust price because he felt compelled to, 
because we were in their power ~nd must submit to be held up. 
The Secretary advised and the committee have provided in this 
bill for a still further investigation of this whole cost matter, 
and I ::un persuaded it will turn out like our investigation of 
powder cost when the Powder '.£rust held us up. I think it 
will turn out that 'the half has not been told. We built our 
powder plant and the trust powder price tumbled from 85 to 
53 cents per pound, while the powder made in the Government 
plant costs less than 40 cents. Mr. Chairman, I do not like to be 
held up, and the fact that the robber-excuse the term-is 
patriotic does not make me like it any better. [Applause.] 

Since we are now building five big ships, using the trust's 
armor plate, at the trust's prices, I for one wish to contract with 
them for no more; to build no more till we can build our own 
plant and make our own armor plate. By· the time we can 
complete the five ships now authorized our plant will be ready 
to operate, and what we build then will not be induced by the 
persuasion and agitation of big corporations, whose profits 
prompt them to drive the world to bankruptcy in war prepara
tions. Why, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Alabama [l\1r. 
HoBsoN] claims that the United States will win in this battle
ship fury by building until the other nations, not so rich as we, 
will be unable to build; that is, will be bankrupt. I want to 
make it so no man will be interested in making war tools and 
making war. 

SeYenth. Mr. Chairman, I have a better argument than I ha\e 
made or am going to make or can make against this two
dreadnaught-battleship program. That better argument is the 
speech the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PADGETT] made in 
this House on March 31, 1910. I do not insert it, because it is 
already in the RECORD, and those who wish may read it. But 
I want to use Mr. PADGETT then against Mr. PADGETT now, not 
for the argument ad hominem but because he is now the btll
wark of the two-battleship program. 

Then he said: 
Standing before you this afternoon and measuring my. words witll the 

facts before me--and in my judgment I can substantiate them and 
make them good-! say there is no necessity either from the standpoint 
of om· domestic conditions or our international relations for the construc
tion each year of two battleships. The construction of one battleship 
will not only maintain the efficiency and the adequacy of the American 
Navy, but it will add a proper increase to the development of the 
American Navy. 

And he proceedeu to make good with a splendid array of facts 
and arguments. He continued: 

Now let me call your attention, if you please, to some tables. Japan 
and Russia have been held up before the country and before this Con
gress. I have taken the pains to analyze the situation with reference 
to them, and I have the documents here. Let us make a comparison 
between Japan and the United States first. 

He then proceeded to make the comparison, giving the items 
of nasal strength of each nation, and after a clear demonstra
tion he concluded with this short sentence: 

If we llad our fleet divided and put one-half in the Pacific, we would 
have more there than Japan has. 

Then he denounced the war scare as-
A nightmare to stimulate the growth of naval hysteria in this country 

in order to foster the propaganda that I believe is set afoot and main
tained by the beneficiary interests in this country that profit out of 
the spending of thirty or forty million dollars a year out of the naval 
program of this country. • 

And he related this incident: 
I will not call names, but one of the admh·als came before our com

mittee and asked that the doors might be closed, that the stenographers 
migllt be excluded, and that be might spealr to the committee in execu
tive session. This was some years ago, · and he proceeded with bated 
breath to tell us of the nearness of impending disaster and conflict 
with Germany, and he dilated upon that question at length, and I sat 
and listened to it for quite a while, and after be bad px·oceeded for some 
time I could not escape the temptation, and when I had the opportunity 
I said to him, ."Admir~l, do you think this will take place and they can 
catch us before we can ·get home?" [Laughter.] 

_ Ir. WILSON Qf Illinois. What did he say? 
1\Ir. PADGETT. He smiled. 

Tben he declared, by quoting from l\Ir. Fairbanks: 
America is at peace with the world. There is nothing that can mar 

the peaceful relations of the 'Cnited States to the other nations of the 
wot·ld except our own inconceivable folly. 

Then 1\Ir. P A.DGETT was not scared. Oh, that he were not scared 
nmv! Possibly our trouble with Mexico has scared him, but 
that trouble will be long past before the ships we authorize now 
can be built. 

Then he made tl1is stntement: 
!\ow I desire to invite your attention. if you please, to another phase 

of this question. We have at the present time 2,824 naval officers of 

all grades. We have an authorized enlistment of 42,000 enlisted men. 
Yon will find in the hearings of Capt. Usher, who appeared before the 
committee in behalf of the Bureau of Navigation, in answer to my 
question, a tabulated statement showing the number of men necessary 
and · required to man our present complement of ships on a peace basis 
and on a war basis. On a peace basis it requires 3,652 officers and 
60,!)02 menr or, if you please, a shortage of 828 officers and 18,902 men. 
On a war oasis, to fit out and man the ships we now ha>e, it would 
require 3,890 officers and 72,281 men. 

And further on he said : 
Now I want to call your attention to this fact, that Admiral Pillsbury, 

Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, in his annual report in 1908, said 
that it takes on an average six years to train a man-of-war's man; so 
that it takes twice as long to train and to qualify a man to operate 
the ship as it does to build the battleship. 

In these statements he seems to me to have demonstrated that 
we have not the men or officers to make available the ships we 
now have, and could not get them in less than five or six years; 
then why build more? 

But he continued, quoting from the Secretary of the Navy: 
We are tying up the big cruisers, and transferring the men from the 

cruisers to the new battleships. 
And quoting from President Roosevelt: 
No fighting ship of the first class should ever be laid up save for 

necessary repairs. 

And from :Mr. Roosevelt further : 
To put a new and untrained crew upon the most powerful battleship 

and send it out to meet a formidable enemy is not only to invite, but 
to insure, disaster and disgrace. If the officers and men are not thor
oughly skilled in and have not been thoroughly trained to theit· duties, 
it would be far better to keep the ships in port during hostilities than to 
send them against a formidable opponent, for the result could only be 
that they would be either sunk or captur'ed. 

All this seemed to me then, and still seems, good cause for sus-
pending dreadnaught building. · 

Surely, our Navy is far stronger now than Japan's. If it 
is not stronger, it is at least very close to that of Germany; 
and there is no war or rumor of war with either of those 
nations. There is no more likelihood of war. with Germany 
that there was when the timid admiral asked l\Ir. PADGETT's 
committee to close its doors, so he could a tale unfold. Our 
Na\y is stronger now than it ever bas been. I am no more 
scared now than 1\Ir. PADGETT was in 1910. 

Then the gentleman showed our superiority over Germany as 
clearly as he did our superiority over Japan. I can not quote 
his whole speech, though it is worth quoting. Is it any wonder, 
then, that the gentleman from .Missouri [ ir. HENSLEY] here the 
other day exclaimed, "I beseech the gentleman to tell me why 
he has changed." In reply the gentleman from 'l'ennessee said: 

Let me say. gentlemen, that tbe chairman has not changed his pur
poses or his ideas. In the preparation of this bill I bad before me the 
same general purposes, wisely and judiciously, patriotically and honestly 
to administer· the trust committed to me, bearing in mind the environ
ments by which we were surrounded, the _circumstances in which we 
were placed. and the developments that · have taken place, to qeal with 
the honor. the welfare, and the protection of the country, and a wise 
distrilmt!ori of the people's money that I bad in 1010. 

It was a round mouthful of words, but was it more? He also 
said that be had voted to increase the post-office expense and 
be had -.;-otecl for certain other increased expenuitures which 
seemed to me to ha\e no relation to the Navy. "Times 
change," he said, " and we change with them." l\lost profound. 
But does it satisfy? Does it answer any or all of his speech of, 
1910? Does it show where he was mistaken or wrong in 1910? 
He attacks Mr. WITHERSPOON's arguments, but he does not 
answer his own. The nearest specific attempt he makes is the 
following (see CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, Apr. 25, 1914, p. 7269) : 

My friend, Mr. HENSLEY, read a portion of my speech that I made 
in 1910. Let me read it : 

"The Reichstag a few years a~o fixed by law a definite program au
thorizing the construction of 16 battleships between 1907 and 1017. 
Up to tbe present time, of those 16 ~;he bas 8 building that constitute 
a part of her 30, so that in 1917, if she builds the other 8, she will 
have 38 battleships, and if we only build 1 a yeal' fr·om now until 1917, 
added to the 33 we have got, we will bave 40 fil'st-c!ass l>attleships as 
against her 38." 

What arc the facts? I said conditions change and vary. At the 
present time, counting ber battleships and dt·eadnnughts because they 
are simply different types of the same thing, and the battle cruisers 
a.nd the Worth and the Bl·anclenbU1'(J that have been eliminated from the 
fighting line, she bas 48 to-day. What bas the United States, inclnding, 
if you please, the 3 that have been eliminated and they have been com
plaining about? We have 39-

~hat brief paragraph is substantially, it· seems to me, the only 
answer he gives to 1\Ir. HENSLEY's request for the reasons of his 
co::J.Version-the only answer he now makes to his great speech 
of 1910. It seems to me remarkable. If, as he stated in 1910, 
Germany then had 22 battleships built and 8 building and now 
has 48 battleships, she must have completed and built in the 
4 years intervening 26 battleships, or 6~ ships per year, while 
her program. as he then stated, was 16 ships in 10 years. Then 
he told us Germany would ha\e 38 battleships in 1917; now 
he tells us she has 48 battleships in 1914. Which one of these 
speeches is correct? When did Germany change her program? 

-- . , 
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Has Germany or even England ever averaged 6! battleships per 
annum for four years in succession? 

In pussing let rue say that against Mr. PADGETT's urgent elo
quence we built two battleships in 1910 and two in 19ll, so 
W'e are two ships ahead of the program he then said would keep 
us ahead of Germany up to 1n17. 

l\1r. Chairman, did Germany ha-ve any such program as 
stated by Mr. PADGETT in 1910? If so, has she changed it, and 
when, and how? Was he mistaken in l!llO? Is he mistaken 
now? But supposing the chairman's present statement that 
Germany now has 48 and we 39 battleships, and the inference 
he lea,es to be drawn that she is stronger than we in pro
portion as she has more battleships is correct. What difference 
would that ha \e made to the gentleman in 1910? At that time 
"he was not afraid"; "the invader was not coming in his day 
or his children's day." 

Then ·• nothing could mar our peace with other nations but 
our on-n inconceivable folly." (CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, 61st 
Cong. , p. 4064.) 

Then it was "better to develop homes than build battleships." 
(lb .. p. 4065.) 

Then our Na-vy was topheavy, and he was urging fewer bat
tleships and more colliers and necessnry auxiliarieJ to make 
the ships we have effective. (lb., p. 40G3.) 

Then we bad only about two-thirds the men and officers to 
mnn our ships, and he said it took six years to train a man
of-war's mrrn. (Ib., p. 4065.) 

Then we were, he said, tying up numbers and numbers of 
our fighting ships for lack ' of men, and transferring the men to 
new battleships. (lb., p. 4065.) 

Then a battleship tied up went to ruin, and to put a new and 
untrained crew on a big ship was to invite disaster and dis
grace. (lb., p. 4065.) 

Then shortage of men and officers made piling up battleships 
futile. (lb .. p. ~065.) 

Then our earlier and smaller ships were not negligible in 
fighting value, and he quoted Dewey. 

Then Germany's 20 battleships were far inferior to ours. 
(lb., 40C6.) Is not that what Mr. WITHERSPOON says now? 

Then old ship with new machinery, and so forth, were good 
as new. (lb., 40G6.) Is not that WITHERSPOON speaking now? 

Then he was at odds with HoBsoN and at one with WITH
ERSPOON, and had a very simila-r argument with Mr. HoBsoN 
that .:Ur. WITHERSPOON now has with 1\lr. PADGETT about the 
relatiYe strength of the German and the United States Navies. 
(lb., 4067.) 

Then he asked, "When you go back to your voter, will ~on 
tell him * * * that we set apart $12.000,000 for construction 
and $1,000.000 to operate a battleship that is not needed from 
any point of view or under any just.consideration?" (lb., 4069.) 

Then he declared, " I appeal to your judgment and your pa
triotism. and I ask you, Is it not time to call a halt in this 
mad hysteria of naval development and apply something toward 
the development and improvement of our country?" (lb. 4168.) 

Then 1\Ir. HonsoN asked him, in substance. if his people would 
not make a sacrifice in the legitimate defense of our conn try 
and its vital interests; and he replied, "I would be glad to 
~ay to the gentleman that for the legitimate defense of the 
country the patriotism of these men would prompt them to 
make any s11crifice, but the gentleman cunningly states his propo
sition. I deny that this is a legitimate defense; it is an unneces· 
sary and wasteful extravagance of the public money." Further 
on he adds, "I have stated and restated that one battleship 
was extravagant," and "that an excessive Navy built under the 
stimulus of agitation, fostered and encouraged by the benefi
ciaries of such a policy, is a menace to the peace of the world." 
(lb., 4169.) 

Does the brief paragraph I have quoted from the speech of 
the gentleman a few days ago answer all or any of his power
ful argument of 1\larch 31, 1910? I believed that speech when 
I heard it was unanswerable. It has not been answered. I still 
believe it is unanswerable. I believe it showed that the build
ing of one great battleship yearly was extravagant, and the 
building of two yearly was folly and futile waste of the public 
money. 

Would that the gentleman from Tennessee would abandon 
the pnrty of naval hysteria, supported by the interests that 
profit by the policy, and join with us in resisting this extrava
gance and futile waste of the public money. 

In tlle name of our civilization, the growth of 6,000 yea1·s of 
human upward struggle: in the name of the human intellect, 
rising above bmtal ferocity; in the name of om~ flag, which has 
stood for over a hundred years for all that has been highest in 
earth's history; in the name of altar, home, and country; in 
the name of labor, which has toiled through all the countless 

ages to bear the burden of all wars ; in the name of womanhood 
which has borne in silence and heartache and horror the sorT~ 
and suffering and cruelty and shame of war's brutality; in the 
name of all war's victims, the stricken, outraged, and mur
dered innocents of all ages and nations; in the name of sister
hood and motherhood, of brotherhood and fatherhood; in the 
name of humanity; in the name of holy mercy, and of a just 
God who will not hold us guiltless of the shedding of blood; I 
protest against this bill. War for defense of our freedom, our 
fireside, our ~ountry-yes; with every dollar of our wealth, 
every drop of our blood-but this is not for defense; it is for 
mastery over sea and mastery over land, and our flag is turn
ing into a symbol of power and domination, not of freedom, jus· 
tice, and mercy. Its folds iloat over us, and it brings no visions 
or voices to our minds save of the fires of burning houses, the 
sinking of ships, the drumbeat and the smoke and din of 
battle, and the groans and cries of the wounded and dying, and 
bloodstained heroes only claim in death the honor of its sacred 
folds. 

Let us change that. I would not have our flag always only 
wrapped around the form of him who lived by the sword or died 
by the sword. I would see it ofttimes wrapped around the 
coffined forms of those who went down into the raging sea in 
lifeboats or stood at the engine's throttle or dared the fury of 
flames to save life, the form of the moral hero who dared to do 
right when the world frowned and mocked. Yea, I would see it 
twined with the white pure cross of Christianity and wrapped 
around the form of the patient, tifed mother who, after life's 
long, lean years of labor, of suffering, and of sacrifice, sleeps 
and rests at last. Amid the changing times and tides of life I 
would like to gaze on its stars and stripes and have .them fade 
into scenes of heyday and joy and plenty, with mirth and music 
and song, the fruition of a sober and righteous nation. 

I would have that flag a fit emblem for those who lO\e home 
and happiness and mercy and hate iniquity and penury and 
whose passion is peace. [Loud applause.] 

The CHAIR.l\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. HARDY. I will ask leave. l\fr. Chairman, to extend my 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [l\fr. lliRDY] 
asks unanimo.us consent to extend his remal'ks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PADGETT. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield fi\e minutes to the 

gentlemRn from Ohio [Mr. FEss].· 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [l\.fr. FEss] is 

recognized for five minutes. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, there is no man on the floor of 

this House who has been more interested in the movement for 
peace than I have been. There is no one who has watched with 
greater interest the different activities identified with our own 
country on behalf of peace than I. I recall that in 1843 the first 
newspaper started in this country or any other country de
signedly intended to develop the spirit of peace was tl:).e Ameri
can Citizen, established by Elihu Burritt, and it was through 
his agitation that the first international peace conference known 
in the history of the country or of any country wns held, and 
our country was very prominent in it. It was in this confer
ence that Burritt and the Tapp.ans took an advanced position for 
peace. 

That same movement still continues. Identified or assodnted 
with it is another mo,ement, known as the Interparliamentary 
Union, in which our country bas been and is now \ery act iYe. 
Identified with the peace movement is still another movement 
which found its expression in the first Hague conference. where 
26 nations, through their representati•es, sat under the same 
roof in the 1nterest of peace; and also the second Hague con
ference, in which 44 nations deliberated upon the que~tion of 
finding a substitute for war. While I lJelieTe ns much as nny 
man in this Chamber that we ought to develop the spirit of 
peace, and while I know that the fruits of peace are superjor 
to the fruits of war, yet I fot· one can see · as our main function 
in the development of this public opinion in support of peace U1e 
directing of the public mind along lines of peaceful pursuits, not 
by ceasing to build for the preparation of a war that might 
come, but rather for the organization of this public opinion by 
associations that lead to such expressions as The Ha.,.ne confer
ence and the numerous other organizations designed to culti
vate a conviction for world disarmament. Our country bas had 
its very best expression of its eonviction for peace in that latM 
est proposition for the creation of an arbitral court of justice 
which was suggested by our Secretary of State and favorably 
considered by the second Hague conference. Before that time 
the far-reaching expression of peace on the part of our country 
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was suggested by our rep-resentative in the first: Hague confer
ence, Andrew D. White, whlch was made when the conference 
was about to adjourn without any decisive action. Through 
thnt suggestion we have The Hague tribunal of arbitration. ~t 
was given vital meaning when we induced Germany to subm.It 
the Venezuelan trouble to it. I want to state, as a believer m 
the movement for peace, that tbis country bas an important 
function to perform. But, gentlemen, I' raise this significant 
question: Is it our duty to stop the preparation for what may 
come, and is most likely to come when not prepared, at the very 
moment when our problems are being complicated, and when 
we are coming rapidly to be a world power? I mean just what 
I sHy. I will join any man on this floor to lead in the move
ment for disarmament; but it would be, in my judgment, sui
cide to disarm ourselves without disarmament on the pnrt of 
Germany and of Great Britain and of Russia and of France. 
[Applause. 1 

I believe in disarmament, and as a l\fem!Jer of this House I 
will vote for a measure that looks to the disarmament of the 
nations, if the nations will join us; but I will not vote to dis
arm while all the world is voting to arm. 

Our friend, the distinguished Member from Texas [Mr. 
HARDY], devoted nearly his entire time and argument against 
the distinguished chairman of this committee [ ... :lr. PADGET'l'], 
because, as he alleged, be had changed his mind. I do~bt 
whether the chairman has changed his mind. If he did, it was 
because conditions changed, which justify a change of mind. 
There is a different plan of armament in vqgue in the world to
day from what it was five · years ago. Germany has new plans 
of building, and other countries have p.ew plans of building, 
and for us to watch these countries in this program for na
tional defense and to sit quiet with little or no attention, and 
declare that God will tnke care of idiots and children and 
Americans is perfectly silly to me. [Applause.] 

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

:Mr. FESS. It seems to me that we ought to prepare for the 
emergency that probably will come if_ we are .Jot prepared. 
If my friend indulges in criticism of the distingui3hed chair
man because be spoke some time ago one way and speaks now 
in a different way, I will cite the gentleman to a distinguished 
case of n change of opinion. . 

The CHAIRl\1AN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I will yield to the-gentle
man five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Obio [Mr. FEss] is 
recognized for five ·minutes more. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. Chairman, I was just about to say that 
when the President of this Nation, for whom I have great 
respect and whose ability I 'very highly regurd-wheu be 
changed his views upon a question that stirred this Nation as 
few questions have stirred it, I did not fiuj fault with the 
President for doing it, but rather commended him, not because 
1 agreed with his opinion. That is his own business, and if he 
bas a reason for changing he does not need to question what 
the American Congress would say about his change; and, if I 
do not mistake, my friend the Member from Texas also in
dorsed that change by voting with the President. When the 
President changed his "wntchful waiting •• policy we both voted 
with him. It is not a matter as to what was done 2 ye:us ago 
or what was done 10 years ago. Our duty is to act in the pres
ent hour; it is what I shall do now. And I say to you, gentle
men, that while I belie_ve we ought to move to the time when 
we can see universal ~ace, if possible, peace does not come by 
declining to prepare for war. Peace does not come because we 
can not fight. Peace comes when you can command it and not 
until that time. You will not change human nature by irreso1u
tiou and inaction. The only way for us to insure the pence of 
the world is to concentrate the ability to command it in tb'e 
peaceful nations of this earth, :md you will not do it until you 
have accomplished that parti-cular purpose. 

1\lr. CALLAWAY. M1·. Chairman, wil1 the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FESS. To-day we have the largest undefended c{)ast line 

of any uatiou on the globe. I do U(}t mean we are totally de
fenseless. To~day we are becoming the most marvelous sea 
power in our building for the future that the world knows, pro
Tided we but embrace the opportunities that are opening. 

The CHAI.Rl\:I.AN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. B"ESS. I think I shan have to yield -to my friend, but 

I suggest to him not to take up all of my time. 
Mr. CALLAWAY. If having a great sea power keeps us out 

of war, of course that will do it, as we are comparatively 
greater than the nations we expect to get into war with. But 
bow does the gentleman exp.lain , our difficulty with Mexico? 

Mr. FESS. I am sorry the gentleman has asked that question. 
I think if a little better wisdom had been used. if our State 
Department would hn•e employed some vigor of diplomacy, we 
would not be in it. TA pplause on the Republican side.] I am 
s.orry, } say, the gentleman asked that question. 

~lr. CALLA WAY. The gentleman says that if we are pre
pared for war we will be able to command peace. Does the 
gentleman think that the bul1ies that go around the country 
commanding peace get more peace than the man who goes about 
in a more peaceful way? 

Mr. FESK I would say to my friend that he is assuming a 
position that I do not think is justifiedJ In other words. my 
friend would say, "If we did not have any battleships. we 
would never bnve war." Why. tbe day was wben there were 
no battleships, yet war was the rule instead of the exception. 
I want to remind my friend from Texas that from 16 8 nntil 
1815, a period of 127 years, 54 of those years were spent in 
actual fighting in 12 different wars between France and Eng
laud. This is the famous contest for the supremacy of the 
sea, in which England won at last. In those 127 yenrs there 
were 54 years of actual fighting. I refer to this as but one 
example of contest between two highly ch' ilized powers. Tben 
we did not have great armaments. Wa r s will cease in the llro
portion that we are able to compel them to caase. and the time 
is rapidly coming when we can not afford to go into war. I 
do not mean we should enter the world's rivalry in armament, 
but we must be able to police the seas. Would thE:' genUemuu~ 
I will not put it in that way. for I do not want him to take up 
my time. This Nation is a little more than 100 years old, and 
yet in that brief period it has become one and three-quarters 
times wealthier than the next wealthiest mttion on the globe. 
I do not thlnk this Nation. which has. reached this position of 
development in its rank among the nations. whirh is now lend
ing out into larger spheres of influence. and which has berome 
such a world power, ought to assume that there will ueYer be 
any more h·ouble. I do not think it the pHt of wisdom for us 
to rely upon that. Our problems are complicating in the degree 
that wa become a commercial power. We can not grow iu power 
and influence without . increasing our nationa l responsib1Uty, 
and it seems to me that if we command the Padfic. as we cer
tainly will, and if we embruce our influence on the Atlantic, 
we mnst build up our commerce, our merchant marine, and at 
the same time be able to command the respect of the powers 
that are jealous of us--in a word. to maintain a position of 
peace. Otherwise I fear we are destined for war. I know my 
friends will laugh at, if not ridicule, the statement I am about 
to make. You may call it a par.adox. I am a man {)f peace. I 
believe our greatest future is in the work of peace. I have 
been identified witb these peace movements and have advocated 
the various activities in church. (!ollege. and in the press. 1 
have not been much of a propagnndist. but I have been inter
ested and active in seeing a public opinion created to disarm 
the nations, but I have tal~en this position : You can not elimi
nate from human nature the heroic element, and you can not 
avoid the eoiLSequences of that fact. (Applause.l 

I ha>e little sympathy in thP profession of certain propa
gandists that we mu):lt cease to Rtng patriotic wngs to emphasize 
the meaning of the fl ag, because it instills a martial spirit. 

The heroic in us is innate. The best we can do is to direct 
it in the ch:mnels of peaceful pursuit. But in that case it 
does not comport with the Wghest wisdom to either disarm or 
allow our armament to decay by uonactiou, while our neigh- ' 
·bors are continuing their naval programs. 

We may not keep out of war. It may be forced upon us. Too 
often we find a fawning pretension for peace forcing us into 
situations where a struggle seems necessary for the sake of our 
national honor. There is no surer cause of war than a policy 
that convinces an enemy that we want peace at any price. 
Peace at any price leuds to inevitable war or natiounl humilia
tion. I repeat, the way to insure peace in the world is 
to concentrate the fighting ability in the bauds of the peaceful 
nation. I shall therefore vote to build two battleships in the 
belief that I am doing it in the interest of peace rather than 
war. 

Mr. P A.DGETT. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. J. R. KNOWLAND]. 

Mr. J. R. KNOWLAJ.\TD. Mr. Chairman. in the light of recent 
events it tnay be illuminating to quote from some of the speeches 
delivered by those- opposed to any increase of the Navy when 
the naval bill was before the House a year ago. 

I want to quote first from the gentleman from Texas [1\Ir. 
DrEs] who on February 22, 1913, used these words: 

The cry is for nrmiN~ and for navies, and I say that in the light of 
history there Is not a sclntllla in the history of the nations of the earth 
to justify a standing Army or a great Navy in this Republie. We are 
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separated ft·om fne politics of Europe by a great ocean. As long as we 
stay upon this hemisphere-ample it h1 indeed to support all of the 
children of the generations to come-and attend to om· own business 
unless we are rushed into a war by loud-mouthed jingoes against. the 
peace and security and happiness of this country we shall remain at 
peace. 

I ask the gentleman, Who are the "loud-mouthed jingoes" 
who precipitated the trouble to the south of us? The gentleman 
also said: 

Mr. Chait·man. I challenge the historians of this House to point to a 
single nation that ever existed upon the earth that was completely 
fitted by geography to do without an Army and Javy to maintain free 
institutions except the United States. 

France can not do it; she bas got to have an army and navy. Ger
many can not do it. England can not do it. Japan can not do it. 
But God has placed us upon this continent, separated from the world 
by seas and impassable barriers of nature, and if we run to military 
seed, as every other republic has done in the past, if som~ general-;
some Diaz or Huerta-comes on horsebacl;: and finally this Republic 
goes down in the night of military despotism. as every republic in every 
age of the world bas done, we will owe it to the fantastic Don Quixotes, 
who tax the people to fight windmills of their own imagination. 

I trunk we have all become convinced that a navy is of great 
utility on certain occasions, as very strikingly illustrated by 
recent events. 

On February 24 the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. GooDWIN] 
used these words: 

Mr. Chait·man, I repel as abhorrent the thought of the possibility of 
war or continued heavy appropriations of the people's money to prose
cute great wars when none are likely to follow. 

Tile genUeman from Virginia [Ur. SAUNDERS], always so elo
quent, said on February 26 of last year: 

Secure in our solitary grandeur in the western world, like a mighty 
eagle in its eyrie, too just to make wanton war and too great to be 
lightly assailed, we may well aspire to be the arbiter of nations and by 
the inspiration of our example bring to pass the reign of perfect peace. 

Tile Democratic leader [Mr. UNDERwooD], then i:q favor of but 
one battleship, used these words-

Ur. HENSLEY. Will the gentleman yield right there? 
1\lr. J. R. KNOWLAND. I would like to yieltl to the gentle

man. 
Mr. HENSLEY. I will say that the""gentleman maintains the 

same position to-day. 
Mr. J. R. KNOWLA:!\T)). The gent1eman from Alabama [Mr. 

UNDERWOOD] used these words : 
Our own honesty and our own moral courage protect us . against at

tacks, :md if we want to go into the battle fields of the world and 
attack other people unjustly we are only pirates and national highway
men. I hope that the proposition for the building of one battleship wlll 
be the proposition adopted by this House. 

On Febmary 26, 1913, the gentleman . from Indiana [1\lr. 
CLINE] said: 

The mission of this Nation is to teach the world an example " of 
high-minded foreign policy." Let us throw the moral force of that 
example into eve1·y quarter of the world and stand for freedom and 
popular government. We are the world's teacher of national peace 
and personal liberty. We do not need great navies to eat out the sub
stance of the people nor foreign allies to enforce a despotism against 
allen races. I would rather have the protection of the two great oceans 
of the world bordering on us than either the triple and quasi aliiance 
of the great navies of Europe to guard the peace, happiness, and liberty 
of the people. · 

The gentleman from Alabama: [l\Ir. BURNETT], on February 
26, speaking upon the same subject, said: 

Of whom are we afraid, and with whom do we anticipate war? 
Certainly not with Japan, a bankrupt nation, who could not borrow 
$100,000,000 if the life of the Empit·e depended on it. These cries of 
war have been raised by jingo politicians until we have ceased to be 
frightened by them. Let us talk peace and internal development a while 
and give the disappointed agitatorB for war a respite f1·om their ardu-
ous labors. · 

I simply quote these remarks, uttered a little over one year 
ago, to impress upon this House and the country the fact that 
wars come unexpectedly. It is when we least expect trouble 
that we have always encountered it. [Applause.] 

I ha\e always favored an adequate Navy and I urge this 
policy as an advocate of peace. I believe that this Nation 
should join in all peace movements, but until there is a uni
vers:tl agreement it would be almost criminal for us to neglect 
our Na,y. As a Member of Congress I do not propose to take 
that responsibility. 

It is easy indeed in times · of peace to dilate upon the remote 
possibility of war. When war comes the very men who oppose 
any increase of the Navy would be the first to criticize the 
Government if, through the inadequacy of our Naval Establish
ment, reverses were met with. We of the Pacific coast haye 
always favored liberal appropriations for both the Army and 
Navy. We are cognizant of the great problems confronting us 
on that ocean. At the opening of the canal we desire that this 
Government shall have a fleet adequate to protect both coasts
a fleet large enough to divide into two units, one for each great· 
ocean. . 

I shall vote for two battleships. I shall also vote that at 
least one of these ships be constructed at a Government yard. 
Since I have been a Member of this body I have fought con-

sistently in favor of the policy of constructing a part of the 
Government ships in navy yards. It was a difficult and uphill 
fight at first, but the result has demonstrated the wisdom of 
the policy. We now have a yard on the Atlantic-the New York 
Navy Yard-and on the Pacific-the. l\lare Island Navy Yard
equipped for shipbuilding, and these yards have made good in the 
building of colliers and battleships. Tilis policy has resulted in 
a reduction in the cost of ships by private shipbuilding con
cerns, in expediting construction, and in maintaining at the 
yards organizations of trained mechanics, essential in times of 
peace as in times of war. I hope there will be an amicable 
adjustment of our present difficulties to the south. We must be 
prepared, however, at all times for every emergency. As a 
Member of Congress I stand ready to support the President 
silould a foreign foe confront ns. When that time comes, nnd 
it is necessary for the Chief Executi>e to utilize the Army and 
Navy, I desire that he have at his command a force ~ulequate 
to meet any situation. [AI>plause.] 

Mr. PADGETT. I yield five minute to the gentlemen from 
Illinois [Mr. l\IADDEN]. 

:Mr. l\IADDEN. 1\Ir. Chairman. I am for peace, but would 
not tesitate to wage war if the Nation's honor is at stake. I 
would like to see the nations of the world on a permanent neace 
basis, and to that end would faYor a plan having in view the 
discontinuance of warship building. But unless nll the great 
powers agree upon such a program this Nation must continue 
to keep its Navy up to a proper state of efficiency. ·we can not 
afford to discontinue our naval program while other nations 
push theirs forward. Our Navy, both in hips and men, should 
be kept up to such a standard as will command the respect of 
the world and insure tile protection of our iGterests on tile 
Atlantic and Pacific Oceans. We can not allow our great coast 
line to go unprotected. We must be ready to meet nny emer
gency. To be prepared for war is the best insnrunce for pence. 
While other nations continue to increase their nnvies this Na
tion can not abantlon its means of defense. We would be prop
erly chargeable with neglect of duty if we do not use every 
precaution for the defense of our rights, and for that reason 
I favor the construction of two battleships. I hope, however. 
the time will soon come when a:: the world will cease to talk 
war and enter into a compact for uni\'ersal peace. 

While on this subject I wish to say that I regret our trouble 
with .Mexico, and I hope and pray that there will be no actual 
war between the United States and our sister Republic. Such a 
war is-too horrible to contemplate. It will mean widows and 
orphans throughout both lands, maimed men. death, suffering, 
want, sorrow, and misery for a generation, bitter hatred \\'here 
friendship and good feeling should prevail. It will cost the lh·es 
of thousands of our young men and the expenditure of nntold 
treasme; result in the devastation of vast fertile areas, t.H·ing
ing starvation and want and suffering to innocent men, women, 
and children, and sorrow into every home in both Republics. 

I would like to see peace and happiness and prosperity on 
every inch of American soiL I would like to see a feeling of 
friendship among the peoples of every American Tiepublic. I 
would like to see the doctrine of liberty carried into en,,·y 
household. I would like to see the United States blaze tile w<~y 
to this end. 

I would of course defend the Nation's flag and protect its 
rights in every land, on every sea. I would give every Americ:m 
citizen everywhere the protection of the flag and defend him iu 
the exercise of his rights with all the power of the Government. 
I would hesitate to use tha power of the Go\·ernment to pro
tect investments of American citizens in foreign nations. I 
would encourage thrift, industry, fruga ity. and patriotism at 
home and protect every citizen in his rfght to the enjoyment of 
the accumulations of his honest efforts here. but I do not think 
American citizens who take the risk of foreign im'estments h:tve 
any right to complain if the Governmen• to which they owe nlle
giance refuses to place the lives of its young men in jeopardy, 
fighting to preserve investments in other lands about which it 
has not been consulted. 

The greed of American citizens who make im·estments in 
other lands should not be encouraged by the Go\emment. Such 
citizens should be gi,en to understand that the blood of our best 
youth will not be shed to settle their quarrels with business 
rivals. I would make it treason, puuishable as such, for any 
person in the United States to engage in the business of financ
ing, encouraging, or abetting war in another nation with a view 
to invohing the Uuitecl States. I wonlu deny domicile in this 
country to any person so engaged, and I favor the enactment 
of laws to this encl. 

Mr. HENSLEY. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to my col
league on the committee, Mr. BucHANAN of Illinois. 

Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, .: rise to protest 
against the useless expenditure of the public funds by au-
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'thorizing two battleships. I am in faYor of an efficient Navy. 
1 am in fa-vor of preparing for our defense, but we now have 
a magnificient and nn efficient Navy. In making this protest, 
:Mr. Chairman, I urn fnlly convinced that I am expressing the 
sentiment of a large majorjty of the wage-workers of our coun
try. The working people of this age are not being deceived by 
the argument that these expenditures of money are for their 
benefit, except, of conrse, in those localities where navy yards 
may give a few men positions wh~re they would not otherwise 
have employment. But if it is good policy for the Government 
to appropriate money to give men work, let us appro:_1riate it 
for something that can oo used. 

I have not the time nor disposition and am not prepared to 
establish what I believe is true-that which was stated by my 
friend the gentleman from Texas in regard to the weapons of de
struction on battleships. I feel fully convinced that inside of 
10 years rrnttleships that are now being consh·ucted will be 
practically useless as far as their being used in war. Not only 
ha-ve we submarines to destroy them, but there are air craft, 
ana it is not impossible that we will have wireless electiicity 
that will be able to explode the magazines of these battleships 
at a long distance. 

Therefore I am convinced that battleships which you now 
authorize to be built, by the time they are constructed. will 
be of no use_ The Iabor people of this country whose senti
ment is expressed through organized labor, are exercising their 
influence throughout the world fo:t peace. You hear little said 
here except about building ·battleships, or the- weapons of war; 
yon hear little said about the men that must man t.ne battle
ships and who ought to be counseled in some way or other as 
to whether· we are or not to have war. Anyway, the labor 
moYement of this country and of the world is exercising its 
influence to pre-vent war. 

To bear out what I have said in regard to the labor people, 
I want to read a lette-r which I received from an organization 
in Danville. It is as follows: 

DANVILLE, ILL., February 287 t!J-V,. 
Hon. li'IUNK BUCHA.XA"Y, M. C., 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR Sm: I notice by the papers that you voted in the negative on 

the t wo-battleship p·rogram. 
Allow me to extend to you my heartiest congratulutfons for so doin~, 

as that expresses th-e sentiments of the labor m:gan.izations- in thm 
community. 

I have inclosed a copy of resolutions, which were passed by the 
Danville Trades and Labor Council, and unanimously indorsed by Ver
milion LodgE! 473, International Association of Machinists, which was 
in response to a circular letter sent out by Lodge 174, International 
Association of Machlnists, Washington, D. C., requesting all local 
lodges to urge tlleir respective Congressmen ' and Senators to support 
the two-battleship program. 

Again thanking you for the support rendered in the interest of the 
working class as a whole, and assuring you that if the oppm:tun-ity 
ever presents itself wcereby we conld gi"\Te you any assistance we 
would be glad to do so, I am, , 

Yours, for anything that is to the interest of the working class, 
[SEAL.] . w. T. RIZER, 

Recording Secretary Local ~73, I. A.. of M., Dan~:i1le, m. 
Tllis is the resolution in response to the request: 

INTERNATIO:'<AL ASSOCIATION OF MA.CHINISTS, 
VERMILIOX LODGE, No. 473, 

Danvme, Ill., January 23, 191.]. 
Whereas t.l:Ie legislative committee, Columbia Lodge, No·. 174, of th-e 

International Association of Machinists, has appealed to th-e Danville 
Trades and Labor Council and Local 473, International Associ:rtion 
of Machinists, for moral supl)ort wherein they ask that we favor the 
construction of more battkships instead of lessening battleship con
sh·uction, giving a.s a reason to obtain saici support that at a time 
when work is becoming slack throughout the country it is unwise to 
aggravate the condition by adopting a policy of naval construction 
that will throw thousands of workingmen out of employment ; and 

. Whereas we know that the construction of battleships are intended for 
war purposes, and that all the expenses of all the wars in all the 
world ln all time have been pald with the results of productive labor, 
always resulting in the working class paying all the expenses o.f all 
wars; and 

Whereas we reafize that in war soldiers cease to produce wealth, nnd 
finally soldiers actuully dsstroy wealth; and 

,Whereas we believe th~t war approl)riations could be applied in; a. mQre 
beneficial way to society in general ; for instance, the cost of the 
Civil War amounted to $31,521,815.2:>0.60. This sum, if applied to 
another way, would pay for a $1,700 home and also for $400· worth 
of furniture for eaeh house for a. total population of 90,000,000 
people, estimating 6 per family in each home. Or this sum would 
pay all the salaries of 25,000 school-teachers, at $625 ~r year, from 
the birth of Christ to the year 1909, a.nd leave stJtlleient to- emabli.sh 
50 universities, each institution provided with $10,000,000 worth of 
building-s and equipment, and each institution provided also with a 
$10,000,000 endowment fund for running expenses ; and 

Whereas we believe the members of the aforesaid lodge are promoting 
war, even tbougli they would have it appear to the contrary, by ask
ing for increased construction of battleships ~ and 

. Whereas we believe that whoever would understand war must glre 
special attention, first, to the economic- interpretation of history ; 
second, to the class struggle, considered historically and currently; 
and, third, to surplus \nine, produced by the workers, but legally 
eseaping from their control to the capitalist class, as a result of tho 
institution of private ownership and private control of the collect
ively used means of production: Then'forc be it 

Resol-ved by the Dan.ville Tf·ades ana Labt'J-r Oou,JwilJ and Vennilio1t. 
Loif(fe', No. 418~ Internationa1 Assoc'iatton of MachJnists, That we dis
approve of the appeal made by the aforesaid Lodge No. 174, believing 
that oecasional literary· nrrd oratorical snowbn.lls i~orantly, gracefully, 
and g-rammatically tossed in the direction of hell lfor war is bell) will 
have no effect on the geneTal temperature of tbat warlike· region; and 
be it further 

Resolved, That the two inclosed petitions intended :for to be sent to 
our Congressmen and Senators be left blank, and that a copy of these 
resoluti-ons be sent to Lodge NO'. 174 and the' monthly journal of the 
International Association of Machinists for publication. 

DANVILLE TUADES A.!\D LADOR CO"G:XC1L, 
JOHN F. DEMLOW,. 
P. n. crrnrsT~sox, 
GEO. w. llDRRY. 

Reso1utio1l Committee. 
.Adoptell by Local No. 473,. International .A.ssodation of Machinists, 

Janu:uy 26, 1014. 
H. A.. WISE", President. 
W. T. RIZER, Rec(}rding S'ecr etary. 
EDWARD M. hlETHEl, 
Pnn.n: 'MOLYNEAUX, 
FRED WfTTIG, 

Resolution Co-mmittee. 
Now, Mr. Chairman. than is evidence of what the members of 

organized labor n.re thinking at this time about war. I can 
produce many resolutions that have ooen passed throughout the 
counti'Y by the American Federation of Labor and of national 
organizations, bearing out the statement that this sentiment ex
ists in all labor organizations. I ha-ve a letter from the Chicago 
Federation of Labo-r asking my infl-uence to secure peace in 
Mexico. t is as follows : 

RA~"'N. BUCHAN.-L~,. l'tl. C., 
lVashingto", D. 0. 

DEAn S"nr: At the r:egular meeting of the Chicago Federation of 
Labor, held Sunday, .AprH 19, 1014, representin-g over 250,000 working 
men and \vomen, resolutions were unanimously passed, ns follows : 
•• Wherea..c; fhe reta.tl .. ons between the United States and Mexico are 

strained and war seems to threaten ; and 
" Whereas the commercial interest· are doing their utmost to bring 

about inteTvention irr Mexico which wou1d be profitable tO' them, 
placing great wealth in their hands, fixing the at-tention of the 
American people nl)on Mexico, and taking it away from the indus
trial questions upon which the organization and life of labor de
pends; and 

" Whereas the bUl'den. and suffering of war are always placed ul)on the 
working classes,. while the glories and profits are neve~; shared with 
them; and 

" Whereas war with Mexico would develop mfntary ideals which would 
submerge the constructive ideals for- which organized labor stands ; 
and -

uWhereas intervention by America would not operate to give· the lands 
of Mexico to the people of Mexico, but would result in untold 
sufferings to Americans~ which would not help the workers of either 
nation: Therefore be it 

"Resolved, That the Chkago Federation of Labor commend.'3 President 
Wilson for his eft'orts to restrain the greed of the commercial interests 
and to protect the American people from the horro-rs o~ war~ and be it 
further 

"Resolved, That we recommend tha.t the President, the Cabinet, and 
the Members of Congress be urged to exhaust every possiDle means to 
prevent the United States from becoming involved in the struggle with 
Mexico; and be it fnrth:er-

"Resoh:ed, That a copy of this resolution be focwarded to the Presi
dent, the Secretary of: State, and tile Illinois Members of the llouse 
o! Representatives and the Senate." 

Respectfully submitted. 
CHICAGO FI.:OERATIO~ OF LABOR, 
JOHN FITZPATRICK, President. 
El. N. NE>CKELS, BemretaPy. 

It will cost more than $30,000,000 to construct two bnttleships. 
The wageworker must bear the burden of taxation to build and 
maintain them. We now have all the battleships that there is 
a possibility of there being a need for, therefore the authoriza
tion of these two battleships is a. reckless waste of the public 
funds. 

.Mr~ PADGETT. 1\Ir. Chairman, I yield 15 miriutes to the 
gentleman from .Alabama [Mr. Honso:N] . 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Chairman, the worlU, as a rule, is con
trolled by moral and spiritual forces in the end, and the whole 
trend of human society, unless it is degenerating, is in the direc
tion of the conti·ol of human affairs by principles in accord with 
the moral laws of the universe. 

I feel that the United Stutes is clearly the most advanced 
organization that h.as yet arisen in the history of the world 
undertaking to embody the moral laws in the Nation's activKy. 
At Mobile P1·esident Wilson announced in effect-it is called the 
proclamation of Mobile-that the United States would never 
annex a foot of te:tTitory by conquest. I believe that e-ven .a 
superficial examination of historic incidents of this Nation,.s 
relations with the outside world will confirm the proposition I 
have laid down, that we are the foremost Nation in all the world 
to regulate our conduct by the mot·al law . 

But that very fact puts upon us great resr>Onsibilities. We 
not only embody m-ore than any other nation in our organic 
law and our statutes and principles underlying our institu
tions of the moral law, but we are the most potential instru
mentality the world has even seen to ~romote and extend the 
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sphere of influence of the moral law: amongst the nations of 
the world. 

'l'o me a nation, like an individual, has a beautiful and 
glorious responsibility of being an agent, sharing with the 
Almighty the execution of the great laws of evolution, the great 
laws underlying life and the universe. 

The responsibility that America has upon her is to promote 
as rapidly as possible the reign of justice and right, liberty, 
free institutions, the rights of men-those conditions under 
which the men and women of the world could in the shortest 
time and most consecutively develop most in character. That 
r-esponsibility is the greatest responsibility the Nation has. It 
is its contribution to the evolution and uptift of humanity, and 
it is that responsibility that ought to make us very thoughtful 
and earnest in deciding upon our relationship and what is be
neath our relationship witll the outside world. A corollary to 
President Wilson's proclamation of Mobile would be: America 
will never annex any territory in the Western Hemisphere by 
conquest, and neither shall any other nation. A corollary 1to 
her occupation of the Philippine Islands, with the underlying 
principle that we are there for their good and will in time give 
them self-goyernrnent and retire ourselves, is that no other na
tion shall occupy the Philippines for purposes of oppression or 
en~n for purposes of ruHng over those people against their con
sent. When we announce the Monroe doctrine, that the West
em Hemisphere shall not be subject to the colonial policies of 
the Governments of Europe that are based on the principle of 
aggrandizement, each nation getting advantage in its own col
ony, and that instead of this there shall be the prinicple of 
equality of opportunity for all, we should add that we do not 
ask special privileges at the hands of any r)eople in the Western 
Hemisphere, and neither shall we permit any other nation to 
demand special privileges. When we annotmce that we adhere 
to the open-door policy in China, to the principle of equality 
of opportunity there, we are morally under obligation to an
nounce that no other nation shall despoil China for selfish 
advantage. 

America occupies this position of leadership to extend the 
principles of equality of opportunity, justice, and fair play, a 
fair chance for all the sons of men in the world. This respon
sibility is very great, and when we come to analyze the process 
of expausion of the moral forces we will find this to be the 
c:rse. It can come only with organization amongst men, ever 
widening, and the development of civilization causes the unH 
of organization to extend all of the time from the family to the 
clan, from the clan to the tribe, from the tribe to the nation, 
and ultimately there will be an organization of the nations of 
the world, a world government. Another thing that is involved 
is not merely the physical barriers between peoples, but the 
average standard of character already evolved, and the prog
ress of the moral forces of the world can only keep pace with 
the average standard of character of the men of the world. 
\Vhen we come to im-estigate and analyze the average standard 
of character of the nations of the world, we see that we have 
not yet reached the point where they can get together and work 
out their differences according to the laws of justice and right. 
It is like being on the frontier, with a responsibility of preserv
ing those conditions of order under which all of the civilizing 
and elevating forces can operate without interference. That is 
analogous to tbe position of America to-day. When we combine 
with this the appreciation that we have more property real1y 
exposed than all of ~e countries of the wodd combined, and 
that we have no army, then it is clear that if an enemy that has 
a great army gets control of the sea he can strike us on our 
mainland, in the Panama Canal; he em;~. strjke us in Porto Rico 
and Hawaii and in the Philippines, whereas if we get control of 

· the sea, with the other nation having a big army, we can not 
harm the other nation, we can not strike her. Getting down to 
the last analysis it means that America in the Atlantic. which 
washes the shores of Europe and tJ:le Western Hemisphere, 
ought to have a navy at least the equal of any great military 
nation of Europe, and that in the Pacific, which washes the 
stlbres of Asia, of Alaska, of the Panama Canal, and of our out
lying posses ions, we ought to have a fleet as large as any mili
tary nation of Asia. That means we ought to have a fleet in 
the Atlantic as large as the navy of Germany and in the Pacific 
a fleet as large as the navy of Japan. That would mean this. 
A navy develops >ery rapidly. 

·If you are not up to date, you are outclassed.. It is the most 
rr.pidly developing of all of the industries. Old ships should 
not be ranged and lumped in with the new. The revolution 
that brought in the dreadnaught class is the starting point for 
determining the strength of modern navies. Starting with that 
point, we have Germany authorizing about three and a half 
dreadnaughts a year, and by the dreadnaught I include the 

dreadnaught proper and the battleship cruiser, and we have 
Japa~ authorizing about orie and a half a year. So, since 1907, 
Amenca ought to have been authorizing about ~ve battleships 
a year, and we have not done so. The naval estimates for new 
construction will show this is just about what has been taking 
place. We have been· authorizing less than two, a little moi·e 
than one and a half, when we ought to have been au'thorizin,6 
five. I know we have spent large sums of money, but jfprnbers. 
ought to realize that those sums are not expended upon new 
construction. Our Navy is very expensive to maintain, and we 
have not yet adopte11 any definite policy to make it more 
economicaL What we ought to do is to have a Navy up to date, 
and have a large ~·eser;·e number of battleships out of com
mission. 

1\Ir. DICKINSON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOBSON. Just one moment. 
1\fr. DICKINSON. It is just for a question. Do I ·under

stand the gentleman from Alabama to say that 113 is in favor 
of the United States maintaining a navy as large as the navy 
of Germany in the Atlantic, and a navy in the Pacific--

Mr. HOBSON. Oh, I will ask the gentleman to please hurry 
up-yes; that is what I have said. 

Mr. DICKINSON. As large as the navy of Japan? 
Mr. HOBSON. · Yes. 
1\Ir. DICKINSON. My re~ollection is that a few years ago 

when the gentleman spoke rn my home tow~ h~ advocated. a 
Navy on the part of the United States as large as the corn- , 
bined. navies of all of the European nations. 

Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman is mistaken. If we want to 
start now a legitimate naval policy, this year would call for 
about five dreadnaughts. I believe that they ought to be divided 
into three types, and that three of them ought to be of the 
dreadnaught-proper class, and that two of them ought to be 
of the fast-dreadnaught or of the battleship-cruiser class. 

And I am going to offer an amendment to that effect, a sepa
rate paragraph for fast dreadnaughts, and discuss that question. 
I am going to offer an amendment for some of these fast dread
naughts of which we have none. But the proposition I want to 
impress upon the Members here is that our naval program to 
carry out our national policy is Yery simple. It does not re
quil·e our initiative at all. It is simply that with the responsi
bility we have for the promotion of the moral forces of the 
universe, for · our own self-preservation we ought to have this 
fleet on the Atlantic and this fleet on the Pacific, so that each 
year we can take the German law-the Germans have been 
farsighted. enough to have their program follow a law for sev
eral years, through a number of years-we can take the Ger
man law and the amendments to that law-they are continually 
making amendments increasing the law-and we can find out 
what will be the expenditures for the next few years from 
Germany and the same from Japan and then fix our program 
equal to a combination of the two. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. JoHNSON of South Carolina). The 
time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. P .ADGETI'. 1\Ir. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. HENSLEY] to use the remainder of his time. 

1\Ir. HENSLEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to my 
colleague on the committee, Mr. WITHERSPOON, of Mississippi. 
[Applause.] 

1\Ir. WITHERSPOON. Mr. Chairman, the facts with refer
ence to the American Navy have been so fully discussed that 
it is not my purpose to attempt any repetition of the arguments 
in general debate. I do desire, however, to call the attention 
of the committee to two policies, on one or the other of which 
the administration of the American Navy must be conducted. 
These two policies are radically different in principle, in pur
pose, in results, in method. and in all moral qualities. One of 
these policies, which I will call the "battleship policy," seems 
to me to be founded on the principle, ·not that the power of the 
Navy is proportioned to the destructive force of the guns and 
the skill of the men in shooting, as Admiral Vreeland testified is 
the real test, but on the principle that its power is proportioned 
to the units in the fleet, and on the further principle that the 
construction of battleships affords large profits to capital and 
employment to labor. How much profit there is in the construc
tion of a $36,000,000 naval program I do not know, but I feel 
absolutely certain that the profits are big enough to result in a 
dangerous combination between the plutocracy of our country 
and the devilish militarism which now controls the expenditures 
of 70 per cent of Federal taxes, and is rapidly substituting a 
plutocratic empire for the Union of our fathers. [Applause.] 
There are, however, a number of instances deYeloped in this 
investigation which enable us to measure with some accuracy 
the amd'Ullt of waste and graft with which this bill is loaded. 
The difference between $440 which we will be compelled to pay 
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for the armor plate of these two battleships and the real cost 
of the construction of the nrmor plate-$279-that difference, 
or $161 per ton, multiplied by 16,000, makes $2,570,000, which 
is the amount of the damnable graft that you are asked to vote 
into these two battleships. • 

.Mr. S::S:ERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 
1\lr. WITHERSPOON. I will allow-excuse me just a mo

ment; I will answer you-I will allow ,the gentleman, and only 
'the gentleman, to ask me one question, because I will not 
have time to answer questions. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. 'rile statement was made this morning 
on the floor-an intimation-that we needed more battleships 
on account of the coming Mexican War. ls it not true that 
the old battleship Oregon, which is about to be discarded, 
could whip the whole Mexican Navy on any sea or ocean in 
the world? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. Yes; a dozen like it put together. 
Kow, another instance is powder. This bill carries an appro
)n-iation for about 7,000,000 pounds of powder that can never 
be used in time of peace nor in time of war, because if we bad 
a war that lasted long enough to wear out every gun in the 
Navy we would not near get to the 7,000,000 pounds of powder 
for which. you are asked to waste this money. There is another 
instance of graft and waste that characterizes the battleship 
policy. Take, for instance, the question of sbe11s. \Ve have 
been paying $27~ apiece for our large projectiles. That is 
what the "good" trusts of .America have been charging us 
for I do not know how many years. 

Ur. SHERWOOD. Is that the 13-inch shell or the 12-inch 
shell? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. The 12 and 14 inch. Now, some time 
ago the department adr-ertised for bids, and an English con
cern-Hadfield & Co.-lmowing that we were being robbed on 
sbe11s, bid $189 a shell and got the contract. The next con
tract that was let, these same American trusts, that had been 
charging us $274 apiece, discovered what the real worth of 
shells was and bid $165. 

The difference between $274 and $165, or $109 apiece, gives 
you a sort of measure per shell of the waste and graft and 
dishonesty that is involved in the battleship policy of the 
American Government. When the first draft of this bill came 
before your committee it contained a provision for the estab
lishment and an extension of our gun- factory that was to cost 
$2,225 000. The Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance told us that 
we did not need any such extension for the ships that are now 
authorized, and that we did not need any such extension for 
the two battleships carried in this bill, and that we did not 
need it at all except for some remote battleships which might 
be built in the distant future, and the testimony was so over
whelming that thnt piece of graft was even knocked out of the 
bill by the subcommittee which reported it. I could go on and 
give you instance after instance, but that is the battleship 
po1icy. It is to collect huge sums of money from the people 
and pay it out in certain localities and to certain great con
cerns to produce profit to capital and employment to labor. 
Mr. Chairman, what time did I begin and how much time have I 
consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has consumed 10 minutes. 
Ur. WITHERSPOON. Another thing I want to call attention 

to about this policy which I think throws some light upon the 
question whether it is right or wrong. Any policy that is right, 
just, and fair and honest I think seeks no support in misrep
resentation and falsehood. This policy, as I have shown you, 
llas been propagated by a slander of the American Navy, an 
attempt to stigmatize it as inferior in order to bolster up an 
unrighteous en use. 

They indulge in comparisons with foreign navies and leave 
out 17 of om· armored vessels, 32 of our big guns, and in every 
other way try to make you and the American peqple believe 
that we have an inefficient, obsolete Navy. That statement has, 
I submit, been demonstrated to be false, and no man bas at
tempted on the floor of this House to show-and no man can 
successfully show-any truth in this charge against our Navy. 
What do you think of a policy that has to resort to misrep
resentation and falsehood in order to bolster it up? Truth 
never goes band in hand with graft, waste, and wrong, and one 
of the marh:s of a wrong policy is the resort to misrepresenta
tion and deception. 

But they sny that this policy is inspired by patriotism; that 
the naval officet·s who ndvise it and the 17 naval statesmen on 
the Naval Affairs Committee who repot-t it are all inspired by 
patriotism. For the sake of argument I am wHling to concede 
that iu them is centered all the Jove of country tha~ e.."'tists 
around here, and. for the sake of argument I am 11erfectly 
willing to admit that the gentl,eman from Missouri [Mr. HENS-

LEY] and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BucHANAN] and 
the gentleman !rom Indiana [Mr. GRAY] and I are utterly de
void of patriotism. Concede all that, and I ask : ou what is 
the -value of their 'patriotism when it results in a policy identi
cally the same as the policy you would have if it were inspired 
by greed and avarice? Suppose you had a bill here written by 
a regular grafter, devoid of patriotism, and what sort of a bill 
do you think he would write? This bill carries $139,000,000. 
How many millions do you think a grafter would want it to 
carry? This bill provides for two battleships. How many bat
tleships do you think men would write into it if they were con
trolled solely and exclusively by their self-interest? Why, 
when yon authorize two battleships a year that results in the 
construction of six battleships all the time, because it takes 
three years to construct one. 

Now, there are only six corporations in the United States 
that can build battleships; and when you authorize two a year 
you authorize enough to keep them all going alf the time. 
[Applause.] How many do you think they would authot·ize if 
they bad to write this bill? Would they authorize more than 
they could build, or would they authorize the same number 
that these 17 naval statesmen bar-e authorized? This bill 
.carries provision for 7,000,000 POlmds of powder that we c:m 
never use. How many. do you think tbe Powder Trust would 
write itlto the bill if it had the right to do so? , 

Another characteristic of this battleship policy is that it is 
cold, heartless, pitiless, merciless. It has no mercy and uo pity 
for the great masses of the poor who have to pay for this waste 
and extravagance. It does not stop to consider that the mort
gaged debt on the home of the poor farmer must be increased to 
grn tify this vicious ta s:te. It does not stop to consider that tlle 
poor laborer whose eaL'Ilings are just enough to make both enu.s 
meet, every time he buys a pound of sugar or a sack of tobncco, 
or a garment to put on his back or that of his children, must 
contribute to this enormous waste. It is utterly deaf to his 
appeals for mercy. In all this bi11 there is not as much mercy 
for the laborer, there is not as much pity for the farmer, there 
is not as much sympathy. for the masses of the poor as there is 
in the hearf of a. hungry cat for the helpless mouse upon which 
it leaps. [Applause.] 

But I shall have to present this battleship policy to you, and 
if your conscience will help your stomachs, swallow it down. 
Let rue call your atte!ltion to the other policy. The othel' 
policy . aims wholly and exclusively .at the impror-ement of the 
Navy, at the increase of its power ·and efficiency, and is utterly 
oblivious to all other considerations. We believe that this can 
be done in a number of different ways, and I want to gir-e 
yon just a few illustrations. 

In the first place, all the naval officers and everybody agree 
on the proposition that the most important factor in the power 
of a navy is the men. More important than guns and ships 
are the men. We have bad it beaten into as ever since I went 
on that committee that we have not officers enough to use 
the ships which we already have. One officer told us that it 
would take the academy 20 years to turn out enough officers 
for the ships that we have now. Why, then, do you want more 
ships? But not only the number of the men and officers ou 
ships, but more important still than that is their skill in shoot
ing. All this war preparation amounts to absolutely nothing 
unless you can hit the enemy's ship, and that is skill which can 
only be acquired by long practice. We now give our men 12 
shots a year for each one of these guns. I believe that shooting 
a big gun on a battleship at an enemy 7 miles away requires 
.more practice to be skillful than it does to shoot birds on the 
wir~, and a man who did not shoot but 12 times a year :n 
bird hunting would not kill one bird out of five hundred. Tht~ 
admirals have told. you tllat they have o·ied it in the l\farine 
Corps, and the target practice there, wbieh is 300 shots a year for 
each man, bas resulted in increasing the efficiency of thnt corps 
1,000 per cent, and that one company there now is equal to 
five ·of a few years ago. ·Target pr9-ctice will make a· ship that 
can bit five times as often as the enemy's ship equal to just 
five of the enemy's ships, if they are equal in every. other 
respect. 

How much time have I, 1\Ir. Ch.airman? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has seven minutes re

maining. 
l\Ir. WITHERSPOON. Briefly, we have 78 big guns in our 

Navy that are 35 calibers long. I have shown you by the ballistic 
tables . in this argument that to substitute 45-caliber guns for 
those 35 caliber would double their destructive force. And all 
of that could be done for ab.out one-tenth of. what it costs to 
bnild one battleship, and would increase the power and tlle 
efficiency of the Navy ten times as much as to add two more 
battleships to it. 



8116 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. }fAY 5, 

I wish I had· time to '{'liscuss a number of other questions 
affecting the good of the Navy which have never been im·esti
gated, because we spend all our time trying to squander the 
public funds. One thing, we have not a single navy yard on 
either coast to which a badly wounded battleship could eYer 
get in time of war except .at Puget Sound. If we had been 
studying the good of the Navy, we would have had that thing 
corrected; but we do nDt have time to do that. I -could go on 
and show you a great many other things that have occurred to 
me. I could show you how we could increase th~ powe~ and 
efficiency of the Navy at a small cost, and I honestly belie\e we 
could double its efficiency and :power and still reduce this appro
priation from $140,000,000 to $100,000,000, if we had an oppor
tunity. But where the whole time is taken in driving toward 
these useless battleships, it paralyzes all efforts to improve the 
Navy. [.Applause.] 

Here are the two policies. They are so radically different, so 
.antagonistic one to the other, having such different objects and 
purposes, that you .can not blend them. The two can not go 
together. You must take the one or the ·other. You can not 
blend the moonbeam on the cloud with the shadow in the cave. 
You can not blend the tint ct:rpon the cheek of the flower with the 
filth in the gutter. You can not blend the smile of love with the 
frown of hate. And you can not blend the patriot's love for his 
country with the selfish greed of the grafter. [Loud applause.] 

Neithet· can that courage, that patriotism, that self-sacrifice 
which has always cov-ered the American Navy with glory e\er 
be blended with the in&'1tiable passion for :gold and the impu
dent clamor for profits in more battleships. [Applause.] The 
two antagonistic forces can not long coexist in the same char
acter, for the stronger force will overcome and subdue and 
1inally expel the weaker from the heart. You m1.1st choose tlie 
one or the other. For my }lart, I have seen the slimy fingers of 
commercialism clutching the white throat of the American 
Nary, and I have done now all that I could do to break asunder 
its unholy grip. 

My -country, 'tis of thee, 
'Sweet lund of liberty, 

Of thee I sing. 
[Prolonged applause.] 
1\Ir. PADGETT. ltfr. Chairman, I listened with much inter

.est and pleasure to the gentleman who has just taken his seat. 
He uttered some very beautiful ·sentiments; among them one 
sentiment that appealed to all of us, that you CC'uld not blend 
patriotism with graft. I agree with the gentleman absolutely, 
and as there is no effort and no attempt to bl-end patriotism 
with graft, it was an academic statement. 

It is equally true, Mr. Chairman, that the patriotism which 
is not practical, that patriotism that lies supine, tlmt patriotism 
that is neglectful of the interests of the country, that patriotism 
that fails to look to the environment in which one's country is 
placed and -allows the country to be placed in a. -condition where 
1t is defenseless, becomes criminal. [Applause.] 

Tile gentleman n·om Texas [Mr. HARDY], following the lead 
of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. HlffiSLEY], paid me a dis
tinguished tribute in quoting extensively from a .speech I made 
in 1910. As I said m reply to the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. HENSLEY], I repeat now, that the -same motives and ' the 
same purposes that moved me at that time I still cherish. But 
conditions .change, and men change with them. Countries 
change. Our environments differ, and the man who would 
mo,·e his actions according to the environment of 1910 when 
dealing with problems in 1914 is a lightning-bug statesman. 
His headlight is toward the stern of the ship. [Laughter and 
applause.] · 

Mr. Chairman, let me call the attention pf the committee to 
a few facts. In 1910 the American Navy, by all the authorities 
in the world, was classed as second in efficiency an-d in fighting 
power. In 1914 it is classed by every naval authority in the 
world as No.3, much behind Germany. 

In 1910, of which I was speaking, what we1·e the conditions that 
had just preceded us? Great Britain had recently before that 
time reduced its appropri-ation for new construction from 
$GG,OOO,OOO a year to $57,000,000, and was contemplating a fur
ther reduction to $52,000,000 a year, and the expenditures of 
all the other naval powers outside of the United States showed 
no practical increase over previous years. During the next two 
years Great Britain furt}ler reduced its new constructi-on to 
$44,000,000, instead 'Of, as it had been, $66.000,0~£' ; :aussia re
duced hers from $20,000,000 to $19,000,000; Ft·ance from 
$22,500,000 t-o $21,000,000; and the United States had reduced 
its from $43,000,000 to $24,000,000. I speak in round figures. 

What are the facts nowr In 1913 Great Britain raised its 
appropriation for new construction to $81,500,000, Russia raised 
hers to $59,000,000, Germany hers to $55,000,000, and France to 

$45,000,000; and for the fiscal year 1014-15 En.gln.nd has in
cr-eased her appropriation for new construction to $89,412,.000, 
G~rmany hers to $49,889,000, France to $53.531,500, Russia to 
$-6G,750,846, and the -amount carried in this bill that gentlemen 
here characterize as "graft" is $36,000,000 for the new con
struction ill -the Nary. 

Gentlemen should deal with facts. Theories are beautiful, but 
facts are what appeal to intelligent, thoughtful men. We a-re 
dealing with conditions. The gentleman referred to the unhappy 
relation existing at this time with the country immediately 
south of us. It has called to your attention and has empha
sized the important part that the Navy would play in ca-se of 
trouble. With the country south of us without a na. vy, if the 
Navy of the United States is so important and so essential, 
what would be the necessities and the <lemands upon the Navy 
if we had a similar trouble with one of the great na'\"al powers 
of the world. and what part would our NaYy play greater thnn 
it is playing now? 

The gentleman said "Libet'ty," and that remindeu me of the 
fact that Patrick Henry said upon one occasion, memorable in 
the history of this country. that "Eternal Tigilance is the price 
of liberty." And I say here in thls company to-day that eyer 
preparedness is the preserYer of liberty. [Applause.] 

You can not speak of liberty in the abstract and say "Etern.al 
vigHance is the price of liberty," except eternal vigilance adapts 
itself to existing environments and learns the lesson and teaches 
the principle that liberty is preserYed by preparation. The 
gentleman from :Mississippi [l\Ir. WITHERSPOON] spoke yery 
beautifully and touchingly a moment ago about-

l\Iy countt·y, 'tis of thee 0 • • I sing. 

All. yes; all of us. But, my ·countrymen, I ne\er want the 
time te come in the history of this cotmtry when the American 
people, like the people of Israel in tlle days of olcl, shall hang 
their harps on the willows and sing of the disasters and of tllo 
defeats of their country. [Applause.] I want us ever to sing 
the glory, the triumphs, and the power of our country, and 
ne>er with burps hanging upon t:ae willows to sing of the humil
iation of our country. I want us ever to be ready, so that we 
can say to the world, "We stand upon high ground; we stand 
for manhood; we stand for womanhood; we love peace, and we 
shall have peace even if we shall huve to ·command it." 

No man can have peace, no country can have peace, as long 
as it is in a condition where it can be kicked and butted as 
e-very other lllltion in the world may see fit to do. We must 
maintain ourselves in condition to uphold the peace and the 
dignity of our country, and that is what your Committee on 
Naval Affairs has reported in here. 

But gentlemen have come in here from time to time and used 
the word u grafters" and all sorts of words imputing and in
sinuating improper purposes Rnd improper motiveB. It appears 
in the testimony, in the statement of the Secretary of the 
Navy, that he submitted this proposition of two battleships to 
the Pre.~dent of the United States before he submitted it to the 
Congress, and it met the personal and official approval of Presi
dent Wilson, and was submitted to Congress in obedience to 
and in conformity with the approval of President Wilson. 

Was that graft? Is the President particeps crimihis in 
graft? Is the Secretary of the Navy, who, as the representa
tive of the people of this country, has charge of the a-ffairs of 
this great department, and who has shown by his acts, as well 
as by his declarations, his purpose to scrutinize nnd to elimi
nate from the administration of his office every improper p:rae
tice and to secure the best terms possible for the people of 
this country, who has saved hundreds of thousands of dollars 
already in the administration of his office-is he particeps 
criminis in graft when be submits this J)roposal? The gentle
man from :Mississippi [Mr. WITHERSPOON] stood upon this 
fluor and paid a deserved and just tribute to the men of the 
Navy. Are these men of the Navy, who have stood in the front 
of battle and who have risked their lives and have dedicated 
their lives and their honor to the glory and the protecti'on of 
the country, when they come here and give us the benefit of 
thejr study and their knowledge and their experience upon 
these questions, when they tell us that every .consideration of 
patriotism and of self-preservation, every consideration of the 
welfare and the perpetuity of our GoYernment .Cemands of us 
that we have these two ships-are they, then, in the language 
of the gentleman, no longer to be trusted, are they no longer 
to be considered as honorable men, but as grafters, working 
in the interest of the trusts and the combines? Gentlemen, such 
arguments as that do not address themselves to the judgment 
and the intelligence of thoughtful men. They find no lodg
ment in honest hearts, when everything is laid open and we can 
understand and know the facts. 
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In conclusion, when we come to vote upon this matter, I ad
dress myself to you as American citizens interested in the wel
fare, the prosperity, the glory of the American people, inter
ested in living up to the American history of the past and 
moved by an honorable purpose to preserve unstained and liD
sullied the dignity, the manhood, the glory of this country for 
the history that is to be made in the yoors to come. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I ask for a vote. 
Mr. GRAY. 1\Jr. Chairman, I wish to offer an amendment to 

the amendment offered by the gentleman from New York [Ur. 
1\IAHER]. 
• The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 

nmendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 3, line 12, after the word " each," strike out the period and 

insert the following: 
· " Both of the battleships hereby anthorized shall be built and con
structed at a Government navy yard." 

Mr. MANN. I make a point of order that that is not an 
amendment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [1\Ir. MAHER]. 

Mr. GRAY. I offer it, then, simply as an amendment, if you 
make your point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the Chair understand the gentle
man from Indiana to withdraw his amendment? 

Mr. GRAY. I will withdraw it to offer it again. 
Mr. f\L-\.NN. Does he offer it as an amendment to the amend

ment or an amendment to the bill? 
The CHAIR~lAN. The gentleman offers it now us an amend

ment to the bill. 
Mr. GRAY. I do not care how I offer it, so long as it is 

offered. 
. Mr. MANN. Under the order that was entered, is debate on 
this amendment in order? This is an amendment proposing to 
build in a navy yard. 
· Mr. GRAY. Have I the right to offer it as a substitute if 
this amendment is not in .order? 

1\lr. MANN. I think so. I think the gentleman has the 
right to offer the amendment. Is debate on this amendment 
closed or not? 

Mr. PADGETT. Debate upon the paraf;raph with reference 
to the number of ships, and so forth, !.las been concluded by· 
agreement. The question whether ships shall be built in Gov
ernment navy yards is 1eft open for discussion 

Mr. MANN. The amendment of the gentleman from Indiana 
anc.l the amendment of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
MAHER] also were in reference to where the ships should be 
built. 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes; that question was left open. 
. 1\lr. :MANN. If that amendment is to be discussed, why not 
let it wait until the other matter is rusposed of? 

Mr. GRAY. I asked the chairman when I could offer this, 
and he said to offer it right away. I am simply complying 
with his sugge tion. 

Mr. MANN. I have no desire to have it discussed, as far as 
I am concerned. 

Mr. KONOP. :.et us vote on the ships. 
Mr. BROWNING. I reserve a pont of order on the amend

ment. 
The CHAIR:UAN. The Chair is in doubt as to whether the 

gentleman bas mad~ his point of order in time. 
l\Ir. l\IANN. The amendment bas not yet been reported as 

a separate amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. That is correct. The gentleman from 

Indiana now offers a:c. amendment to tlle bill, which amend
ment the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk rend as follows: 
On page 53, in line 12, after the word " each," strike out the pet·iod 

and insert the following: 
"Both of the battleships hereby authorized shall be built and con

sh·ucted at a Government navy yard." 
Mr. BROWNING. I reserve a point of order on that amend-

ment. 
:Mr. HARDY. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HARDY. The gentleman from New York [Mr. :MAHER] 

offers an amendment to have one of these ships built in a Gov
ernment navy yard. Would not the amendment of the gentle
man from Indiana, in order to determine its place in the cate
gory of motions, be more properly offered as a substitute for 
tlle amendment of the gentleman from New York? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair does not feel called upon to 
determine that question at this time. The gentleman from In
diana [l\Jr. GRAY] came to the Chair with an amendment, which 
the Chair did not read, and asked the Chair when be should 
offer it. The Chair, without mah.'ing a ruling, expressed the 

opinion that he could offer it whenever he chose after the ex
piration of the debate. 

Mr. BROWNING. A parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. HARDY. A parlia'mentary_ inquiry, .Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. HARDY. Would it not be in order to move that as a sub-

stitute for the amendment of the gentleman from New York? 
The CHAIRMAN. That point has not been reached yet. 
Mr. BROWNING. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAl~. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BROWNING. As I understand, this amendment will not 

be voted on until after we decide on the number of battleships 
to be constructed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment properly comes up after 
the question has been determined whethet· the paragraph shall 
remain in the bill as reported by the committee. 

l\Ir. BROWNING. Because if the amendment is offered now, 
I wish to make a point of order against it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that the gentle
man at this point reserves a point of order upon the amend
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana, and the Chair 
will recognize him for that purpose at the proper time, but 
this is not the proper time. 

l\Ir. 1\IANN. The gentleman from l\Iississippi [Mr. W1THER
SPOON] offers an amendment to strike out the paragraph. Of 
course, under the rules, any amendment to perfect the para
graph has to be voted upon before the amendment to strike 
out tlle paragraph. Both these amendments in reference to 
where the battleships shall be built are to perfect the paragraph, 
and, I think, would have to be voted upon first, unless by 
unanimous consent that is put over. 

Mr. BARNHART. In the event that the House should de
cide that it would build only one battleship, or none at all, then 
the amendments would be of no use. 

Mr. MANN. I am perfectly willing to have it put over; but 
the House might vote it or strike it out on the question as to 
whether the battleships were to be built in a navy yard or not. 

Mr. BARNHART. The prop-er time to consider it would be 
after we decide the other matter, whether we shall have any 
battleships. 

l\Ir. l\IANN. Not from a parliamentary point of view. 
l\fr. PADGETT. l\fr. Chairman, I will ask that the vote be 

taken on the question as to whether or not we shall have one 
battleship or two or none; and then vote on the question of 
where they may be constructed. 

Mr. MOORE. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MOORE. I desire to offer an amendment to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHER]. 
1\Ir. CALDER. Why not determine first whether we shall 

build o-ne or tw<;> ships. 
Mr. MOORE. l\1y inquiry is whether or not it is now in order 

to offer an amendment to the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York [l\Ir. MAHER]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that it is in order. 
Mr. MOORE. Then I present an amendment to the amend

ment offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. l\IAHER], 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Add the following to the Maher amendment: " Unless it shall be 

found that but one Government yard is equippeu to build a battleship." 

Mr. CALDER. To that I make a point of order. 
Mr. BROWNING. I reserve a point of order. 
Mr. MOORE. l\fr. Chairman, the point of order being re

served, is it in order to discuss the point of order? 
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask now that the vote be 

taken upon the question whether -there be one battleship or two, 
nnd then that a vote be taken on whether the paragraph au
thorizing any may be voted upon, and, after that is done, that 
the vote may be taken on these other amendments. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? . 
Mr. J. l\f. C. SMITH. Reserving the right to object, would it 

be in order to offer an amendment now and have it pending? 
The CllAIRl\IAN. It would: 
l\Ir. J. U. C. Sl\IITH. I offer the following amendment. 
l\fr. BARNHART. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. BARNHART. According to the statement of the chair

man of the committee, if two battleships are decided upon 
those in favor of one battleship or none will have no opportu
nity to express their preferences. 

Mr. MANN. There is an amendment pending for one battle
ship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
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The Clerk read -as foHow.s: 
.Amendment by 1\.lr. J. l\1. C. SMITH: " 
On page 53, at tb~ .end of. line 12, :add. the folhryvln-g: That all 

materials used ln tbe battleship or battleships authorized sbaU be pur-
chased and procured in th~ United States." · 

1\Ir. PADGETT. To that I reserT"e .a point of order. 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr~ Chair.ma~ a parlia.

mentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. ROBERTS of .Uussachusetts. Is the amendment .of the 

gentlemun from Indiana [Mr. GRAY] pending before the eom
mittee'? 

l\lr. !\IAl\"N. It is pending; it was reported. 
l\lr. ROBE RTS of Massachusetts. If so, I desire to offer an 

amendment to t'hnt amendment. 
The CHAIHMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the 

amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. GRAY] 
is pending, and the Clerk will report the amendment to the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Add to the amendment of Mr. GRAY the following: 
"And the Sec1·etary of the Navy is bl'reby authorized to equip such 

navy yards as he may desi"'nate in wbieh the. battlesb.lps bPreln ~u
thol'ized are to be built wltb tbe necessary building sltps and eqmp
ment, and tbc sum .of $200.000, or such part therl'of as may be neces
-sary, is h reby allprop.riated. for l'Uch navy yard designated by th~; 
Secretat·y of the Nnvy tn wb1cb the battleships are to be constructed. 

1\Ir. JO)\ES. To that, Mr. Chairm1lll, I resene a point of 
order. 

!llr. PAD-GETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that a vote may 
be taken on the amendment offe-red to strike out "two " and 
insert " one." 

The CHAIR~IAN. Without objection, tlle vote will be put 
thnt way. and the Clerk will report the .amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
ra~e 53, line 8, after the word " consh·ncted ~• strike out " two " 

und Insert "{)De." 

I\lr. ·MOORE. A parliamentary inquiry, 1\Ir. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. . 
1\!r. lUOOHE. When the gentleman from Tennessee, chrur-

man of the committee was arranging about time for discussicn 
of the general battle;hip proposition, I made an inquiry as to 
whether there would be any time for arguing these amend
ments and was told that that would come after the general dis
cussio~; that is to say, the 2 hours and 20 minutes discussion. 

Mr. PADGETT. I stated that all amendments were con
cluded except the one of where the battleships should be built. 

The CHAIR:\IAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment just reported.. 

The question was tnken; and on a division (demanded by 
1\Ir. HENSLEY and Mr. BUCHANAN of illinois theTe were 80 
.ayes and 128 noes. 

l\lr. IIE):SLEY. Teliers, 1\Ir. Chairman. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Chair appointed as tellers 1\fr. 

PADGETT and Mr. BUCHANAN of Illinois. 
'The committee agnin divided; and the tellers reported that 

there were m ayes :.nd 148 noes. 
So the nmendruent was rejected. 
The CHAIR~lAN. The next amendment to be voted upon is 

the Moore amendment offered to the Maher amendment. 
Mr .. l A 1'1r. Mr. Chairman, I aRk unanimous consent that 

the \Ote may now be tn ken on the Witherspoon amendment. 
1\!r. PADGETT. I ask unanimous consent that a vote may 

now be tHken ou the Witherspoon amendruent, to strike out the 
paragraph, and then, haviug dis):-osed of that, we can perfect 
it with the other amendments. 

The CHAIRliAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chn ir hears none. 

Tbe question wus taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. WITHERSPoo ... ) there were 41 .ayes and 152 noes. 

So the amendment was lost. 
The CIL\.UD.IA...:.~. The .question now is on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman n·om Pennsylvania to the Maher 
amendment. which the Clerk will report, and the amendment 
to the nmendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
.Amendment l>v ~It·. MAHER: 
On page 5:1, iine 12. after the word " each," insert the following: 

"At l~a.st one of tbe said battleships hereby authorized shall be built 
and constructed at a G<>v-ernment yard." 

Mr. l\llNN. I reserve a point of order on the Maher amend
ment. 

1\Ir. BROWNING. .And I make the point of order against that 
amendment. 

The CH.AillMAN. The gentleman from ffiinois reserves a 
point of order to the amendment and the gentleman from New 

J'ersey makes a point of order Rgainst the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. BROW?\TJNG. No, Mr. Chairman, I make it against the 
Maher amendment first. 

Mr. MURDOCK. 1\fr. Chairman. a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CH...~IR IAN. The gentleman will state it. 
lr. !.fURDOCK. Tlfe Chairman first proposed that the 

amendment to the l\Iaher amendment should be re!ld, and the 
Clerk was about to read the amendment to the amendill€nt, 

.when the point of order was made by the gentleman from Ne~ 
Jersey [Mr. BROWNING]. 

Mr. UANN. The gentleman is lnte. When the gent:en1lln 
from New York [Mr. MAHER] offered hls amendment this after
noon, three hours ago, I resened the point of order upou it. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I reaJjze that; but latterly just nt this 
moment the Chairman asked the Clerk to read the amendment 
to the amendment. 

1\Ir. l\IANN. The prnnt of order had not been disposed of. 
The CHA..IRMA.N. The gentleman from Kansas will no doubt 

remember thnt when the gentleman from New Jet·sey [Mr. 
BROWNING] rose some minutes ago for the purpose of resening 
the polnt of order to the amendment, the Chair noted his reser
·mtion. The g-entlernfln ,rose to a parliamentary in(luiry. to 
know whether m.· not his reservntion of a point of order at that 
time. was in order. The Chair answered him by snying. in 
.substance. thnt be would be reoo~nized at the proper time. nnd 
in the clamor the Chair was endeavoring to recognize the gentle
man from New Jersey, in order that he might mnke or reserve 
his point of order. 

1\fr. BRON1'\Il "G. Mr. Chairman., I make the point of order 
that it changes existing Inw, and limits the power of the Secre
tary to build these \e...«Sels wheren~r he pleases. 

Mt·. MAHER. l\lr. Cllairman, is it not too late to make thnt 
point of order now? 

'l'he CHAIRMAN. The Chair bas just beld that it i.s not. 
1\ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman state 

what law this changes? 
The CHAIR~!AN. The Chair was about to suggest to the 

gentleman from Tennessee [1\Ir. PADGETT], having charge <?f the 
bill. that he would be ~ery glad to hear him upon the pomt of 
~rder. · 

Mr. PADGETT. 1\Ir. Chairmun, the amendment as written, 
I think, is subject to the point of order. It is not a limitation 
-and does oot purport to be, but is -:1 direction, and it is held 
that whereY-er there i~ direction contained in an amendment 
on :m appropriation bill which will direct or control the discre
tion of the Secretary it is legislation, and, therefore, is subject 
to the point of order. This does not purpot·t to be a limita
tion, but is a direction to the Secretary. 

1\!r. FlTZGF.JtA.LD Mr. Chairman, there is no law whirh 
auth01ize.." these ships. There is no authority which confers 
upon the President the right to construct them at any place. The 
authority for the construction of these ships is contained in 
the paragraph in the bill. · There is no sta tute authorizing 
ships for the Navy. This paragraph authorizes the President 
to haYe constructed two b-attleships. It is clearly legislation, 
because ~nythiug that empowers the President to do some
thing wbicb he can not do at the present time is legislation. 
The ~President has no power to have coru;tructed two battleships 
or one battleship or any battleship. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order comes too late from 
the t)'entlE>man from New York, if he m.'lkes it to the paragraph. 

1\I;. FITZGERALD. I am not making a point of order to 
the paragraph, Mr. Chairman. but I am calling the attention 
of the Cnair to the fact that this paragraph itself is legislntion, 
because it confers an authority which does not now exist. 
There is no law authorizing the President or any official to 
have ships constructed for the Navy. Thnt authority is con
tained in this paragraph, and any germane limitntion upon 
the authority to construct must be in order. This is the legis
lation which gives the nuthority to hnve the ships constructed. 

1\Ir. 1\fFRDOCK. Mr. Chairman. will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 
Mr. l\WRDOCK. Is not the history of this Hem this. that 

originally it was held out of order by the Chair nnd that the 
committee overruJed the Chrur on an appeal from his decision? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. .1\fr. Chairman. this old provision has a 
T"ery peculiar history. It wns held that authority to construct 
ships for the Navy is in order on a naval' appropri.ntion bill. 
It is clearly legislation, becnuse there is no authority in any 
existing law to add ships to the Navy. This provision gives the · 
authority to add ships to the N.avy, a.nd if it gives the authority 
to add ships to the ·.avy. any provision that is germane to the 
provision granting that authority must be in order. 
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:Mr. MA.l'(N. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 

question? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. Do I understand the gentleman to say that, in 

his opinion, a. battleship provision is subject to a point of 
order? 

Mr. InTZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I have not expressed any 
opinion on that question at all. 

Mr. MANN. I am asking the gentleman from New York 
whether he does express the opinion that the battleship provi
sion is subject to a point of order as new legislation? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But I have not expressed any opinion 
on that question. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman said it is legislation; and if it is 
legislation, it is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will settle that dispute by hold
ing that if it were subject to a point of order it is not so now. 

Mr. 1\lANN. I understand that, 1\fr. Chnirman, but I wanted 
to lead up to another question, and that is whether the gentle 
man from New York thought the rest of these items were sub
ject to a point of order? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman is as well 
informed upon these questions as I am. 

Mr. MAl\TN. Having been in the chair on the consideration 
of a number of naval appropriation bills. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. And sometimes having been overruled. 
It has been decided that a provision authorizing additional 
battleships is in order upon a naval appropriation bill. There 
is no authority in any statute to build battleships, and any pro
vision in a bill which confers an authority upon the executive 
officer which he has not at the present time is certainly legisla
tion. If it be not legislation, it can not be defined. 

'Ihe CHAIRMAN. What does the gentleman say to this 
proposition? If the paragraph in the bill originally was subject 
to a point of order, and a point of order was not made, may it 
not now be perfected by germane amendments? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. There is no doubt at all of that, Mr. 
Chairman. 

l\1r. PADGETT. It is not subject to a point of order and it 
has never been so held. 

Mr. SAU1DERS. l\Ir. Chairman, if this paragraph was su!J
ject to a point of order, and no point of order had been mnde, 
the answer to the question of the Chair would be in the affirma
tive, namely, that the paragraph could be perfected by a germane 
amenjment. That principle, however, does not fit this situation. 
In the first place this paragraph is not subject to a point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. · Is the Chair correctly informed this is an 
exception to the general rule? 

Mr. SAm"DERS. This is the exception argued a few days 
ago. In the second place the amendment offered by the gentle
man from New York is not a germane amendment to this para
grapi. authorizing the com:truction of two battleships. After 
the power is afforded for the construction of battleships. the 
at:thorities have the right to exercise a discretion as to where 
those battleships may be built, so that the amendment of the 
gentleman from Ne" York p~oposing to limit the discretion of 
the authorit,)' of the official charged with the building of the 
ship, is certainly not a limlta tion. It does not perf~ct in any
wise this particular paragraph. He proposes something that :s 
not germane, namely, a proposition to limit the discretion of the 
President or the Secretary with respect to the yard or place 
at which the ship may be built. A limitation of discretion is 
certainly legislation, and on that ground the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York is subject to the point of order. 

Mr. MAHER. l\lr. Chairman, a similar amendment to the 
one I have offered has been offered in this House for some 
years past. In the Sixtieth Congress I find a similar amend· 
ment was offered here at that time on this bill. I will read 
to you what the Chairman of that committee held at that 
time. This is the Sixtieth Congress, first session, page 4807, 
House proceedings. After considerable discussion on both sides 
on the amendment pro and con, here is what the Chair said: 

The Chair Is prepared to rule. The Chair has not before him the 
ruling made at the last Con.lfress, although the Impression and recol
lection of the Chair is that me amendment was then olfered to a suc
ceeding paragraph in the bill. But the paragraph now before tht> 
committee contains the provision that the SPcretary of tbe Navy may 
build the vessels herein aothortzed by contract or in such navy yards 
as be may designate. '!'hat provision of Itself might be considE>red 
legislation, but, if so, any amendment germane to it would be in order 
The Chair thinks the amendment offE>red by the gentleman from New 
York is germane, and the Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 

The Chairman at that time was the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. MANN] . 

Mr. BROWNING. What is the amendment'/ 

1\fr. MAHER. An amendment similar to the one I have 
offe-red. 

Mr. BROWNIN"G. Will the gentleman be kind enough to 
read it? 

:Mr. MAHER. The amendment was: 
Strike .~ut the words "by contract or in navy yards, as hereinafter 

r.rovidP~, o~ lines 1 and 2 of page 76. and add, aftPr the word 
ei~bt, on lme 7, on page 76, the following provision: "At ]past one 

of such battlPshJps shall be built and conRtructed, onder the direction 
of. the Secret_ary of the Navy, at one of the navy yat·ds; the other ot 
sa1d ~attlE>:>hzps may also be constructed at one of the navy yards. in 
the d1scn>t10n of the Secretary of the Navy, or by contract as herein· 
after provided." ' 

Mr. BROWl\l:NG. Was the point of order made? 
Mr. MAHER. Yes. 
Air. BROWXING. What did the Chair state? 
Mr. MAHER. The Chair ruled it was not subject to the 

point of order at that time. 
Mr. BROWNING. Who was the Chairman? 
:Mr. MAHER. The gentleman from Illinois [l\fr. MANN}. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I have a clear recollection 

of the amenement to which my colleague [Mr. MAHE'R] referred 
as having been ruled on during the Sixtieth Congress. The 
gentlem;m from Illinois [Mr. 1\IANN] was in the chair. The 
amendment was offered by me. The question arose whether the 
amendment was ge-rmane, and the point of order was made 
against the amendment. The question arose as to whether the 
amendment was in order, it directing the place where one or 
more battleships should be buiTt by the Secretary of the Nnvy, 
who in the bill was given dLcretion. as in the present pending 
bil1 he is given discretion. to build the ~hips; and after discus
sion, as the Chair will find in the RECORD to which my colleague 
a moment ago a1luded, the gentleman from Illinois [:\fr. MANN] 
then being in the chair ruled the nmendment in order. The 
situation as then presented is no different from the situation 
now presented. So, upon the authority of the gentleman from 
nlinois, as well as upon the authority in another case that 
substantially presented the same phase in the succeeding Con
gress, I respectfully submit the amendment is germane and in 
order. 

Mr. JOl\'"ES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to direct the attention 
of the Chair to a ruling upon a proposition similar to this. On 
April 20, 1900, the naval appropriation bill was under consid
eration--

The CHAIRMAN. What is the section? 
Mr. JONES. I am reading from section 386! of Hinds' Prece

dents, volume 4: 
On April 20, 1900, the naval appropriation bill was under considera~ 

tion in Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. when 
Ir. J. J. FITZGERALD, of New York. offered to the provision for building 

new vessels the following amendment: "To be constructed undet· the 
supervision and direction of the Secretary of the Navy in such of the 
navy yards of the United States as are best adapted therefor." 

Now, that amendment was, in substance, precisely the &~me 
as the· amendment which is now offered under like conditions 
by the gentleman from New York. I do not think there will be 
any question as to that. I will continue to read: 

Mr. George E. Foss, of Illinois, made a point of order against this 
amendment. 

After debate the Cbalrman said: 
" It appears to the Chair that the natural interpretation of the lan

guage just read by the gentleman from New York rMr. FTTZOERALD] 
Is that undet· the construction of the present law by the Sect·etary of 
tbe Navy there is no law for building any of these vessels in the navy 
yards, but that legislation would be necessary in order to authorize 
that." 

It will be observed, l\lr. Chairman, t:hat the gentleman from 
New York fldmits the same thing by this amendment. The 
Chair then proceeded in these words: 

This is the Interpretation tbe Chair would put upon tbe language 
which the gentiE>man has just read. Aside from tbat. however, the 
question now before the Committee of the WhoiP is whether this provi
sion is new legisltttion or whether It is a limitation of the appropria
tion. There are several decisions to which tbe attention of thP Chair 
bas been called. One of them rNJds in this way : " Provisions that bids 
for the construction of na~al vPssels should be limited to bidders hav
ing adequatE> plants and not having over a speclfiE>d numbPr of vessPls 
undPr construction were held to be in the nature of legislation and not 
a limitation." 

Tbat decision would seem to throw a ~ood dPal of Ught upon the 
question of order on tbis amendment, wblch provides that tbf' Secre
tary of tl1e Navy shall construct these vessels "in such navy yards of 
thE' United States as are at preRent establish£>d therpfor." This would 
seem to be a pnrallel case. The Chair therefore, follow1ng the decision 
made in the Fifty-fifth Congress, sustains the point of order. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZ
GERALD} appealed from this decision, and the ruling of the Chair 
was sustained upon a vote by tellers of 82 ayes to 74 noes. 
This is a ruling exactly ill point, and if the Chair follows it he 
must hold that this is new legislation and not in the nature of 
a limitation. 
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1\Ir. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Vir
ginia [hlr. JoNES] failed, I am afraid, to recognize the fact that 
the amendment offered by my colleague [Mr: MAHER] is in pre
cisely the same language and applied to substantially the same 
kind of a paragraph as the amenument which was offered by 
me in the Sixtieth Congress, to which I have already alluded. 
So that the case, as it appeared when the gentleman from Illi
nois [:.\Ir. MANN] was in the chair, is exactly the same and 
stands on all fours with the one now presented upon the pres
ent point of order. There is not a particle or shade of difference 
behveen the two cases. The Secretnry being given discretion in 
the bill to build the ships, it is within the power of the House 
to say where those ships shall be built, and so it was ruled on 
my amendment, and there is no distinction that can fairly be 
made between these two cases. It will be remembered that the 
amendment that was ruled in order had reference to the ship after
wards named tile Florida. In a later Congress-! can not turn 
to the pages in the RECORD just now-an amendment was offered 
by my colleague [Mr. CALDER], which was at first ruled out, but 
afterwards, nt a later stage, ruled in. It was practically the 
same in language as the amendment now offered by my col
league [Mr. MAHER]. So you ha\e the two authorities for rul
ing in this amendment. 

1\I'r. GRAY and Mr. MANN rose. 
The CH...URl\IAN. The gentleman from Indiana is t<ecog

nized. 
1\Ir. GRAY. l\lr. Chairman, I am not a parliamentarian, and 

I do not claim such expert knowledge. I simply want to make 
an inquiry. I understand we ha\e power in this bill to deter
mine the number of ships; I understand that we have power to 
determine the size of the ships; I understand we ha\e power 
to determine the type of the ships; we have power to specify 
the number of guns and the type of guns; we have power and 
authority here to incorporate a thousand modifications and 
variations; in fact, the full power o.f authorization in every 
phase and detail of full and complete construction. The ques
tion I wanted to ask is why this great and broad power of full 
authorization does not include the lesser power as an in
cident to the main object, to specify where the ships are to be 
built and how they should be manufactured and constructed? 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. .And so it was held in the preceding 
cases. 

Mr. GRAY. I was making an inquiry and waiting for some 
gentleman to enlighten me as to by what principle such inci
dental power is excluded under such full and general authority. 

1\Ir . .MANN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I have a good deal of hesitancy 
in expressing an opinion on any point of order on the naval 
uill, because for a number of years I occupied the position of 
Chairman while the naval bill was under consideration, and was 
compelled to make a good many rulings when I thought I had 
the matter fresh in my mind, and I might make an argument 
now contrary to some of the rulings I made then. If so, I 
..,honld think better of the ruling than I do of the argument. 

Howe\er, Mr. Chairman, there are certain principles invoh·ed, 
it seems to me. The ruling is that an appropriation for a new 

. battleship is in order because it is a continuation of a work in 
progress, to wit, that of building up a navy. But this item is 
not any appropriation at all. There is no appropriation carried 
in the paragraph under consideration. It is, as suggested by 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD], who would 
not follow out quite the logic of his position, a pure matter of 
legislation, :m authorization to the President to construct two 
battleships, like an authorization to construct two re"Venue cut
ters or an authorization to construct a public building, or an 
authorization to construct lighthouse tenders, the appropriation 
either following or being in separate items. 

Now, this item is under consideration, and no point of order 
was made on the paragraph that fixes a limit of cost upon it; 
that fixes the character of it as to armor and armament; and 
that fixes the speed of it. I have no doubt, unless I have ruled 
differently, that we can proceed now and provide through legis
lati\·e proyisions concerning the authorization which we have 
gh·en to the President. If we had a bill pending before us pro
viding that the President might construct two revenue cutters, 
or four re"Venue cutters, plainly, as a matter of legislation, we 
could say that they should or should not be built in a navy 
yard-the same power, it seems to me, that we have here. If 
this item were an item appropriating $15,000,000 or $30,000,000 
for the construction of a certain character of batUeships, then 
that would not be legislation. The legislative provision would 
not be in order. 

'.rhe OIIAIHl\IAN. Tile Chair is compelled to admit that with 
him there is some doubt surrounding this proposition. How
ever, he finds that the building of these ships is authorized. 
There is no direction anywhere, of which the Chair is aware, 

that they shall be built by contract. Neither does the Chair 
know of any direction providing that they shall be bui1t in Gov· 
ernmen<.: navy yards. The natural :::;upposition. however, is 
that if the Go\ernment is authorized to build them, the Gov
ernment itself should build them if it can, and, therefore, in a 
Go\ernment na\y yard. Being somewhat in doubt, for those 
reasons, the Ohair oYerrules the point of order. 

Mr. l.\1AHER. 1\Ir. Chairman, I wish to speak ou the amend
ment. 

The CILURM.A.....". The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
l\IAHER] is recognized. 

l\fr. STAFFORD. Before the gentleman proceeds, may we 
ha"Ve the amendment read? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend
ment. 

l\Ir. MURRAY of Massachusetts. And the amendment to the 
amendment. 

Mr. MOORE. 1\lay the amendment to the amendment be read 
in counectiou with the amendment? 

The CHA.IR:UAN. The Clerk will report the amendment, and 
then report the ameudment to the amendment, so that the com
mittee may have full information. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. MAHER : 
On page 53, line 12, after the word " each " insert the following : 
"At least one of tb.e said battleships hereby authorized shall be built 

and constt·ucted at a Government yard." 
Amendment to the amendment by Mr. MooRE : 
Add to the amendment the following: 
"Unless it shall be round that but one Government yard is equipped 

to build a battleship." 

Mr. CALDER. 1\Ir. Chairman, I reserYed a point of order 
against that amendment which has just been read. I did at 
the time it was offered. 

The CHAIR.)IAN. A point of order is reserved against the 
a·mendment. 

Mr. CALDER. I make a point of order. 
1\Ir. ~IAJ\'N. It is not subject to a point of order. 
The CHAIR~l.A.N. Does the gentleman reser"Ve it or make it? 
Mr. CALDER. I make the point of order. 
The CH..AIRi\IAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman--
The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Kew York [Mr. 

MAHER] has the floor. 
1\lr. SABA.'I'H. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIR.lB.N. The genUeman will state it. 
l\fr. SABATH. Some time ago the gentleman from Indiana 

[l\fr. GRAY] introduced an amendment to the amendment 
offereLl by the gentleman from New York [Mr. MAHER]. l\Iay 
I inquire what became of that amendment? 

'.rhe CHAIR~IAN. That amendment has been discussed to 
~me extent. The Ohair thought it was understood that that 
:unendment was offered as a separate amendment. 

1\lr. SABATH. Would not that be in order now as an amend
ment to the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 
York? It deals dh·ectly with the subject inatter. 

The CIIA.IR.MAN. It has been held that it was offered as 
a separate amendment. 

l\Ir. SABATH. The gentleman from Indiana offered an 
amendment that both of these battleships, instead of one, 
should be built in a Government navy yard. Consequently it 
must be in order, and it is in order. 

1\Ir. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
'I'he CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion--
1\Ir. KINKEAD of New Jersey. l\Ir. Chairman, a parliamen

tary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN. '.rhe gentleman will state it. 
l\fr. KIJ\TKEAD of New Jersey. Was not the gentleman 

from New York [Mr. MAHER] recognized before the parlia
mentary inquiries were made? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognized the gentleman from 
New York under the five-minute rule. The gentleman from 
Illinois [1\Ir. SABATH] then rose to a parliamentary inquiry, 
which the Chair will determine for him by the time the gentle
man from New· York has concluded. 

Mr. GRAY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 1\Ir. Chairman, I rise to a question of 

order. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that business can not 

be transacted in so much confusion. The genUeman from New 
York [Mr. MAHER] has the floor and will proceed. 

:Mr. 1\I.A.HER. Mr. Chairman, there have been some radica I 
changes made in the Government construction of battleships 
dming the past 10 years. Prior to 1903, when the first battle
ship was built in the Brooklyn Navy Yard, it had been cus-
tomary for private contractors to take about three years to 
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build battleships, as in the case of the Georg-ia and the NebrO:ska, 
and they were seldom completed within contract time, which 
.was usually exceeded by six or eight months. As compared 
to this, the Connecticut, built by the Government in 1903-4, 
was launched in 16 months after the keel was laid. This is an 
important consideration in the construction of modern lJattle
ships, considering the fact that a ship is out o:f date in less 
than 10 years and practically useiess in 20 years. 

A battleshjp costing $15.000,000 would depreciate at that 
rate about a million dollars a year; so that if the Government, 
by continuing its policy of con~tructing some of its own battle
ships, can thereby force private contractors to reduce the time 
requjred for building from three years to one year, as at present 
is the case, it would be economy e•en if each ship built by the 
Go•ernment cost $2,000,000 more than by contract. 

The Connecticut, which was built in a navy yard, cost only 
about 5 per cent more than its sister ship built by private con
tract; and this added expense was entirely made up by the fact 

. that the workmanship on the Government-built vessel exce!Jed 
that of the other to such an extent that thousands of doliars 
were sa•ed in repairs of the navy-yard-built ship, according to 
the records. 

Much has been made of the alleged fact, by the opponents of 
Go>emment construction, that the Florida, which was built at 
a navy yard, cost nearly $2,000.000 more than its sister ship, 
the Utah, which was built by contract. However, much of this 
excess cost, it bas repeHtedly been asserted on tbe floors of 
Congress, was due to overhead charges for maintaining the navy 
yard, most of which would have existed whether there had been 
any ship at the navy yard or not; so that the costs charged to 
the battleship were not all caused by the building of the ship, 
and should not be counted as a part of its cost. 

It has also been brought to our attention that contractors 
building battleships for the Government about that time were 
losing several hundred thousand dollars on their contracts, due 
perhaps to their efforts to discourage Government construction, 
knowing that if it could be shown that Government construction 
was much more expensive comparatively that there would be a 
chance of having the Government !'"hops pnt out of commission, 
and they could go back to their old practices and recoup their 
losses. 

Whatever the facts might be with regard to the cost of the 
FloPida, the more recent efforts at battleship construction in 
na>y yards have been toward lower costs and still faster 
records. 

When the Pennsylvania was let to the Newport News Ship· 
building Co. in 1913 the bid by the New York Navy Yard was 
only about $35,000 more than the bid of the concern that got 
the contract, and the bid of the Mare Island Navy Yard ex
ceeded the Newport News Co. by only $12,000; either of these 
differences is a mere bagatelle. 

As to the relation of the navy-yard bids to the actual cost 
of the work, it can be cited that the cost of the battleship New 
Yo1·k, which has just ·been completed by the New York Navy 
Yard, was $659.6R5.41 less than the original estimate by that 
navy yard according to the latest facts available at the Navy 
Department. Furthermore, the battleship New York was 
launched in 12 months and 19 days_ after the keel was laid, 
a record that is worth much in thes& days of rapidly changing 
designs in war vessels. 

It is now predicted that a battleship can be built at a navy 
yard in about 10 months and at less cost than formerly, unless 
Congress destroys the present splendid organization of its own 
shipbuilding establishments by failing to have battleships built 
there. 

In order to maintain a trained and efficient force for con
struction work in our navy yards it is necessary to build con
tinually, otherwise both equipment and working force will 
become demoralized and unable to compete successfully with 
the shipbuilding contractor. 

Congress can assist in Government shipbuilding by making 
the appropriation at such a time as will enabte the navy-yard 
officials to lay the keel of one battleship not later than two 
weeks after the launching of the last ship. If this method is 
adopted, it will prove to be a great saving to the Government. 
It will also provide a continuity of employment for the me
chanics and laborers. At a recent meeting of the Committee on 
Labor the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Daniels, stated that in -his 
opinjon the Government-built ship was the best, and he further 
stated that there was less repair work on the Government-built 
vessel. 

Mr. DALE. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from New 
York yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague? 

Mr. MAHER. I have not time. Let me state these figures. 
Mr~ DALE. ~t me, ask a question. 
Mr ~ 1\-!AHER. WeU, go ahead . 
Mr. DALE. Is it not a fact that the Secretary of the Navy, 

Mr·. Daniels, pub-ficly commended the employees and attacheg 
of the Brooklyn Navy Yard, who were instrumental in so 
speedily equipping the New Yor·J, previ-ous to her sailing down 
to Mexico? 

Mr .. l\IAHER. Yes; it is a fact. 
From the statement recelred from the Navy Dep&rtment it 

seems that the New Yorlc has been: required to bear the ex
penses of everything that is a direct charge against the yard, 
whether it be g1-atuities which are created by Congress or Execu
tive orders, or indirect c-harges (overhead) !:'om which the ship 
was exempt. The contract was awarded to the Newport NewS" 
Shipbuildir,g Co. to· build the Texas. at a cost of $5,885,695, they; 
being the lowest b1dder; in addition to the contract price 
$55,000 will be added to cover the cost of changes which is bejng. 
done by the navy-ya1·d force, making a total of $5,940,G95; 
while the Netv Yo1·Jc allotment was $6,49{),000, exclusive of in
dire~t charges. both ships to be completed in 36 months. 

The statement shows that the Neu; York. will cost $6.950,44.2; 
included in these figures are expenditures covering ~3S2,218.17 
for annual leave, holidays, disability, which are gratuities, 
having been created by act of Congress or Executive- orders. 
The act of February 1, 1001, gives 15 days' leave of absence 
to all employees who have been continuously employed for 
one year~ The act of May 3, 1908, provides that employees 
injured in the performance of their duties and have been 
absent for 15 days shall be paid their regular rate of pay 
that they would have recei>ed had they been employed until 
they are able to- resume their duties. Holidays cover the pay
ment of seven regular holidays, namely, New Year's Day, 
Washington's Birthday, Decoration Day, l!'ourtll of July, Labor 
Da.y, Thanksgiving Day, and Christmas- Day; and for the past 
three years the Saturday half holiday during the th.ree summer 
mcnths has been granted. It has been decided tfiat the ex
pense incurred by 1ea>e, holidays, ap.d disability are not charged 
against a new ship, nor does it appear as a chatge against any, 
repair work, and I fail to see why it should be included in tlle ex
pense· of a new ship being built in the yard. This c-harge would 
exist and must exist--new ship or old ship-all work must be 
suspended on these days; for this reason it is a charge that 
should be borne by the Government at large. 

Classified emplo;:rees are chat·ged with $287,070; this is a 
special allotment paid out of increase of ravy pay of classi
fied employees CO>ering clerical and drafting expenses; this is 
the only place that this expenditure appears; no provision is 
made to charge this against any work; there is but one way1 

that this could be arrived at, and that is by estimate or pro rata. 
The greater part of the material used in the construction of 

a new ship is delivered on lighters and railroad cars, and is 
hand.Jed by laborers and riggers assigned to this work; the 
only expense incurred is the labor of these men and thfs the ship 
pays for directly; still if the material was handled for use in 
repair work, part of the cost would be charged to the ship ag 
an overhend eharge. 

The construction period of the New Yo1·k was 3G months; she 
was placed in commission in 35-} months, that is, April 15, an<f 
on April 26 sailed from thjs yard, Jess than 36 months, and 
something that has nerer been equaled either by private or 
Government yards. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from. .... ~ew 
York bas expired. 

Mr. MAHER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hare one min~ 
ute more. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman be extended two minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Illinojs? 

There was no objection. 
.Mr. MAHER. Just one minute. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will 

discuss the charges : 
INDinECT OR OVERHEAD CHARGE. 

Thjs account shows an expenditure of $855,430.38. This rep• 
resents approximately 33 per cent of the total labor charges ex
pended for building the New York. It is divided into two 
classes, namely, shop and general expense, and covers a large
scope in navy yards. 

SHOP EXPErNSE 

Is divided into subheads, such as supervision-that is, the mas
ters, quartermen, leading men, planners, and progress man-re
pairs to shops. repairs to buildings, cleaning, repairs to hand 
tools, fuel, ligh~, and power. The repairs mentioned cover,. 



8122 CONGRESSIONAL -RECORD-HOUSE. 1\l.A.Y 5, 

in fact, the upkeep of shops. Some of the charges might 
be considered fair; still, as they co>er ·the upkeep of the 
plant, this class of wor}r would have to be done whether a ship 
is bnilcling or not. No shop is used exclusively for the work in 
conne(;tion with the building of a new ship. •.rool and machine 
repairs should be charged against the plant. 

GENERAL EXPENSE 

CoYers cleaning the yard. The cost of cleaning the shlp is 
charged against the shlp; that is paid for directly. Minor re
pairs to derricks, shears, cranes, floats, punts-that are used 
for mooring and docking a ship-upkeep of dry docks. What 
has a new ship to do with these items? It is almost 2 years 
before she is ready to be dry-docked; for 14 months she is be
ing lmilt on the ways. How can she be charged with any of 
the general items? All the ship wants is space enough to be 
built. The bulk o.f her work is done in close proximity to 
where she is lying, and this applies to her whole construction 
periotl. She not only bears her own burden-that is, the super
visors that have charge of her building-but a large part of 
the expense of the yard, as these figures are based on produc
tive labor o.f the entire yard. Take, for example, when the 
yard is full of ships undergoing repairs; slle has to saddle part 
of their expense. As a further illustration, .with no work in 
the yard othet· than a ship being built on the ways, she would 
be required to carry the entire expense of the yard, with the 
result that overhead charges would almost be equal to the 
direct charge. 

For the purpose of comparison the following is quoted: 

L 

I 
T~e~ 

_________ s_w_·p_. ________ , __ w __ ~_h_._!--K_e_e_ll_M_.d_._I---L-au_n_ch_e_d_._ 1 __ m_un __ ch_. 

Feet. 
Connecticut ...•................ 
Florida ........................ . 
New York .. . ..... .. ......... .. . 

456 May 10,1903 Sept. 29,1904 
521 Mar. 9,1909 May 12,1910 
573 Sept. 11,1911 Oct. 30,1912 

Months. 
16 
14 
13 

Note the size of the ships and the length of time required to 
launch. This is but one of the many_instnnces that proves that 
the New York is a record ship. 
Total expenses of the New Yo1·k as reported _________ __ $6, DJG, 442. 55 
Less leave, holiday, and disability------- $392. 218. 17 
Classified employees____________________ 287, 070. 00 
Indirect------------------------------ 855,430.38 

Charge all clerical for·ce________________ 287, 070. 00 
And 40 per cent of indirect_____________ 342, 172.00 

1,534:,718.55 

5,421, 724.00 

629,242.00 

6, 050,966.00 

If we deduct pay for holidnys and half holidays, it will be 
demonstrated that the New Yorl; cost no more than its sister 
ship the Texas. We should take info consideration the fact th:~.t 
the Texas is now in the New York yard receiving a general 
overhauling. 'l'he work done at a private yard is being torn out 
of that ship, and the mechanics in the yard are installing new 
apparatus. They had to tear out the fuse boxes overhead and 
put them in the bulkhead to prevent the possibility of an explo
sion in the shlp, which could be brought about by a mechanic. 
reaching up to the fuse box and thereby creating an arc and 
causing serious damage, and perhaps blowing up the ship 
without anybody firing a shot at her. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired. 

Mr. .i\1ANN. r ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the gentleman's re
quest ? 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. BROWNING. :Mr. Chairman, there is only one navy yard 

in the United States that is equipped to build these large battle
ships, and tllat is the Brooklyn yard. 

Mr. CALDER. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BROWNING. Yes. 
1\Ir. CALDER. Can not the Mare Island Navy Yard? 
1\fr. BROWl\TING. No; not a battleship. A large vessel can 

be built there, but not a big battleshlp. 
1\lr. CALDER. I think it can build a battleship. I beg the 

gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. BROWNING. Now, Mr. Chairman, the nrooklyn Navy 

Yard has just laid the keel of battleship No. 39, and in my opin
ion that ship can not be launched before April, and probably 
not before June, of next year. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another consideration tc be taken into 
account in building these ships in navy yards, and that is the 

quality of the wot·k in consh·uction. I have been told by promi
nent Navy officers that there are no better ships built tllan those 
c?nstructed by the New York shipbuilding plant, located in my 
c1t!, ~d ! have no reason to doubt but that the Newport News 
Sh1pbmldrng & Dry Dock Co. can build just as good ships. 

Now, I want to put some figures in the RECORD that are offi
cial, accompanied by a statement tllnt is official, contained iu a 
letter written by Adnlh·al Watt, Chief of the Bureau of Con
struction. 

On the New Yo1·T..;, which bas just been finishe<l in the New 
York Navy Yard, for labor tllere was expended on the hull 
$1,902,817.26; on machlnery, $671,078.63; a total of $2.573, 95.80. 

The cost of the material on the hull was $1,G54,399.!J1; the 
cost of material for machinery was $1,164,498.60, a total of 
$2,818,898.11. 

The indirect charges on the hull were $641,567.52 and on the 
machinery $213,8G2. G. a total of $855,430.38. 

No\v, here comes a remarkable item. '.rhe amount of money 
that was paid for leave to mechanics and workmen amounted to 
$174,911.73, and for holidays $177,227.40; the amount paid fol· 
leave and holidays of classified employees in the coustruction of 
the New York amounted to $28,930; a total for len ve and holi
days of $381,069.13. 

The disability charges amounted to $40,079.04. The total 
cost to the Government by reason of construction of this battle
ship in a navy yard, exclusive of armor and armament, was 
$6,956,442.55. 

The Texas, sister ship of the New York, which was built by 
contract at Newport News, cost $5.830,000, a difference in favor 
of the battleship Texas of $1,126,442.55. 

Now, I have another very striking illustration. The cost of 
U. S. battle:!lhip Florida, built by tlle Goyernment in the New 
York Navy Yard, wns as follows: 

For labor on hull, $2,197,478.41; labor on machinery, $670,-
734.68; a total for labor of $2.868,213.09. 

Indirect cllarges on hull, $751,013.98; indil·ect charges on ma
cl1iuery, $222,270.05; a total of $973,284.03. 

Cost of material on hull, $1,286,047.13; cost of material fol' 
machinery, ~1,167,502.80. 

The total cost of the hull was $4,234,530.52, nnd the total cost 
of the machinery was $2,0G0,5!H.53, making the total cost of the 
ship, exclusive of armor and armament, $6,295,137.05. 

Her sister ship, the Utalz, built under contract in the Camden 
(N. J.) yard, cost $4,018,930.80. The cost of the work per~ 
formed by the Government, after delivery, on account of chnnges 
and improvements, was $12(f,297.54. The totn l cost of the 
Utah, exclusive of armor and armament, was $4,145.228.34. 

The battleshiD Floriclct, the sister shlp of the Uta/1 , built in 
the Government navy yard at BrookJyn, cost $2,140,008.71 mor0 
than the Utah. 

Gentlemen, as I said the other day in some t·emnrks thnt I 
made, we need our navy yards with theh· splendid equipment 
and magnificently trained artisans and workrr...eu, but we al~o 
need the efficient and prompt service rendered by the priYate 
establishments. 

Kow, I do not understand the position of my frietuls on the 
other side of the House, or those who wi h to build tllese ves
sels in Government yards. They are pledged to economy, and 
there is no economy in t · Iiidiug a chip in a GovE>l"nment ynrd. 
They cost anywhere from $1,000,000 to ovet· $2,000,000 more 
than ships built in private yards. 

l\lr. GOULDEN. I should like to ask my frieml ft·om Xew 
Jersey whether he does not consider the constructiou tlone iu 
Government yards as superior to that done iu p!'ivnte y11nls'? 

Mr. BROWNING. I do not; and eYery nnml otlic.:er l h:tH' · 
ever talked to has told me there was no ship eYer bni It thn t 
was better constructed than the ships built in the Camden 
(N. J.) yard. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Is not that the opinion of naYnl nutlwritie8, 
that the Government-built ships are better? 

1\Ir. BROWNING. It is not. Those with whom I ha'i"e tnlkecl 
on the subject are naYal experts. r.rhe only opinion I ha H' eYer· 
heard expressed to the coutrary was that of the Secr"eta r·y c>f 
the Navy, Mr. Daniels. 

1\Ir. GOULDEN.. He is a good rr.an. 
l\fr. BROWNING. He is a very good man. I lm ,-e nothing 

to say against him. personally, but I think he is mistaken. 
1\Ir. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, 13 years ago I c·mu

menced the agitation in this House to utilize the GoYernmeut 
establishments for the construction of Yessels for the Navy. At 
that time the proposition was opposed, on the ground that the 
Government yards were inadequately equipped; that the . cost 
would be greater; and, as asserted by a distinguished Membet· 
of the other House, that if a battleship were e\·er laid down in 
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a navy yard, he did not expect to live to see the day it would 
IJe finished. 

In the second session of the Sixty-second Congress-the last 
Congress-we authorized the construction of two battleships
the Texas and the New Yo1·k. The Texas was put under con
tract with the Newport News Shipbuilding Co. The New Yorlc 
was assigned to the New York Navy Yard. The Texas was 
commenced three months earlier than the work was commenced 
on the New York at the navy yard. Last week the New Yorlc 
sailed for Mexican waters, fully equipped, ready h participate 
in whate\'er events may transpire there. The Texas, built by 
the Newport News Shipbuilding Co., is now in the New York 
Navy Yard being finished, after the constructor has completed 
his work. [Applause.] 

When Government yards were first utilized for the construc
tion of battleships, contractors took from 36 to 40 months in 
excess of the contract time in which to comp1ete them. Now, 
vessels authorized for the Navy, because of the keen competi
tion of the Government yards, are completed within the time 
fixed by contract. Investigations conducted during a series of 
years demonstrate that we manufacture powder for the Army 
aLd for the Navy more cheaply than we can purchase it. We 
manufacture all kinds of equipment, large and small arms, 
more advantageously than they are purchased, and yet it is 
continuously asserted that in the construction of ships the cost 
in a Government yard is much in excess of the cost in u private 
establishment. The truth is, and it is a notorious fact, that for 
many :rears it was impossible for Congress to ascertain just 
what it was costing to build ships in Government yards. By 
the system of cost accounting previously in vogue, items of every 
description that should have been charged against the main
tenance of the yard, whether there were ships under construc
tion or not, were charged to the cost of the ships, while the 
yard maintenance was relieved from much expense. 

I have never advocated, and I do not believe it to be wise 
policy, as the facts have demonstrated, to build all the ships 
authorized for the Navy in Government yards. But I believe 
that a fair share of them should be built there. I believe that 
we have authorized nearly $500,000,000 for ships for the Navy, 
and about $35,000,000 of that amount has been expended in 
Government yards. It seems to me that it can not be claimed 
that such a sum is an unfair proportion to spend in utilizing 
the Government's own plants, equipped and maintained at an 
enormous cost, and which, if not utilized for the construction 
of ships, will be permitted to remain practically idle for the 
IJenefit of the private establishments. 

Only 10 days ago, 1\fr. Chairman, I attended a banquet in 
this city of the Society of American Naval Engineers. Mr. 
Homer Ferguson, formerly a ·constructor in the Navy, now the 
business manager of the Newport News Shipbuilding Co., made 
a very instructive speech, and in insisting that the private 
yards should be given opportunity to do Goverrunent construc
tion he pointed out that there would be no difficulty in replac
ing a plant, that there would be no trouble to replace equip
ment, but that a personnel built up by years of effort once 
dissipated could rarely, if ever, be brought together again. 
The New York Navy Yard for the last 12 years has been en
gaged in Government construction. Built there were the Oon
nectic1tt, the Florida, the New York. The keel of battleship 
No. 39 has just been laid down. If it be good business for pri· 
vate establishments to retain skilled and efficient men, it is 
equally advisable for the Government to do so. The Govern
ment should keep together in its own int.;rest the force of 
skilled mechanics gathered from all parts of the country and 
welded into an efficient, economical organization. No private 
establishment wouJd think for a moment of dissipating such a 
force and why should the Government, why should Congress 
permit it to be scattered and picked up by private constructors 
to the disadvantage of the Government"? [.Applause.] Such 
action would be indefensible. I hope the amendment will be 
adopted. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
offer a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York and the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania. 

The CHAIRMAN. There is one substitute already pending, 
but the Clerk will read the gentleman's amendment for infor
mation. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 53, line 12, insert: "At least one of the said battleships hereby 

authorized shal.l be built and constructed at a Government yard, said 
yard to be designated by the Secretary of the Navy, and the ·sum o.f 
$200,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appro
priated to equip the navy yar·d so designated with the necessary build
ing slips and equipment for the construction of said battleship." 
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Mr. JONES. To that, Mr. Chairman. I make a point of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not offered now. Tile Chair per

mitted it to be read for information, as there is already a sub
stitute pending. 

Mr. PADGETT. J\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the debate on the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. MAHER] and the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Pennsylvnnia, and substitutes thereto, may 
close in 25 minutes-the gc-a tleman from California [l\Ir. CURRY] 
to have 5 minutes, the gentleman from New York [~Ir. CALDER] 
to have 5 minutes, and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
JoNEs] to have 10 minutes, and I to ha"Ve 5 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asl.:s 
unanimous consent that all debate on this paragraph and 
amendments close in 25 minutes, the time to be disposed us he 
has indicated. Is there cbjection? 

Mr. RAGSDALE. Reserving the right to object, 1\Ir. Chair
man, I want to ask the gentleman from Tennessee what is the 
relative cost of a battleship constructed in a navy yard and 
one constructed in a private yard? 

Mr. PADGETT. It costs more to construct one at the navy 
yard, but if the gentlemun will listen to what I have to say I 
will give· him an answer more· in detail. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CURRY. Mr. Chairman, we have two navy yards fully 

equipped and manned to construct a dreadnaught. One is at 
Mare Island and the other at New York. The l\fare Island 
yard has not as yet constructed a battleship, but we hope in the 
near future to have one to build. If we do, we will build :1. 
ship which will be a credit to the yard and the pride of the 
Nation. That Mare Island has an adequate equipment is shown 
by the fact that two :rears ago the yard was inventoried and 
appraised at nearly $12,000,000. 

The agitation for building Government ships in Government 
yards was started in the city of Vallejo in the year 1900. Val
lejo is the home city of the employees of the Mare Island Navy: · 
Yard. Mr. Roney and :Mr. Campbell were the leaders in that 
agitation; they carried on fl Nation-wide propaganda of educa
tion. The idea was bitterly opposed and fought. not only by 
business interests but by a number of newspapers, and con
scientiously by some officials. 

At that session of Congress Admira1 ·Bowles appeared before 
the Committee on Naval Affairs of both Houses of Congress and 
stated that it would take a year longer and cost a million dol
lars more to construct a battleship in a Government yard than 
it would to construct 1t in a private yard. He was wrong, 
honestly and conscientiously wrong. The result of that fight 
was that the Connecticut was built in the Brooklyn . yard and 
the Louisiana at Newport News. The Connecticut did cost a 
little more money than did the Louisiana, but the money saved 
since that time by less repairs being required on the navy-yard 
built ship has more than made up the difference in the original 
cost. 

Mr. J ONES rose. 
Mr. CURRY. I .can not yield. for I have not the time. While 

we have constructed no battleship, we have built all kinds of 
other ships. We built the colliers Intrepid, Prometlle1ts, and 
the Jupiter. The Jupiter has only been recently constructed. 
She is the largest electrically propelled craft in the world, being 
542 feet long. All the ships built at Mare Island have been 
awarded in competition with private and public yards. We 
have tmderbid the private yards and other navy yards for every 
ship assigned to us, and we have always built them within the 
estimates and the appropriations and have never had to come tQ 
Congress for a deficiency. 

Recently the two gunboats Monocacy and Palos were built 
at Mare Island. The Monoca01J was built for $80.000 less than 
the appropriation and $18,597.10 less than the estimate. The 
Palos was built for $125,000 less than the appropriation nnd 
$6,000 less than the estimate. I believe it is good business judg
ment to equip the yards for battleshi_p-building work. The 
opportunity for the yards to bid against private yards has saved 
the Government a great deal of money, even when the contracts 
went to the private yards, because it has reduced the bids of the 
private yards to such an amount that there has only been a 
reasonable margin of profit for the contractor. I would like to 
see both of the ships provided for in this bill assigned to Gov
ernment yards, although I do believe that it is good govern
mental policy to encourage private yards by giving them some of 
the ships to build-perhaps later on. when we have three to 
build instead of two. But the battleships proyided for in this 
bill should both be consn·ucted at Government yards. Capt. 
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Bennett, the commandant, and his predecessor, Admiral l\Iayo, 
ha1e both officially stated that Mare Island is equipped to con
struct a battleship. 

Mr JONES. Mr. Chairman, there are two amendments pend
ing. one providing for building one battleship at a Government 
yard and the other, in the nature of a substitute, providing for 
the building of both ships at Government yards. 1\Ir. Chair
man, it may be as well to state in the beginning that if it 
shoulu be decided that both ships are to be built at Govern
ment yards they will never be built, since it is a fact; known 
to every gentleman on the fioo1· of this House who is familiar 
with the subject, that there is only one Government yard in 
the United States, and that the Brooklyn yard, which is 
equipped to build the battleships provided for in this bill. 

1\Ir. Chairman, on the 16th day of March last the keel of the 
battleship No. 39 was laid at the New York Navy Yard. It 
was stated by the commandant of the yard, Admiral Gleaves, 
on that occasion in a speech to the employees, that this battle
ship could be launched in 10 months. I have a letter from 
Admiral Watts in which he informs me that, judging from 
the rate of' progress made on the New Yot·k battleship, No. 39 
should be launched about May 1, 1915. 

I am further informed by competent judges who have had 
wide experience in the construction of battleships that No. 39 

. can not be launched earlier than July 1, 1915, and I have no 
idea that she will be. Nobody can attach any importance to 
the statement ot,Admiral Gleaves made amid the environment 
and in the circumstances under which he spoke. Moreover, 
Admiral Gleaves is not a naval constructor; but, on the con
trary, a non.technical man who possesses no special knowledge 
of shipbuilding. The naval constructor and the engineer 
officer who built the New York and who are building No. 39 
ha-ve never, I venture to affirm, made such an absurdly pre
posterous statement as that attributed to Admiral Gleaves. 
Their opinions would be worth something, and if they agreed 
with Admiral Gleaves we should be quickly told so. 

If, then, it shall be decided that one ship is to be built at a 
Go1ernment yard, it will mean that only one of the two bat
tleships provided for in this bill will be built within any 
reasonable period. 

A good deal has been said about the relative cost of construct
ing ships in Government yards and in private yards. A gentle
man a few moments ago asked what was the difference in this 
cost. May I say to him 'that nine ships all told, up to this time, 
haYe been constructed in Government yards, and that those 
nine ships cost the Government $7,799,000 more than the aggre
gate of the responsible bids made by private yards fpr the 
building of those ships. 

Mr. Chairman, much has been said also about the New York 
and the Texas. These are sister ships, built from the same 
drawings, and, by the way, the drawings were made by de
signers at the Newport News private yard which built the 
Te:ras, at a cost of $237,000. This private yard was required 
to furnish the designs and detail plans which cost it this large 
sum to produce to the New York Navy Yard, to be used in the 
construction of the New Yorlv. The New York Navy Yard paid 
the Newport News Shipbuilding & Dry Dock Co. for copies of 
all their important drawings, including the designs and detail 
plans of which I have spoken, just $3,248.75. Had the Government 
paid for these drawings and plans what they actually cost the 
Newport News private yard, the cost of the New York would 
have exceeded that of the Te:ras by more than a million and a 
third dollars. 

I hold in my hand a letter addressed to me by the Secretary 
of the Navy on the 13th day of April last, in which he gives 
the total cost of the Neto Yo·rk to the Government as $6,956,000 
in round numbers. Please remember that this is the ship the 
geutleman from New York [Mr. FITZGERALD] has been telling 
us of. The Newport News Co., under contract, built the sister 
ship, the Tc:cas, for $5,830,000, or more than a million dollars 
less than the Government built the Neto York. for. Yet gentle
men from New York ask that this ship be constructed in a 
yard whiCh is equipped with only one building way, and that 
building way now occupied by battleship No. 89, which will 
not be launched, in all probability, before the 1st of July, 1915. 
Until it is launched the keel of no other battleship can be laid 
at that yard. 

Mr. Chairman, in Yiew of the e facts will this body deliber
ately vote to build this ship in a. yard which can not lay its 
keel, according to the statement of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Construction and Repairs, for a year from this time? The gen
tlemnn from New York [Mr. MAJIER] and the gentleman from 
California [1\fr. CuRRY] have both made statements which are 
absolutely incorrect and which the gentleman from California 

· would not permit me to correct whilst he had the floor. These 

gentlemen both said that whilst the original cost of· Govern
ment-built ships was larger than that of contract-built ships, 
the repairs to the private-built ship cost more than the repairs 
to the Government-built ship, and both of them instanced the 
Oonnectiou.t, built at the New York Navy Yard, to prove their 
statements. I recently addressed a letter to Admiral Watt and 
asked him to give me the facts in regard to this. I asked him 
to tell me what had been the amount expended for repairs on 
the Conneaticut and what had been the amount expended for 
repairs on the Louisiana, the sister ship to the Connecticut, 
built at the Newport News yard. I have his letter here. It is 
dated April 1, 1914, and in it he says that the repairs, com
mencing in 1906 and running down to. March 15 of this year, 
upon the Connecticut amounted in all to $917,610.06, whilst 
those on the Lottisiane~ for the same period amounted to $885,-
915.75. These are the exact figures, and they show that the 
Connecticut has cost the Government more for repairs than has 
the Louisicma. And yet gentlemen stand here and state that the 
contrary is true, although they offer no proof to sustain their 
unfounded statements. It not only cost the Government over 
a million dollars more to build the Neto YorTG than it cost to 
build her sister ship, the Tea:as, but it has cost more to repair 
GoYernment-built ships than it has to repair private-built ships. 
There can be no question as to the correctness of my figures, 
because I obtained them from the highest official sources. Gen
tlemen who speak for the New York Navy Yard can produce 
nothing to sustain their contention. They make their state
ments in the face of accurate and absolutely reliable figures, 
furnished by the Navy Department. 

Mr. Chairman, something has been said about the New Yorlt,'s 
having gone to Mexico, whilst the Texas is at the New York 
Navy Yard. I wish to say as to this that if the Texas is at 
the New York yard she is there because the Secretary of the 
Navy ordered her there to receive certain additions to her 
equipment not named in the specifications under which she was 
constructed. For instance, there are certain engineering hatches 
and some changes in the magazines which the Newport News 
company was never asked to make. Then, turret sights are being 
installed. and bore sighting of guns done, all of which is work 
which the Government always Coes and which it will not per
mit any private contractor to do. It is to have- this wOTk done 
that the Tezas has been sent to New York, and any intimation 
that work done on her at Newport News was not done accord
ing to the specifications under which she was built is not true. 

The Te:JJas has had her test trial, and it was a severe one. 
She has been accepted conditionally, as are ail contract-built 
Government ships. 

The New Yorlv ha.s never liad her engines tested in any hial 
trip, and she is not complete to-day and will not be for two 
months to come, notwithstanding she has left the yard. There 
neve1· has been a battleship built that it did not require at least 
two months to complete after she had been commissioned, and 
the Ne-w Yo1·Tr, will prove no exception to this ru1e. 

I may also state in this connection- that the Government re
quires a cas!l guaranty from all contract bullders of Govern
ment ships. It retains for 6 months and 10 days after the first 
test trial has been made $100,000 of the contract price of every 
contract-built battleship, in order to cover any undiscoverable 
defects that may develop in that time. So much for the un
warranted assumption and baseless insinuations in regard to 
the Texas. She cost more than a million dollars less than the 
Ne-tv York, and she is certainly as good if not a better sbip. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, may I ask that the arrange

ment made a little while ago may be amended so as to have an 
extension of five minutes? 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. PADGETT. I was going to say the gentleman had mo

mentarily stepped out of the Chamber, and I hacl overlooked the 
fact that he was the author of the amendment which is pend
ing, and I neglected to include him. I now ask that debate be 
extended for five minutes and that time be given the gentleman. 

The CHAIRl\lAN. Is there objection to- the- request of the 
gentleman fro-m Tennessee? [After a :pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it ~ so ordered. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman~ those- of us who advocate the 
building of battleships in nrrvy yards have no quarrel with the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES]. He represents the 
Newport News Shipbuilding district, and, like the good Rep
resentative he m,. is here opposing the bailding of ships in 
navy yards, and i1 he succeeds h-opes that the Newport News 
Shipbuilding Co. will get its share- of this work. Mnch has 
been said whether the Brooklyn yard can. bolld this \esse! if 
this amendment is agreed to. There is no doubt of it. The 
keel of battleship No. 39 was laid on the 16th day of March, 
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1914, and the naval constructors of that yard tell me that she 
will positively be launched inside of 12 months, and they main
tain they are correct in this because the battleship New Yorlv, 
now in l\lexican waters, was launched within 13 months after 
her keel was laid. They say they He in a state of prepared
ness, with everything ready, and there is not the slightest doubt 
that on the 15th of next .March battleship No. 39 will be in the 
water. 

I maintain that the policy adopted by Congress 13 years ago 
under the leadership of the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
FITZGERALD], the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. RoBERTS], 
and the gentleman from California [l\1r. J. R. KNOWLAND] in 
building part of our naval program in a Government navy yarfl 
has been a very wise one. Previous to the construction of the 
Connecticut at the Brooklyn Navy Yard, in 1904, it took from 
four to five years to build a battleship of 15,000 tons by con
tract and at a cost in some cases as high as $350 a ton. Since 
Congress has insisted that the Navy Department build some 
ships at Government yards; the time consumed for construc
tion has been reduced to three years-a saving in time of two 
years, and in view of the deterioration in value of a battleship 
a saving in money to the Government of $1,000,000 on each 
ship. I have referred to the cost per ton of building ships ·by 
private contract under the old conditions, but with navy-yard 
competition and an eight-hour restriction the Newport News 
Shipbuilding Co. built the TeJJas for $218 a ton-a saving 
through this competition, as against the old price, of nearly 
$2,000,000. Permit me to lay before the committee a com
parison of the cost and time consumed in building the battle
ships New Yorlc and TeJJas. These ships are of 27,000 tons 
displacement. For the building of the New Yorlv 36 months 
was allowed from May 1, 1911, when her keel was laid. She 
was finished and on her way to actual service April 26, 1914-
5 days less than the 36 months specified. The construction of 
the Tercas began December 17, 1910. Under the terms of con
tract with the Newport News Shipbuilding Co. she should 
have been delivered December 17, 1913. She was not de
livered to the Government until March 4, 1914, and is still at 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard having her gun sights installed and 
otherwise being prepared for service. She will not be ready 
to go to sea until May 12, making a total of five months' time 
consumed more than the New York, constructed as she was at 
the Brooklyn Navy Yard. 

We are willing to stand or fall on the record of these two 
ships in matter of time consumed in construction cost of the 
two ships, and the real value of the respective vess~ls. 

It is not disputed that the contract-built ship took five months 
longer to complete for actual use. As to the relative cost: In 
the naval bill of June 24, 1910, two battleships were authorized 
of 27,000 to~s displacement, at a cost of not exceeding $6,000,000, 
each exclusive of armor and armament, and on an amendment 
offered by me the Navy Department was directed to construct 
one of these battleships at a navy yard. At the following ses
siou the department submitted estimates to Congress which 
indicated that it would cost a great deal more to build at the 
navy yard, and sought to repeal the provision requiring the 
building of one of these battleships at a Government yard. In 
this they were unsuccessful, and Congress increased the limit of 
cost of the Government-built ship from $6,000,000 to $6,4oo·,ooo 
and provided that the latter amount should be exclusive of over
bead or indirect charges. Mr. Chairman, in view of the attitude 
of the department at that time the letter I have in my hand 
from Chief Naval Constructor Watt is very interesting. Now, 
the facts are it was entirely unnecessary to increase the limit 
of cost of the Government-built ship. In this letter the figures 
show that. exclusive of the indirect or overhead charges and 
armor and armament, the battleship New York!s cost to com
plete was $5,392,794, over $1,000,000 less than the limit of cost 

_ fixed by the act of March 4, 1911, and $659,635.41 less than the 
estimate of the department for the construction of this vessel 
and $557,901 less than the actual cost of the sister ship TeJJas, 
built by the Newport News Shipbuilding Co., the contract price 
of which was $5,885,695, with the additional .expenditure of 
$55,000 for work performed at the Brooklyn Navy Yard. 

As to the relative value of these two ships, permit me to pay 
my respects to the magnificent battleship Tercas and to say to 
the gentlemen from Texas in this body: It is a shill worthy the 
greatness of your State; if ever put to the test, I am certain 
it wjll shed glory on the name it bears. I have .examined 
every part from hold to the upper deck while she lay at the 
Brooklyn Navy Yard receiving the final finishing touches which 
that great yard put on her after leaving the hands of her 
builders; and across the pier lay the New York, the flagship 
of Admiral Winslow, easily the finest ship in the American 

N~vy, complete in every detail. I was present at her launching;. 
bmlt at the navy yard at Brooklyn by American workmen 
under living and humane conditions, and, as I stated a moment 
ago, for over one million less than the limit of cost and for 
$659,000 less than the department's estimates. Have you read 
what the Secretary of the Navy said of this vessel, as printed 
in the Brooklyn Daily Engle recently: 

"The celerity and promptness with which the Brooklyn Navy Yard 
prepared the dreadnaught New York on such short notice" said Secre
tary Daniels, " was striking proof of the efficiency and preparedness of 
that yard for any emergency. It is also an answer to objections that 
the navy yards can not build ships as well as private yards and have 
them ready. It may be cited that the Ncto York, built at the Brooklyn 
yard, ~as put in co;Jdition to go to sea earlier than the Texas , bnilt 
at a pnvate yard. When the New Yo·rl' left the Brooklyn yard she was 
splendidly equipped, and is another evidence of the efficiency of navy
yard construction." 

The battleship New York left the harbor of New York for 
Mexican waters on Sunday morning, April 26. I knew of her 
intended sailing and watched her from the Brooklyn Bridge as 
she turned her head majestically down the East River and 
sailed out to sea. The people of New York City were proud; 
she carried the flower of our youth in her crew, and we were 
confident if called into action fresh from our workmen she 
would give a good account of herself. 

Those of us who have argued in favor of building some of the 
battleships at the navy yards have maintained that it kept 
them in a state of preparedness in case of emergency; this was 
neyer better exemplified than in the past few weeks in the navy 
yard at Brooklyn. We were cDmpleting the New Yorlc and were 
busy laying the keel of battleship No. 89, having employed on 
these two ships over 1,500 men. There wa:· at the yard under
going repair and alteration the TeJJas, Washington, North 
Dakota, and supply ship Celtic, when orders came from Wash
ington to get these vessels ready for sea. Work was temporarily 
suspended on No. ·39, and the entire well-organized and effi
cient force of men was put to work getting these other ships 
prepared. The work was completed, and the New York, Wash
ington, North Dalcota, and supply ship Celtic are to-day with 
the fleet in Mexican waters and the Texas will leave by May 15. 

As a further reason for the adoption of this amendment let 
me call the attention of the committee to the battleship Penn
sylva.nia, now being constructed by the Newport News Ship
building Co. for $7,275,000. This vessel is 31,400 tons displace
ment, and is the same size as battleship No. 39, now being 
constructed at the Brooklyn Navy Yard, which yard estimated 
to build her for $7,303,000, or only $28,000 more than the bid 
of the Newport News Co.; and I am reliably informed by a 
very prominent officer of the Navy that this sum will be re
duced · by over $500,000 as a result of the competition obtained 
by the department for the material to be used; so that battle
ship No. 39 when completed will cost nearly $500,000 less than 
the price paid the Newport News Co. for the Pennsylvania. 
'l'he navy yards are now competing with the private yards on 
more equal terms than in the past. Formerly the private yards 
~orked 10 hours per day and the navy yards worked 8 hours; 
now both work 8 hours. It is true that a little better wages 
are paid by the Government than the contractor and that the 
men work under better conditions, but with this incentiYe to 
work and the improved machinery installed by the Government 
we are able without difficulty to compete as to cost and excell 
both as to time required and the character of the ship. 

The two battleships authorized under the paragraph just 
agreed upon are to be known as l\' os. 10 and 41 and will be 
32,000 tons displacement, and the limit of cost, exclusive of 
armor and armament, is fixed at $7,800,000. There is not the 
slightest doubt that if this amendment providing that one 
shall be built at a navy yard is agreed to that it can be built 
within the contract time and the limit of cost, and that every 
naval expert will agree that it will be a better ship than one 
built by contract at a private yard. 

The great navy yard at Brooklyn is proud of its achieve
ments. We have built there in the past 10 years the battle
ships Connecticut, Flo?"ida. and N ew Yo1'lc, the finest of their 
respective classes in the American Navy; the great collier 
Vestal, and have under construction battleship No. 39, which 
will be launched, so the commandant, Capt. Gleaves, states, 
before the end of the year. and we will then be ready to be 
given the building of one of the two battleships just authorized 
as soon as her plans are ready. 

Mr. Chairman, the people of Brooklyn are proud of their 
skilled mechanics that have made it possible for us to produce 
th~se great wa:J:ships. We are part of the great metropolis of 
the Nation, and the patriotic impulses of the people of our 
city have been moved by witnessing the building and launch
ing of these vessels. We thank the House for extending us 
this consideration in the past and ask for a favorable vote on 
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this nmendment. so that we may continue to reflect credit on Brooklyn '01' New York. T ndmire their -splendid delegation :nnd 
our city and the country in the matter of building ships for the force .and energy they put into a movement of this kind. 1 
the American Navy. hope they will get what they want. 

When the section .authorizing the bui1ding of two battleships Mr. DOXOV AN. Will the gentleman yield! 
was acted upon -this afternoon I voted for it, a.nd have during Mr. MOORE. Yes; I will yield to the -official timekeeper 
my 10 years of service in the Hou-se always voted to build two from Connecticut for a question. 
battleships a year. I am in favor of continuing the program Mr. DONOVAN. Will you not .admit that you have been as 
.of building two battleships a year for at least the next six faithful and earnest and painstaking when matters pertuininO' 
years, unless an interillltional agreement can be obtained by · to Philadelphia have come up in the House as almost anyon: 
the great mru·itime powers th.at they shall gradually reduce else? You will admit that, will you not? 
their naval armament. Previous to the Spanish-American War Mr. MOORE. That is true. 
this country was so situated that we did not need to compete in Mr. DOXOVAN. You will .admit when it came to putting a 
the matter of the size of our Navy with Great Britain, Ger- finger in the pork barrel for Philadelphia you were there? 
many, Russia, France, and .Japan, but the result of that war, Mr. :MOORE. That may be true. 
bringing to us Porto Rico, Guam, the Philippine Islands, and Mr. DO NOV AN. And everybody knows they are not always 
Hawaii, and since then the building of the Panama Canal, com- present -except when the pork barrel is around. I do not want 
pelled . this Nation to •mainta in a first-class Navy a.t the highest it to go abroad that the Member from Philadelphia is ever 
-state of efficiency. The preparedness of the Navy in it-s occu- absent when the pork barrel is passed around. 
pation of Vera Cruz only a few days ago-which occupation, in 1\11·. MOORE. I am glad to haYe the gentleman make that 
my judgment, will do more ultimately to settle the Mexican speech. I will have it printed and circulated throughout my 
'(}UP.stion without further loss of life-was simply an evidence district as a tlibute to the activity of the " .gentleman from 
-of the necessity of this country being constantly prepared not Pennsylvania." And if the gentleman from Connecticut wa.s 
to destroy nations and men but to help presen·e the peace of more active in getting "pork" for Connecticut, to improve his 
the world. .And so, Mr_ Chairman, I am in favor of the pro- rivers up there, he would be more populru· with his .own -con
gram Tecommended by the Naval Committee. stituents. Sometimes in his criticism of others .he forgets to do 

I know that the amount carried-$140,000.000-is consider- justice to himself. 
able; but when you :;top to thin_k o~ the fact that there are Now, it is a good thing for New York to get together. It is 
more chauffeurs runmng automobiles m the State of New York a fine tribute to organization for these men to stand shoulder 
alone than there are men in the United States Navy, and that to shoulder and put another shlp in the Brooklyn Navy Yard 
it cost more lust year for the rubber tires on the automobiles which is already bulging out with battleships and has no roo~ 
used in the United States tllan it did to conduct the entire for more. 
Navy, induding the building and repail· of ships, it can readily 
be seen that we are not going beyond our ability to maint.'lin 
this Navy. We are now a world power. ·We are the strong 
Nation .of the Western Hemisphere. Nothing else will do more 
to maintain the peace Qf this hemisphere-and, in fact, the 
pe.aee -of the entire world-than the United States maintaining 
a navy strong enough to compel every other nation on earth to 
observ-e peaee. When the time comes, aud I hope it will, to 
call a halt on the further extension of our Navy, I will be one 
of those wbo will add my voice and vote to that end; but tha.t 
time, M"r. Chnirman, has not yet arrh·ed. . 

I think it :fitting thnt I should insert in these remarks some 
obsermtions on the youth of Brooklyn who were the first ashore 
nt Vera Cruz, Mexico, on April 21, in answer to the call of duty, 
and who fell on that day and the suceeeding day. Two of 
th~m-John F. Schumacher, coxswain, of 161 Harmon Street, 
Brooklyn, and Albin Eric Stream, ordinary ·seaman, residing at 
227 Sixty-seventh Street, Brooklyn-laid down their lives fot• 
the honor of the flag, and Arthur Berstein. seaman, 30 Thn tford 
Arenue; Eugene J. Grey, ordinary &>ama.n, 73 Devoe Street; 
George G. Craig, ordinary seaman, 556 Hamburg A venue; 
G.harls D. Cameron, ordinary seaman, 108 Doscher Street; 
John L. Bennett, coxswain, HIT Sands Street; Hugh Aloysius 
~yl-e, -ordinary seaman, 235 Concord Street; and Frederick 
Nnnz, ordinary seaman, 463 Himrod Street, were wounded in 
that contltct. 'These nine young .m.en knew no fear. They were, 
lik-e every other sold'ier and sailor, enlisted for whatever service 
they were called upon to pet--form. Their .example is an inspira
tion to every other young man of our great city; and, while we 
sympathize with t.heil· families and express the hope that the 
wounded will soon recoYer, we know their names will go down 
in the history of the Navy as Brooklyn's contribution to the 
furtherance of peace and civilization of benighted Mexico, torn 
and rent by citil .strife; soon, I hope, to be restored to peace and 
prospetity. 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Chairman, the amendment offered by me 
is intended to accentuate the fact of the consolidation of Federal 
shipbuilding in one navy yard. 

Incidentally all of us do the best we can for our localities, 
and I suppose a Member of Congress who does not stand up 
for his city or for his district falls short of being a Repre
sentative. For that reason I intend to commend the gentlemen 
.from New York for their splendid presence this afternoon when 
the question of the Brooklyn Navy Yard is involved. They are 
llere, Democrats and Republicans alike, firm and united. In
deed, the fact that they are here so solidly and on tiJDe is 
worthy the attention and, I would venture to say. the. approval 
of our official timekeeper from Connecticut [Mr. DONOVAN]. 
[Laughter.] . 

But the fact. is that the Brooklyn Navy Yard .i.s the only navy 
. ynrd equipped to build a battleship. Now, it has been so since 

I have been a Member of this House, and each time the naval 
'bill has come here attention has been called to it. I do not envy 

But, Mr. Chairman, the whob profession of the party in 
power is against monopoly. You crowd QUt private shipbuilding 
concerns because, as you darge, they effect a combination. 
You interfere with the work .of the men employed by these 
companies because, you say, they monopo-lize the work, and 
yet year after year, even after your nttention ls called to it, 
you come along and vote everything you have the power to ""''ote 
into one navy yard. It is said there is another navy yard 
equipped to build battleships. It is said that Mare Island 1.s 
so equipped. ".rhat statement does not seem to be borne out by 
the facts. · 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOORE. I will yiel-d. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The present Demoeratic Secretary -<>f tlie 

Navy is the only Secre-tary of the Navy who ever ·awarded a 
vessel to be constructed in th-e League Island N.avy ~d. 

Mr. MOORE. And the Democratic Congress passed -an act 
which solemnly bound him to do it, but now you fail to glve the 
Philadelphia Navy Yard the ways on which ro build the ship. 
You have put the ship up in the air and told us to go there and 
build it. The gentleman from New York knows how ridiculous 
that is. He is faithful and loyal to his party, -and I am cooing 
to .ask him to vote for an amendment I shall offer later ~n to 
stand by the law that he himself helped to pass in this House. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are two navy yards equipped to 
build battleships, there is nothing to fear from the passage of 
my amendment. If the one at Mare Island is so equipped, as 
the gentlemen from California contend, then there will be Gov
ernment competition in the building of battleships the moment 
this amendment passes. But so Jong as you continue to sit 
here and vote that each battleship shall be built !in a nayy ynrd, 
and you refuse to other navy yards the means to build battle
ships thnt you give to Brooklyn, just so long will you maintain 
a governmental monopoly at Brooklyn. which is as much a mo
nopoly in its way as any private monopoly against which ·you 
complain~ [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time :of the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania has expjred. 

Mr . .MOORE. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 

amendment. 
.1\fr. PADGE'I.'T. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to attempt to 

make a speech. I simply want to make a plain statement to the 
membership of the House. 

I am not opposed to the development of our navy yards a.nd 
to giving them all the work that they can properly a.nd legiti
mately transact. I have a Jetter here, which I will put in the 
RECoRD for information, coming from the Secretary of the 
NaYy, with reference to the cost, up to the present tim.e. of the 
two sister ships, the Ne'w York, built in the navy yard at 
Bl'Ooklyn, tl..Dd the Te:r:as, built in a private yard. It shows that 
the amount expended, as shown by this itemized statement, is 
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$1,040.000 more upon the New Yor7c ill the Govermiient yard 
than upon the Te:r;as in the private yard. Here is the letter: 

NAVY DEPABTMID'l'T, 
W tUhington. 

Subject: Cost of battleships Te:xas and Neto York. 
MY DEAR 1\la. PADGET'r: 1. Referring to your letter of the 17th in

stant, requesting certain data retative to the cost of battleships Te:xa3 
and New 1'-o,-k_ in reoly to which the department, in Its letter of March 
21, 1914, stated that It was necessary to obtain certain of the de!';ired 
detailed information on the New York from the navy yard. New York, 
there is given below such of the data rE-quested as have been fnrnish~>d 
to date by tile New Yor·k Navy Yard relative to the cost oi battleship 
New York, exclusive of armor and armament: 

Hull. Machinery. - Total. 

Labor: 
Expended to Mar. 1, 1914 •• ····-~·· $1,825,308.66 ~634, 735.19 S2, 460,043. &5 
Estimated to complete.............. 77,508.60 36,343.44 113,852.04 

Material: 
Expended to Mar. 1, 1914. •••••••••• 1,535,685.51 808,024.60 2,343, 710.11 
Estimated to complete •.•••••••• -... 118,714.00 356,474.00 475.,1S8.00 

Indirect: 
EXJ?ended to Mar.1, 1914 •••• ~---··· 615,447.12 202,269.30 
Estimated to complete.............. 23,120.40 11,593.56 

Leav·e 1_ ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

Holiday 1_ ••••••••• ····················---- ··---·-·······-·······- ••• 

~!::S~~ ~Di i>io:Yees ·employed- ·iii -consirnciioti · ·ar· "-N"e:w· Y: Oi-k" iini · 
charged to current appropriations (estimate of commandant) .•..•.. 

Leave and hoUday of classified employees cmptoyed in construction 
oJ the New York (estimate of commandant) ..... --- ..•......•..•..• 

817,716 • .(2 
37,713.96 

174,911.73 
177,227.40 

40,079.04 

287,070.00 

28,930.00 
1-----

Cost to Government of hulJ and machinery by reason of construction 
in navy yard, according to retUI'IlS received from New York........ 6,956,442.55 

1 Resulting from construction of New York and charged against appropriation 
''lncrease of the Navy; construction and machinery.'' 

2. Attention is invited to the fact that the above total cost to the 
Government of the New York is subject to modification as the final 
actual cost of work covered by the estimates to complete may be either 
more or less than the estimates mentioned above. 

3. The above statement of total cost to the Government of the con
struction in navy yard-New York-includes expenditUTes for indirect 
charges under the existin~ system of bookkeeping ; also expenditures 
for leave, holiday, and disability wblch have 1·esu.lted by reason of tbe 
construction of the New York. Sueh e-xpenditures are lodged against 
the appropriation "Increase of the Navy, construction, and machinery," 
which appropriation covers the cost of bull and machinery for the 
New York~ but are excluded from the "limit of cost" of the ship by 
the phraseology of the appropriation act of .March 4, 1911. 

4. The above total cost to the Government of the New York in
<!ludes also the charges for classified employees while engaged in 
drafting, ace()unting, and clerical work for the New York. In ac
cordance with statute law sueb charges are covered by the annual 

· worktng aJ}propriations and therefore are not included in the " limit 
of cost " of the vessel, although such expenditures result from the 
construction of the vessels. ' 

5. In reply to your request for information as to any ov-erhead 
charges which would enter Into the construction of the ship by pri-vate 
contractor which are not included in the navy yard cost, the following 
items are items of cost to private contractors which are not included 
in the "limit of cost" nor in the "indirect charges" nnder the pres
ent system of cost accounting of the ship-built in the navy yard: 

Officers' salaries. 
Clerical for·ce, draftsmen, civilian assistants, subinspectors, expert 

aids, chemists, watchmen, messengers, etc. 
Leave, holiday, and disability. 
Ship in"furance throughout periods of construction and trial trips. 
Expenses of trial trips. By reason of conducting trials of Govern-

ment-built vessels after commissioning and "shaking-down cruise," ex
penses of same art lodged against cost of maintaining in commission 
and not against cost of construction. 

Expenses of receiving, testing, and handling stores. 
Depreciation, fire insurance of plant. 
Interest on money invested. taxes. 
Repairs made to buildings, railways plant machinery, and equipment, 

when such repairs are in excess ot tbe limits for various items of in
direct charges made agajnst the New York, as per accounting system 
now in force. These limits are $25 and $100. 

6. As regards the cost of the above items, it will be noted that the 
cost for clerks, draftsmen, etc., leave, holiday, and disability are shown 
above. There is no information available showing what would be the 
cost of the remaining items. 

7. The commandant of the naVY yard. New York, reports that the 
total expenditures to March 1, 1914. on battleship Neto York, to
gether with the small estimated amounts to complete the vessel, in
dicate a performance lower than the original estimates by $413,750.50 
under huJI, and $245,884.9-1 under machinery, or a total of $659.636.41. 

8. The cost of the battleship Te:xas, is as follows: Hull and machin
ery, cost under contract, including changes during construction, 
$5,885,6!:15. . 

9. There will also be additional expenditures on the Te:xas~ charge
able to the limit of · cost, by reason of work performed by the Gov
ernment subsequent to delivery, on account of changes and improve· 
ments. The actual cost of this work is not available, as the work has 
not been completed. The estimated cost of same ls $55,000. 

Sincerely yours, 

Hon. LEMUEL P. PADGETT, M. C., 
JOSEPHUS DA!\""IELS, 

Chairman Committee on Naval A.Dairs, 
House oj Representativea_ Wash·ington, D. 0. 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Chail·man, will the gentleman permit an 
Interruption? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 
!o the gentleman from Wisconsin? 

Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
l\Jr. COOPEr... I wanted to ask the gentleman wheth-er cer

tain overhead charges bad not been made against the New Yot·Jv 
that are not charged against the Tefl)ast I so understand. 

Mr. PADGETT. The Te:cas is a C(}ntract ship. That is a 
stated sum. There is a detailed statement here of overhead 
charges tbat are not included in this estimate cost of the New 
York. But I want to say that even with the fact that the ship 
New York has cost more than the Tefl)a8, I wouJd still favor 
the placing of a ship in the navy yard in order to hold our or
ganization if I thought it was needed. But it is not needed at 
this time. 

Now, what are the facts? On March 16, 1914, which is just 
about or a little more than a month ago-five or six weeks
the keel of the battleship No. 39, which is a much larger ship 
than the Ne1o York, was laid. I have a letter here from the 
department, wbich I will put in the RECORD. stating that that 
ship will not get off of the ways until about the 1st of July, 
1915. This letter is as follows: 

MAY 5, 19H. 
Hon. LEMUEL P. PADGETT, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Atrai-t·s, 
Ho'l.llle at Rep,-esem·atives. 

1\fy DDAB MR. PADGETT: As you will see by th~ inclosed memorandum, 
the technka.l bureaus disap.prove the buiiding of a battleship. either at 
New York or Mare Island out of the coming appropriation. Tbis sim· 
ply means that we are not yet prepared to do· what I would wish. 
Next year it would look more propitious. New York will have launched 
No. 39, and without further expense we could start aitother battleship;. 
thls year is too soon. 

• • • • • • • 
In any event, I hope. you will be able to leave the department to act 

as may be best, witb only the usual Legislation defining the pla.cillg <>f 
all buflding In na17Y yards in the event of a combination. 

Very sincerety, yours, 
JosEPHUS DANI:ELS. 

Mr. MAHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADCETT. I regret I have not the time. The yard can 

build but one ship at a time. 
Mr. MA.L~N. Will the gentleman yield '2 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Did not the commandant of the Brooklyn Navy: 

Yard state that he would launch that ship in 10 months? 
Mr. PADG:ETT. I do not know whether he did or not. That 

statement was made by so-me one. But I have the offidal 
statement here of the department, dated of this date, as to w~en 
they would get it off. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGETT. Not now. Another thing: The battleship 

New York is a ship of a·bout 27,000 tons, and No. 99- fs 31...400 
tons, a much larger ship. The New Yorlc was. on the ways 13 
months, and they estimate that this ship, being 4,5QO tons larger 
than the NetD York, will take about 151 months to get off of the 
ways. 

Now, Congress meets in December, and we will ap1J!·opriate 
at the next session, which closes on the 4th of March, eithei' for 
one battleship or for two battleships; I do not know which. 
Either one of those ships can be placed in the navy yard at 
Brooklyn and will meet all of the requirements. 

l\1r. CALDER. l\Ir. Chairman,. wiil the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield 

to- the gentleman from New York? 
Mr. PADGETT. The sum total of a direction or authorization 

to put this ship in the navy yard is simply to delay its con., 
struction, according to the statement here, about one yea.r. 

Mr. CALDER. Will the gentleman yield now, please? 
Mr. PADGETT. I am not in favor of delaying the construc-

tion. 
l\1r. CALDER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. PADGE"'"'r. Yes. 
Mr. CALDER. How long will it take to pt·epare the plans of 

these battleships after the naval biB becomes a law? 
Mr. PADGETT. It is stated here that they will have them 

ready 1'01· ad•ertisement the 15th of October. 
:Mr. CALDER. One more question" if the gentleman p-leases. 
l\Ir. PADGETT. Yes. 
Mr. CALDER. We authorized the building of battleship No~ 

89 on the 4th of March last year? 
Mr. PADGETT. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CALDER. It was just 1 year and 12 days after that 

before we laid the keel of No. 39. 
Mr. PADGETT. That is true. But No. 39 was 4.000 tons 

larger than the New York. But these two ships-Nos-. 1,0 and 
41-to be authorized in this bill are substantial reproductions 
of No. 39, with certain improvements; and they state he1·e that 
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they will have the plans ready and the specifications, and will 
advertise for the construction by the 15th of the coming October. 

The CIIAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes
see has expired. 

l\Ir. PADGETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I am going to put this 
memorandum in the REOORD: 

NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 5, 1914. 

[Memorandum for Hon. LEMUEL P. PADGETT, Member of Congress, chair· 
man Committee on Naval Affairs, House of Representatives.] 

Subject: Battleship building at navy yards. 
DEPARTMEKT'S POLICY, 

It is the policy of the department to develop shipbuilding at navy 
yards, the extent to be measured by the importance and capacity of 
each yard. This extent may range from a coal barge to a battleship, 
and embraces these as well as tugs, gunboats, submarines, destroyers, 
and all the fleet auxiliaries, such as supply ships, transports, colliers, 
oilers, and the like. 

The advantages claimed for a development of shipbuilding at the navy 
yards are: 

(1) A check upon the cost of private shipbuilding. Congress has 
repeatedly vested authority in the department to use the navy yards 
"should it reasonably appear" that the Government is deprived "of 
fair, open, and unrestricted competition." While the department does 
not antic1pate such a condition to arise, the possession of adequate 
facilities, together with the knowledge and experience gained in the 
navy yards, safeguard the public interests. As here stated, no infer
ence is warranted that private shipbuilding shall sufl'er hardship, for 
the department considers it as an asset for war of great value. 

(2) An increased efficiency and preparedness of the worltlng force 
due to a more uniform and stead;v: employment of workmen. Retention 
of trained employees is the ambition of the department. Navy yards 
are primarily repair and emergency yards. Sudden expansion in neces
sity is impossible with a fluctuating labor roll. 

(3) An improved morale of yard service from master workman to 
the lowest laborer or messenger. The inculcation of an esprit de corps 
in navy yards engaged in shipbuilding is easy. Officers and men have 
a common pride in the launching of a vessel which they have seen 
grow up under their eye and hand. Throughout her building they have 
become ·imbued with a common spirit which commands success. 

(4) The expenses of inspection and trial trips are eliminatell, changes 
are under ready control, and throughout the building is regulated by 
the same routine that applies to all Navy work. Some of the very 
officet·s that helped to build her will go to sea in her when built. 

CRITERIA, 

Before a navy yard is allowed to engage in shipbuilding it is made 
to show: 

(1) A lower bid than a private contractor. 
(2) That no special equipment is required, or such equipment only 

as may be of permanent value. 

!3l That there is no extraordinary increase in the plant required. 
4 The extent of the Rtaglng, cranes, and \vays that are required. 
5 The labor market and industrial conditions of the vicinity. 
6 The objectionable supervising and drafting force. 

BATTLESHIP BUILDING. 

The highest expression of the shipbuilding art is the battleship. 
These are governing principles for the assignment of a battleship to 
a navy yard, namely: 

Shipbuilding culminating in a battleship should be a process of grad
ual growth. A yard should pass through the stages of small ship· 
buildi.ng to the larger. So wUI it surely acquire the experience and 
training essential to produce that most wonderful work-a modern 
battleship. 

In a logical development of our shore establishments it will be found 
that we require two large naval bases on each ocean. At these the navy 
yards should reach their g1·eatest development. Hence these should be 
the ones selected for battleship building. At these will be needed, with 
thrC'atening war, all the resources the department can command of 
workmen and material. It will then be the department's policy to 
allow such moderate shipbuilding at the smaller yards as may be needed 
for the advantages to be realized, but to reserve the battleship build
ing for the yards attached to the naval bases on which in time of stress 
the greatest reliance must be placed. 

NEW YORK AND MARE ISLAND. 

To-day we have but one yard in which a battleship can be built; 
that is New York. Battleship No. 39 is .now under c0nstructiol;l there. 

Two oilers of 14,500 tons displacement have geen awarded to the 
Mare Island Yard for building-the Mamnee and Kanawha. Further 
equipment would have to be provided to make it possible to build n 
battleship at Mare Island. New York and Mare Island are the only 
two yards which can be considered as properly developed at the present 
time for battleship building without a large expenditure of money, 
time, and training. 

1\"EW YORK. 
1. The following questions are asked and answered : . 
(1) What delay would it occasion if one of the new battleships were 

ordered built at the New York Navy Yard? 
Hull: The keel of battleship No. S9 was laid March 16, 1914. The 

ave1·age elapsed time between laying of the keel and launching, in the 
case of the last six battleships, is about 15 months. Since battleship 89 
is considerably larger than either of those ships it will probably require 
at least 15~ months from the date of laying keel until date of launch
ing; that brings her date of launching about July 1, 1915. If battleship 
No. 40 or 1,1 is to be built at New York Navy Yard, this would place 
the earliest date of laying of her keel about July- 15, 1915. The plans 
and specifications for battleship 40 and battleship 41 will be ready for 
advertisement about August 1, 1914; ope.ning of bids about October 1, 
1914; placing of contract about October 15, 1914. If one of these 
vessels is to be built at the New York yard, the keel should be laid by 
March, 1915. It is probable, therefore, that there would be a delay of 
nt least 4 months on this score-in the case of the new battleship. 
The New York yard is not equipped with draftsmen and other facill
ties for the rapid designing of details for two battleships of somewhat 
difl'crent design, even though one be at a considerably advanced state 
of construction, 1t being noted tbat in the cases of the Florida, NetO 
Yo1·1.: and battleship 39 the principal plans have been purchased from 

the private shipbuilders that had cont~·acts for sister ships· a similar 
procedure can hardly be expected in the case of the next 'battleship 
and in this case there would be an additional time clement requil·ed! 
conl:lidering the time -lost before laying the keel--estimated at about ~ 
m~nt~s-lt. is probab.le that at least 6 months would be required for 
bmldrng this battleship over and above the time that would be required 
if contract were placed with a private builder. 

Machinery: It is estimated that a delay of about one year would 
result in so far as the machinery is concerned. 

2. In order to avoid delay, could we construct two at the New York 
Navy Yard contemporaneously? 

Hull: •rwo battleships could not be built simultaneously at the New 
York yard without very extensive additions to the facilities of the 
yard-additions that would require at least several years to complete 
and whose prosecution could not advance advantageously while one 
battleship should be on the stocks. 

Machinery : Two could be built contemporaneously with the delay of 
one year, as before stated. 

3. If two were attempted, would it not inflate our organization so 
that afterwards it would ldve great trouble? 

If two battleships should be attempted sJmultaneously, even after 
the completion of alterations referred to above, the organization wonld 
be so inflated as to require an average force for the 30-month period 
of construction of fifteen hundred men more than are at present 
required for one battleship, and upon completion of one ship there 
would have to be a discharge of this additional force unless a new 
ship should follow simultaneously. It is of great importance to keep 
the force as uniform as practicable. 

Of com·se if we could be assured that we might continue indefinitely 
to keep two battleships on the stccks, violent fluctuations in the or· 
ganization would be avoided. 

4. It two were constructed at the New York Navy Yard, what would 
be the cost of building ways, slips, additional machinet·y, etc.? 

Hull: At the present time the New York yard is provided with 
facilities for building only one battleship at a time, and the ship
fitting appliances fot· this are crowded to the limit. In order to build 
two battleships simultaneously, It would be necessary to provide anothet• 
building slip and additional ship-fitting facilities. The navy-yard au
thorities have carefully investigated schemes for extending the building 
facilities of this yard and have submitted an ideal scheme of improve
ments involving the abandonment of the present slip the razing of cer
tain shop buildings, and the erection of extensive ship-fitting sheds and 
building slips under cover, the estimated cost of the New York yard 
being U,344,730, and the work would extend over several years. 
Whether this particular scheme should be followed or not, the erection 
of facilities for building an additional battleship, including a slip for 
the same, would involve a very large expenditure. 

Machinery: To build two contemporaneously and without loss of time 
would necessitate the building of a new foundry and an extension of 
the machine shop, both of which improvements are now almost a neces
sity. The cost would be about $480,000 for these improvements. 

Note.-The following extract from a report on the New York Navy 
Yard~ dated September 5, 1913, and made to the department by the 
boaro of inspection for shore stations, is of interest : 

" SHIPBUILDING WAYS. 

"The yard possesses building ways upon which some of the largest 
battleships have been constructed. There is a second set of ways ln 
existence upon which the U. S. S. Maine was built, but it is now in 
such a dilapidated condition and is so short in length that, in order to 
use it for battleship work, it will be necessary to strengthen the founda
tion as well as to tear down certain buildings to secure space for keel 
blocksi as well as room for the assembling of materral. There is a third 
possib e site for building ways to the westward of the existing ways, 
but such construction would necessitate heavy expenditure in securing 
foundations, replacing buildings that will have to be torn down, and in 
the erection of a Gantry crane for handling material. 

"The board does not consider it advisable to recommend the exten
sion of the smaller building ways or the development of any new ways 
for the construction of battleships, since it is considered that naval in
terests would be better subserved by building a second battleship at 

~~~~ld0tJisir~a;oa1u~~~Vr:ke0th~h~o!!~~~~~1o~0~~t t~o c;~~h t~~s~:Psa~{t~~! 
time. 

"By reason of the unsatisfactory ship-fitters' shop that exists at the 
yard, it is not considered that the construction of two battleships should 
be assigned to the yard, since the cost of the bull work of both vessels 
would be excessive, as compared with the price at which such vessels 
could be obtained from a private shipbuilding company or by nssignin,g 
to two separate yards the construction of a single vessel. The board 
considers that, rather than undertake the construction of two 'vessels at 
the same time at a single navy yard, the development of battleship con
struction ought to be efl'ected at a second navy yard, since naval inter
ests would be better subser>ed thereby." 

MABEl ISLAXD. 

The following questions are asked and answered : 
1. Can a battleship like No. 39 be built at the Mare Island Navy 

Yard? 
Machinery: With the present equipment, it can not be built at Mare 

Island. ~ 
Hull: 'l'he Mare Island yard is not equipped to build a battleship. 
2. If not, what would be the additional cost to fit the yat·d to con

struct a battleship of tbls design? 
:Machinery: An expenditure of $125,000 would be requil·ed to equip 

this yard with the necessary boring mill, lathes, planers, etc. 
Hull: It is estimated by the navy-yard authorities that It would 

cost $117,400 in addition to the purchase of a floating crane, which the 
department estimates at $450,000, to equip this yard. 
· Total fot· additional equipment, $692,400. 

3. What are the estimates of cost of construction at Mare Island? 
l\Iachincry: It is not possible to give estimates of the cost of con

sh·uctlon at Mare Island; however, it is believed that it would be 
slight!{ In excess of the cost at New York, probably 5 per cent more. 

Hul : It Is not possible to give reliable estimates. When the Penn· 
syivania's bids were called for, Mare Island furnished one lower than 
the New York yard. This bid was criticized on the basis of the large 
experience of the latter yard in building battleships. Besides, the bld 
did not take account of the additional shop facllities and other im· 
provements that would be required. 

Ordnance: An important item in considering the availability of Mare 
Island for battleship building is the excess of cost of shipments to 
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Mare Island over those to New York City, as estimated on the basis of 
battleship No. S9. 

Turrets, complete, exclusive of armor ________________ .. 
Broadside mounts -----------------------------------
Broadside guns ------------------------------------
Armor ---------------------------------------------

Tonnag~. 

1,268 
187 
110 

8,000 
;;...____; ___ _ 

Total----------------------------------------- 9,565 
===== 

From Washington to New York, at 15e cents per 100 
pounds ($3.47 per ton)--------------------------

Washington, D. C .. to Mare Island, Cal., by rail, over land-
grant road, $1.77 per 100 pounds ($39.65 per ton) ___ _ 

"Kashin~ton to 1\Iare Island via Panama, 70 cents per 100 
pounds ($15.68 per ton)---------~-----------------

To Mare Island, Cal., by rail, over land-grant road _____ _ 
To New York---------------------------------------

Difference-------------------~-----------------

To Mare Island via Panama--------------------------
To New York---------------------------------------

$33,190.55 

381,252.25 

149,179.20 

381,252.25 
33,190.55 

348,061. 70 

149,179.20 
33,190.55 

Difference------------------------r----------- 115,988.65 
The additional cost of shipments from Washington to Mare Island 

over shipments to .New York by rail is $348,0()1.70, and it is probable 
th~t all shipments will have to be made by this route by reason of the 
time required as well as the fact that divided shipments are made. 

CONCLUSIO~ • • 

From all of the foregoing it must be evident that-
1. The department desires to encourage shipbuilding in the ·navy 

yards. . 
2. Only the New York yard is at present equipped for bmlding a 

battleship and can build only one at a time. 
3. The Mare Island yard is the only other yard sufficiently developed 

in shipbuildiog to be intrusted with a battleship, but it is not equipped 
for the work. 

4. However, the department hopes that the Congress will see its 
way clear to leave the question an open one, not restricting it to 
either private or navy-yard building. If it is decided that one or more 
battleships must be navy-yard built, funds for the necessary yard 
equipment must be provided. 

1\lr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman, I am going to ask that the 
committee rise, since under the previous order the House will 
take a recess at 5 o'clock. But when we get into the House I 
am going to ask to modify that order, so that we can run still 
later to-night. I think we can finish the bill. 

Mr. M.A.NN. I do not think the modification can be made. 
1\fr.. PADGETT. I move, l\lr. Chairman, that the committee 

do now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, 1\lr. JoHNSoN of Kentuclcy, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re
ported that that committee Ead had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 14034) making appropriations for the naval service 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1915, and for other purposes, 
and had come to no resolution thereon. 

RECESS. 

Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, under the order previously 
made the House would recess at 5 o'clock until 8 o'clock, for the 
consideration of the Private Calendar. I desire to submit a re
quest for unanimous consent to modify the recess order, so that 
the House may continue in session not later than 7 o'clock to
night, and then recess until 8. I think in that time we can 
finis:... the bill. 

1\fr. SHERWOOD. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOOD] 

objects. 
Mr. PADGETT. That is the end of it. 
The SPEAKER. Under the special order the House will take 

n recess until 8 o'clock to-night, and the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. BULKLEY] will act as Speaker pro tempore. 

.Accordingly (at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House took a recess until 
8 o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order 

by Mr. BULKLEY, Speaker pro tempore. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the special 

order for this evening. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
On motion of Mr. Pou, by unanimous consent, 
Ordered, Tllat on Tuesday, l\lay 5, 1914, the House stand in recess 

from 5 o'clock p. m. until 8 o'clock p. m., and that a session be held 
from 8 o'clock p. m. until 11 o'clock p. m. for the consideration of bills 
upon the Private Calendar which are not objected to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will r:Jport the first 
bill on the calendar. 

SARAH B. HATCH. 

The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8811) to execute the findings of the Court of Claims in the case 
of Sarah B. Hatch, widow of Davis W. Hatch. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted., etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Sarah B. Hatch, widow of Davis 
W. Hatch, of Bexar County, Tex., the sum of . ~.ooo, being the amount 
found due for timber taken and used by United States troops in the 
winter of 1865 and 1866 and the spring of 1866, as set forth in the 
findings of fact filed by the Court of Claims on :March 28, 1910, and 
printed as House of Representatives Document No. 857, Sixty-first 
Congress, first session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres .. 
ent consideration of the bill? 

.Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, these bills have to be considered 
in Committee of the Whole House unless it is waived. 

Mr. BYRNES of South Carolina. I ask unanimous consent 
that this bill be considered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent that all bills on the 
Private Calendar be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlercan from Illinois 
asks unanimous consent that all bills on the Private Calendar 
be considered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres .. 

ent consideration of this bill. [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. HAMMOND. 
The next business on the Pri".ate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

7633) for the relief of the personal representative of Charles 
W. Hammond, deceased. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the United 

States is hereby authorized and dir0<'ted to pay to the personal repre
sentative of Charles W. Hammond, deceased, the sum of $68 for serv
ices in carrying the mail between Macon and Albany, Ga., in 1860 
and 1861. 

The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 
In line 4, after the words "to pay," place a comma and insert the 

words "out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES P. BA.&NEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9147) to restore First Lieut. James P. Barney, retired, to the 
active list of the .Army. 

The bill was read, as follC'ws: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author-.. 

ized to restore First Lietit. James P. Barney, retired, to the active list 
of the Army of the United States with the rank of first lieutenant of 
Cavalry, his name to appear on the active llst of the Army of the 
United States next below that of First Lieut. Ft·ancis H. "Ruggles: 
Pm-r;ided, That such restoration shall be in temporary excess of the 
number authorized only until such time as a vacancy shall occur in 
the grade of <'aptain of Cavalry: Pro-r;ided turtlbe1·, That prior to his 
restoration to the active list this officer shall have passed an examina
tion to the grade of lieutenant of Cavalry. as prescribed by t·egula
tions of the War Department under the terms of the act of Congress 
approved October 1, 1890. 

The following committee amendments were read : 
On page 1, line 8, after the word "Provided,'' strike out the rest 

of said line, together with all of lines 9 and 10, and line 11 up to and 
including the word "Cavalry," and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
"That the number of officers shall not be increased by reason of the 
passage of this act." 

Also, on page 1, strike out all of line 13 and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: "a physical examination for promotion to the grade of 
first lieutenant, as." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is tllere objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr .. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, there 
does not seem to be very much information in the report in this 
case. We have a letter from the Secretary of War, but no state
ment as to the age of the man, the length of his service, the 
character of his service, or the reason for his retirement hereto .. 
fore. 

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, :Mr. Barney is a Virginian who has 
been in the service 10 or 12 years and had service of at least 
five or six years during that time in the Philippines. He in
curred an illness while in the Philippines in the line of duty, 
and it was necessary to have two distinct surgical operations 
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performed on him, and as the result of the operations he was 
retired on account of physical disability incurred in the line of 
duty. Since then he has recovered his health. He is a very 
efficient soldier. He has had charge of the instruction in marks
manship, and he has desired for two years or more to get back 
into the active service of the Army. I think his age is 36 
years, and his present condition is vouched for by a number 
of reputable physicians. He is ready at this time to enter the 
service. 

:Mr. KAHN. I will say that at the present time he is receiv
ing the pay and allowance of a first lieutenant. If restored, 
he will receive the pay and allowance of a captain. He ap
peared before the committee and seemed to be a young man in 
vigorous healtll. 

Mr. MANN. Is it the expectation that the committee amend
ments will be agreed to? 

Mr. GARD. Yes. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH L. DO NOV AN. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 
1808) for the relief of Joseph L. Donovan. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enactea, eto., That the President of tbe United States be, and 

be is hereby, authorized to nominate and, by and wHb the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint Joseph L. Donovan, late a captain in 
the Twenty-second Infantry, United States Army, a captain of the 
Infantry in the Army of the United States, and when so appointed he 
shall be placed on the retired list of the officers 9f the Army. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I notice 

from the report of The Adjutant General that this officer seek
ing to be restored to the retired list was sickly before he saw 
any service; that is, before he saw any real Army service. I 
read from the medical report that in 1894 he had acute muscu
lar rheumatism, and later that he had the measles. According 
to the record he had about as complete a record of disease as 
you might expect from any Army officer. 

I would like to inquire of the gentleman from California 
what this man could receive as a pension to which he would be 
entitled for having received injuries incurred while in line of 
duty, and what different allowance he would receive if restored 
to the retired list? 

Mr. KAHN. I do n.ot know just what pension he would be 
entitled to. This officer graduated at West Point. 

Mr. STAFFORD. What pension is a captain allowed, be-
cause he was retired as a captain? 

1\Ir. KAHN. No; be was not retired at all. 
Mr. STAFFORD. He resigried. 
Mr. KAHN. He resigned at a time when he was mentally 

unbalanced. Every captain in the regiment advised the colonel 
not to accept his resignation. He should have been retired for 
physical disability; but instead of that the colonel of the regi
ment did send his resignation on· to Washington, and it was 
accepted. 

If the gentleman will look over the papers on file in the case 
he will find a: signed statement made by his fellow officers to 
the colonel of the regiment urging that his resignation be not 
accepted. This man was severely wounded in 1899 and after
wards went insane. He was sent to an insane asylum and was 
treated there for several months. Subsequently he was dis
charged as cured, went back to the Philippip.es, and entered the 
campaign against the Moros. He was exposed to all the hard
ships and rigors of that campaign. While in that campaign he 
beGame obsessed with the idea that his accounts were not right 
and he resigned. Of course his accounts must have been right or 
his resignation could not have been accepted. The officers with 
whom he was associated realized the condition of his health 
and urged the colonel not to accept the resignation. He should 
have been sent before a medical board of survey and should 
have been retired for disability. · 

Mr. STAFFORD. Of course the gentleman does not question 
but that be has a pensionable status? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not think be, has. 
Mr. STAI!'FORD. For injuries received in the service that 

are. the cause of his present physicai condition? That is the 
basis of the claim for reinstatement. 

Mr. KAlil~. I do not know whether he has a pensi~nable 
status. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman give us the. reason why 
the War Department at one time returned an unfavorable re
port in the case? 

Mr. KAHN. I do not know, but I had a talk with Gen. Wood 
subsequent to the time that that favorable report was sent to 
the committee. Gen. Wood said that he had looked up the 
record of this man and found that he was an exceedingly brave 
and efficient officer, and that on the retired list he could be of 
considerable service to his country doing the work that re
tired officers can do. He is a comparatively young man and, 
in my judgment, he would be very efficient in the recr~itin"' 
service and work of that kind. · o 

Mr. STAFFORD. I think the record shows he is not only 
a physical but a mental wreck. It is one of those unfortunate 
cases, and the question in my mind is whether he would not 
have a pensionable status which would compensate him for 
injuries which he received in the Philippine service. He cer
tainly has a meritorious record. 

Mr. KAHN. I think he still carries the bullets he received. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I do not feel inclined to press the ob-

jectioa • 
Mr. MANN. Ur. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KAHN. Certainly. . 
Mr. 1\IANN. As I understand, this man had an attack of 

~hat we usually call insa'n.ity-two distinct mental disturbances, 
m fact. 

Mr. KAHN. Yes. 
Mr . .MANN. And he resigned while in one of thOSt; mental 

disturbances? 
Mr. KAHN. Yes. . 
Mr. MANN. The other captains protested against the ac

ceptance of his resignation? 
1\Ir. KAHN. Exactly. 
Mr. MANN. But the adjutant of the regiment declined to 

favorably consider their request because of the nature of the 
offense which had caused his resignation. Does the gentleman 
know what the nature of the offense was? I will not ask him 
to state what it is. 

Mr. KAHN. I do not know. The information I have is that 
the man became obsessed with the idea that he was indebted 
to the Government. Of course that could not have been, or his 
resignation would not have been accepted. 

Congress on one or two occasions has placed men on the 
retired list under similar circumstances. I recall the case of 
Detchmandy, in the Fifty-seventh Congress, and the gentleman 
may recall it. He was a very efficient officer in the Philippines 
and participated in the campaign against Aguinaldo. He was 
mentally unbalanced and resigned under somewhat similar 
circumstances to those existing in Capt. Donovan's case, and 
subsequently Congress restored him to the retired list. 

Mr. 1\IANN. Well, as I l~nderstand, the committee believes 
that this man sent in his resignation at a time when he was 
mentally irresponsible? 

Mr. KAHN. Absolutely. 
Mr. MANN. And that he ought to have been retired then. 
Mr. KAHN. Exactly so. 
1\Ir. MANN. Instead of his resigaation being accepted. 
1\Ir. KAHN. Exactly so. 
1\Ir. MANN. I am opposed to these bills putting men on the 

retired list under ordinary circumstances, but if the committee 
is absolutely satisfied that he resigned only because he had an 
attack of insanity at the time, I think it puts a different light 
upon the case. 

Mr. KAHN. The committee felt that way. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection ~ , the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, wns read the 
third time, and passed. 

FRANK ELLSWORTH M 1CORKLE. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3432) to reinstate Frank Ellsworth McCorkle as a 
cadet at United States Military Academy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it e-nacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 

to reappoint as cadet at the United S_tates Military Academy, without 
regard to age or the existence of vacancies, Frank Ellsworth McCorkle. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of this bill? · 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some ex
planation of the bill. 

_1\Ir. l\.Ic~ELLAR. ~Ir. Speak~r, I will say .for the benefit of 
the gentleman and the House this is· one o~ a num"Qer of cadets 
who were dismissed from the academy, and who have been all 
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restored except two others and this one. The others were re
stored and I believe two did not ask to be restored. Six, I 
think.' have already been restored by the Senate. A. bill was 
passed by the Senate, and afterwards passed the House. These 
nine cadets were charged with having taken a glass of beer at 
some little town near West Point, and were dismissed from the 
academy on that account. 

Mr. LANGLEY. Just one glass? . 
Mr. McKELLAR. I will see whether it was one glass or 

not· I have the facts here. I am mistaken about that; I will 
say' for the benefit of Mr. LANGLEY and other gentlemen of the 
House it is two glasses of beer. These cadets were dismissed 
because of that. This was wrong, of course, but I think all 
these boys 8hould be given another chance. The sentences of 
three of these boys were suspended, and they were kept in the 
acndemy. Congress has passed an act for the relief of the 

• other three and now this is the last one who is asking for 
relief. The' committee thought this boy ought to have. another 
chance. . . · . 

Mr. WINGO. Did they all commit the same offense? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. All they did was to take a couple of glasses 

of beer? 
.Mr. McKELLAR. I am not sure how much each of the other 

cadets took. 
Mr. WINGO. I do not care anything about the number--
1\Ir. McKELLAR. This boy took two glasses of beer. That 

is all the offense with which he is charged, and the committee 
thought he ought to be given an opportunity to redeem himself. 

Mr. GOULDEN. How many of these boys were there origi-
nally? 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. Nine. 
1\Ir. GOULDEN. And seven have been readmitted? 
Mr. McKELLAR. Six have been readmitted, and two have 

not made application for readmission, as I am informed. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Why did not this boy make application 

earlier? 
1\Ir. McKELLAR. He made application, but it happened 

Mr. ANTHONY, his Representative, introduced a bill in the 
House, and the House method of getting at this thing is a much 
slo\Tel' method than where a bill is introduced in the Senate. 

lr. GOULDEN. We discovered that long ago. 
Mr. KAHN. Mr. Speaker, as a matter of fact a similar bill 

was reported to the House in the last Congress, but died upon 
the calendar because it was repQrted out late in the session.· ' 

.Mr. McKELLAR. I will say to the gentleman from New 
York, if he will give me his attention for a moment, Mr. KAHN 
has called my attention to this fact, that the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs of the House reported this bill at the last se~sion, 
but it died on the Private Calendar. That accounts for the 
delay. 

1\lr. GOULDBN. I hope the · gentleman will see it does not 
die at this session. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I thank the gentleman. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE P. HEARD. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 2728) for the relief of George P. Heard. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to allow George P. Heard, late captain, Medical 
Corps, United States Army, to take the examination prescribed by law 
and under the regulations for the government of the Army for the 
grade of major in the Medical Corps: Provided, That if the said George 
P. Heard successfully passes the required examination the President is 
hereby authorized and directed to appoint him a major, Medical Corps, 
upon the active list· of the Army, to rank from December 15, 1910: 
Pt·ovidea furtherJ That nOthing herein contained shall be construed to 
carry back pay. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

. 1\Ir .. M.Al\TN. . Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, this 
bill apparently proposes to restore a man to the Army, giving 
him .advanced rank to date· back to December 15, 1910. Does 
not the gentleman think this is going some to i.-etire a man to 
the Army and give him advanced rank dating back three or four 
years? 

1\fr. McKELLAR. 'Yell, that was the date on which, it seemed 
to the committee, he ought to have been allowed to take that ex
aminntion, and we thinl~ there was no rea·son why he should not. 

:L!r. MA.l~N. He to.ok an examination and failed in it, and 
under the law was dismissed. 

1\Ir. McKELLAR. All line officers have the right to take a 
second examination; and I will say to the gentleman that he 
was very, very close to the mark, as he will see by the record 
here. I hope the gentleman will not object to it. 

1\fr. 1\IA.NN. I do not think it is proper to date back these 
restorations. 

1\lr. McKELLAR. I am not going to be captious about that, 
and if the gentleman feels that there ought to be some revision, 
if he will offer an amendment I do not know but that I will 
agree to it. I hope he will make it as mild as possible and give 
this gentleman a chance. 

.Mr . . MANN. I do not know what the amendment ought to be, 
whether it should be to strike out "to rank from December 15, 
1910." or not. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This has been on the calendar. It was 
reported out last year, and it came up and failed because of the 
termination of the .session. 

Mr. MANN. It was reported out only on January 30. It has 
not been very long. 

Mr. McKELLAR. It was reported out at the last session of 
Cong1·ess. · 

Mr. 1\f.Al\TN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. It was reported 
out on January 30. 

Mr. McKELLAR. This present bill was reported out at this 
session, of course, but a similar bill was reported out at ths 
last session of Congress. Of course, this bill was not-- · 

.Mr. MANN. I am talking about this bilL 
Mr. McKELLAR. Now, if the gentleman from Illinois will 

suggest what amendment he desires to offer--
Mr. MANN. I do not think I know enough about it to sug

gest an amendment, but I am opposed to restoring a man to 
the Army and giving him an advanced rank in the restoration, 
and then dating back the rank three or four years. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will suggest to the gentleman I will 
offer an amendment on page 1 of the bill to strike out the la~t 
two words on page 1, and down to the colon in line 2 on page 
2, "to rank from December 15, 1910." I will move to strike out 
those words. 

1\lr. MANN. I suppose then some gentleman will go over and 
urge the Senate to restore the language, and then the Honse, 
under the gentleman's leadership, will agree to the amendment. 

Mr. McKELLAR. I will say to the gentleman if I agree to 
strike out those words I am not going to urge any such amend

·ment as that in the Senate. 
· Mr. MANN. I know the gentleman would not go to the 

Senate. I would not accuse him of that. 
·Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Speaker, in order to meet the ob

jection, I move--
Mr . .MANN. If the gentleman will agree to offer the amend

ments and support them, and strike out the language he speal(s 
of, and also the words " and directed " in line 4, page 1, so 
it will simply giye the President authot~ity to appoint the 
man--

1\Ir. McKELLAR. I am inclined to think that that ought to be 
done, anyway. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think we can direct the President. 
Mr . .McKELLAR. I think not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideratioll of the bill? 
Mr. STAFFORD.. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the righ~ to object, 

I think there should be another clause similar to the other bills 
reported from the Committee on Military .b..ffairs of this char
acter, to the effect that the number of officers shall not be in
creased by reason of the passage of this act. It is not intended 
to increase the number of officers just to accommodate a man 
who could not pass his examination and who new wishes to get 
back in the service. · 

Mr. MANN. The last proviso ou~ht to go out, :,1.nd the gen
tleman can insert it in that. If the gentleman's amendment 

·goes through, there is nu necessity for providing it shall no\; 
carry back pay. · 

·Mr. McKELLAR. · Why not strike it all out? 
1\lr. STAFFORD. I suppose the gentleman has no objection 

to including the language that I refer to? 
. Mr. McKELLAR. · What is that? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Providing the number of officers shall not 
be increased by reason of the passage of this act. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After ·a pause.] · The Chair 
hears none. Does the gentleman from Tennessee -desire to offer 
an amendment? 

/ 
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Mr. UcKELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amend
ment to the bill : 

In line 4, pnge 1, of the bill strlke out the first two words, "and 
directed." 

Air. KAHN. Also the same in line 1 'l. 
Mr. McKELLAR. .P.Jso the same words in the last line of 

page 1. I offer those amendments to page 1. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 4, strike out the words " and directed," and on pnge 1, 

line io, strike out the words "and directed." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. Speaker, I now offer the following 

amendment: In line 1, page 2, strike out everything in the para
graph after the word "Army," and insert in lieu thereof the 
words: 

P1·ovided further, That the number of officers shall not be increased 
by reason of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk rea1l as follows: 
Pag-e 2, strike out all after the word "Army," in line 1, and insert 

the following: "Prot:idecl furthet·, That the number of officers shall not 
be increased by reason of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill as amer:ded was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr Speaker, I ask that the report of the 

committee be published in the RECORD. '.rhis report is as follows : 
The Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was referred the bill 

H. R. 2728, having considered the same, report thereon with a recom
mendation that it do pass, and in support of this recommendation 
submit the following report: 

Dr. George P. Heard entered the service at Fort McPherson July 18, 
1901. He was honorably discharged from the service December 15, 
1909. The following is his record while in the service: 

GE.NERAL SUMMARY OF EFFICIDNCY REPORTS. 

1903. Maj. C. L. Hodges, Twenty-third Infantry, Parang, P. I.: In 
charge of town near by during prevalence of cholera. Performance of 
duty, excellent. General summary of habits, conduct, bearin~, pro
fessional zeal, ability: Excellent. Condition of discipline, capac1ty for 
command: Good. · 

1904. Col. J. T. Van Orsdale, Seventeenth Infantry, Cotabato, P. I.: 
General summary : Excellent. 

Maj. C. L. Hodges: Attention to duty: Excellent. General sum
mary of professional zeal, bearing, appearance, intelligence, etc. : Good. 

Lieut. H. C. Bonnycastle, Parang, P. I. : General summary : Very 
good to excellent. 

1905. Capt. Durfee, Seventeenth Infantry: General summary: Excel
lent to good. 

11l06. Lient. Col. G. H. Torney, GE.>neral Hospitnl, Presidio, San 
Francisco: GentJral summary: Very good to good. 

1907. Lieut. Col. G. K. Hunter. General summary: Excellent to very 
good. 

1908. Capt. Walter Cox, Medical Corps, Camp Bumpus, P. L General 
summary: Very good to t!OOd. 

1909. Col. Crampton, Medical Corps. chief surgeon, Philippines Divi
sion . States he has hnd little opportunity to observe, but gives general 
summary of good. 

1900. Col. C. A. P. Hatfield. Camp McGrath: General summary: 
Good. 

It will be seen from the foregoing thnt Dr. Heard was in service in 
the Philippine Islands fot· a little more than five years. That during 
a portion of this time an epidemic of cholera prevailed in the post 
where he was stationed. and that his performance of duty at such a 
time is declared by his o.fficer in charge to have been excellent. A care
ful examination of the foregoing report shows that it is one that any 
officer surgeon in the Army might feel proud of. 

On March 17, 1910, Maj. Gen. Leonard Wood, with whom Dr. Heard 
bad served in the Philippine Islands, and who knew personally of the 
!nets about which be spoke. stated of Dr. Heard: 

"George P. Heard. late captain. Medical Corps, United States Army, 
served under my command in Mindanao. P. I., during the years 1903, 
1904. and 1905. Ills professional reputation was excellent, and his dis
cl:Jar_ge of duty marked by zeal and efficiency. His work while in charge 
of the hospital at Cotabnto was espt>cially notable for its excellence. 
His standing as nn officer was excellent. 

" LEONARD WOOD, 
''Major General, Dwited States ilrmy.u 

Under the same date Gen. Wood wrote the following letter to Dr. 
Heard: 

HEA.DQUAJ!TERS DEPA.nTMENT OF THE EAST, 
Governors Island, New York GUy, March 17, 1910. 

DEAR Da. HEARD: I inclose herewith statement concerning your serv
ice in Mindanao which I hope wil1 be of service to you. I remember 
very well your excellent work there, especially at Cotabato. I am 
exceedingly sorry to hear that you are no longer ln the service. 

With kind regards, very truly, yours, 
LEo~ARD Wooo. 

Dr. GEORGE P. IIEARD 
New Yo1·k Post Gmduate Medical School, 

SOJ Bast 7'u:entieth Street, New Yot·k Oity. 

As to how Dr. Heard was esteemed both as a man and as a soldier 
by his brother officers in the Army is shown by copies of the following 
correspondence : 

FORT BENJAMIN HARniSON, IND., 
August f9, 1910. 

DEAR HEARD : I have just returned from a practice march and find 
your letter of Augu t 22, and I can't tell you how surprised and sorry 
I was to hear of your failure on examination fot· promotion. I feel 
sure that something other than your ability as a medlco mnf;t have been 
involved. (Probably you forg-ot to give the command "March" aftel." 
giving "Prepare to oass obstacles.") 
. Our experiences in the Cotabato Valley, in 1904, are only too fresh 
rn -my memory, and the many expressions I then heard from officers 
and men of your constant care and attention to businE'ss. 

I will never forget your tirPlPss energy and care of Private Lemmuel 
and myself when they got us at Bulacan; nor will I ever be able to 
~~~~i!~ my gratitude to you for pulling me through without any after 

Seriously, 1\fedico, I am not much of a hand at writing or talking, 
but if you want to be rPinstated, just gather together that command 
of doughboys you served with in the valley, march t.nem up to the .. 
" powers that be," and they will tell a few things that are not known 
to your superiors, nor are they on record-of duty well and faithfully 
performed. , 

You spoke of wl'iting to my father. "You know be has been on leave 
In China and Japan, and has only just returned to his station. 

Sincerely hoping that you will succeed in being reinstated, if you so 
wish, 

Yours, 

To tvhom it may concern: 

C. K. LDWIS, 
First Lie"tenant, Tenth Infantry. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., .1farch 15, 1910. 

I am personally acquainted with Capt. George P. Heard, late of the 
Medical Corps, United States Army, and servpd with him at Camp 
McGrath. Batangas, P. 1., for about eight months In 1908 and 1909; 
and I take pleasure in certifying to his stead.v attention to his profes
sional duties as a medical officer and to his ability as a physician and 
surgeon, as evidenced by the results within my per onal observation 
of his services to officers and enlisted men and their families stationed 
at Camp McGrath. 

FRED J. HERMA:-l, 
First Lieutenant, Ninth United States Oavalrv. 

FORT MCPHERSON, GA., February f!B, W10, 
To whom it may concern: 

George P. Heard served under m~ for several months at Cotabato 
and in the valley of the Rio Grande of Mindanao, P. I., 1904. I bad 
opportunity to observe his conduct as po t surgeon, etc., and can 
report that same was to my entire satisfaction. The hospital was 
always in good condltion and he was attentive to his duties in caring 
for the men, performing surgical operations. etc. 

JOHN T. VAN 0RSDALI:J, 
Colonel Sever~teenth Infantry. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., Mat·cTt 15, 1910. 
I hereby certify that Capt. George P. Heard, late of the Medical 

Corps, United States Army, attended myself and family at Camp Mc
Grath, P . I.; that I found him eminently satisfactory and very attentive 
Ln his professional calls at my house where there was a sick baby. I 
greatly preferred him to any other medlcal officer stationed at Camp 
McGrath, and considered him one of the best medical officers I ever 
came in contact with. 

To tvhon~ it may concent.: 

ROBT. STERRETT, 
First Lieutenant, Nu1th Oa,;al1"1J. 

FOnT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., Marc16 t.f, 1910. 

I was stationed with Dr. George P. Heard at Camp McGrath, P. I., 
for a period of about eight months. During part of this period he acted 
as post surgeon. 

It was the general opinion among the officers of the garrison that he 
was the most efficient medical officer at the post. 

He is a man of exceptionally good habits, was always attentive to his 
duties, and performed all his duties in an exceptionally efficient manner. 

Respectfully, 
GEo. W. WrNTERBURN, 

First Lieutenant and Squad Adjutant, Kinth Cavalry. 

To whom it may cotteet·n: 
FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., MareT' 16, 1910. 

I have served for a considerable time in the same post with Dr. 
G. P. Heard. I consider that for zeal in his profession and for care 
and attention to cases intrusted to him this officGr was decidedly above 
tho average Army doctor. His reputation in these respects was 
excellent. 

. EDWARD CALVERT, 
First Lieutellant, Ninth Cavalry. 

FORT BLISS, TEX., Mat•cl) 1, 1910. 
MY DEAR HE.AnD: Your letter just received and was glad to bear 

from you. Yes; I had learned about your ca e and was ~ry o_rry to 
hear it, and have always believed that they made a great nnstake. 

It has been ~ long time since Camp Jo sman, and I find It p~etty 
hard to rpmember fllcts as they then existed, though onr experience 
there should be vividly impressed on my mind. 

As near as I can remember the circumstances it was on muster 
morning of October, 1902, when Maj. Evans and myself visited the hos
pital for the purpose of mustering the absentees in hospital. I remem
ber that there were three or four men sick in the hospital and you said 
that you was afraid that they bad cholera. This was, I should say, 
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about 9.30 or 10 o'clock a. m. At about 4 p. m. one of the men ·c]ied 
with the cholera, and our epit'lemlc, if you would call it such in medical 
parlance, was on. As far as your deserting the job, I know and believe 
that you did absolut ely everything in yom· power to prevent the spread 
of the disease, and the mere fact that it was so prevented shows in 
itself that you was on the job all the time. I do not believe anyone 
could have performed more noble and self-sacrificing service than you 
did in those trying days, when we didn't know who was the next to go. 
Yours was the hardest task of all. When the fact that all of these 
cases of cholera. with possibly the exception of one, were actually 
traced to the negligence or the persons who had the disease, i. e., 
drinking water at unauthorized places, and the fact that the cholera 
did not spread to the command, it is conclusive proof to my mind tJ;lat 
some one was respomdble for the satisfactory results, and to my mmd 
you should be given credit for them. 

I think it would be well for you to get a letter from Col. Evans and 
from Chaplain Dougherty ; they both knew the state of affairs that 
existed in those days. 

It is all very well for the man back at the desk and out of danger of 
the operations to criticize and say what should have been done. But 
it's a far different matter to be up face to face with the proposition 
with only thin air and very little of It to separate you from the dread
ful consequences or contracting the cholera. 

Heard, I believe you did all you could and have always upheld your 
actions when they were discussed ; and if you were fired from the corps 
on this cha1·ge it should be removed. 

My kindest regards and best wishes. Hope you get your bill through 
all 0. K. 

Sincerely, 

To 1cliom it may conce,·n: 

W. H. WALDRON, 
Oaptain, Twenty-third Infatttt>y. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., Mat•ch 8, 1910. 

This is to certify that I have known Capt. George P. Heard, Medical 
Corps, United States Army, for about a year, and that during the time 
he served as a medical officer at Camp McGrath, P. I., his conduct as a 
man was above reproach, and it was universally conceded that his serv
ices as a physician were all that could be asked, and generally above the 
average in his corps. 

It would be superfluous for me to ada anything to the good name of 
Capt. Heard. 

Very respectfully, 

To 1.0hom it may concern: 

S. B. PEARSON, 
Captain., Ninth Cavalry. 

I take pleasure in stating that I was stationed at Batangas, P. I., 
while George P. Heard was serving there as captain in the Medical 
Corps, and had occasion to call for his professional services at different 
times for mysel:.: and family. I always considered him unusually at
tentive to duty ; in fact, I think I was treated for ear trouble by every 
medical officer stationed there for two years, and none of them gave as 
much personal attention to my case as did Dr. Heard, and with good 
results. 

I think it was generally considered that be was very attentive to 
duty, and his judgment was relied upon; I think also that it was the 
general impression thnt Dr. Heard could always be relied upon to re
spond cheerfully to calls from the poorer classes of natives (charity 
cases) ; the same can not be said of all of his colleagues. 

Personally, I considered Dr. Heard's proficiency and attention to duty 
as much above the average as compared with other officers of the same 
grade and experience. 

W. H. McCoRMACK, 
Oaptain, Ninth Oavalry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE EAST, 
CHIEF QUARTERMASTER'S OFFICE, 

Governors Island, Neto York Harbor, Marcll 15, 1910. 
To tolton~ it may concern: 

This is to certify that I have known Dr. George P. Heard since July, 
1902. He was formerly a surgeon in the Medical Corps, United States 
Army, and while serving in that capacity was stationed with me at 
Bacalod, Negros Island, P. I., and afterwards at Camp Jossman, Gui-
maras, P. I. . 

I have personal knowledge of the fact that he was, during his service 
at these two places, attentive to his work and successful in his etl'orts 
during critical times in the presence of serious outbreaks of cholera. 
Whlle serving at Camp Jossman, I understood, he was subjected to 
criticisms of the chief surgeon, Department of the Visayas. It gives 
me great pleasure to state that it is within my knowledge that there 
was nothing in Dr. Heard's conduct at that time that did not then have 
the cordial support of the officers serving with him, including his com
manding officer, Maj. W. P. Evans, Twenty-ninth Infantry (now lieu
tenant colonel, General Statl'L On the conh·ary, his attention to duty, 
his practical intelligence\ and his courage to do what he believed to be 
right appealed to his fel ow officers and won their commendation. 

I have always rated Dr. Heard among the surgeons I have known in 
the Army as one of those who possess high professional attainments 
and courage. 

Very respectfully, 
B. H. WELLS1 Oaptain and Quartermaster, United States .anny. 

FORT D. A. RUSSELL, WYO., April 15, 1910. 
Dr. GEo. P. HEARD, Oolumbus, Ga. 

MY DEAR DOCTOR: J have been intending to drop you a line for some 
time expressing my regret at your separation from the service. It was 
my pleasure and fortune to servP. with you some time in Camp McGt·ath, 
Batangas, and you may _rest assured that I and my family had the 
r~e:~~s~~gnsfiud;~.~~r i~0 y~~s~ngo~teogr~r~g~t y~~r h~~~f~~s;~~g·w~P~~ity equal 

With best wishes for your future success, I am, 
Sincerely, · 

. F. S. ARMSTRONG, 
Oaptain, Nintl' Cavalry. 

Dr. G. P. HEARD, 
FORT MCPHERSON, GA., April £1, 1910. 

Neto York Post Graduate Medical Scltool, New York, N. Y. 
MY DEAR DocTOR: Your letter of April 9 received, and I take 

pleasure in stating in writing that I knew yon in the years 1904-5, 
while I was district governor, Cotabato district, and while you were 
post surgeon at Cotabato. I always considered yon a most efficient, 
faithful, and conscientious doctor and noted many instances in which 
you went out of your way to help elck and destitute Moros. · 

I was personally very sorry to hear you had fa iled in your exami
nation and hope you will be successful in getting a reexamination, and 
I am sure you do yourself credit. You may show this letter i! you 
think it will help you, but I trust you can succeed without its doubtful 
aid. 

Yours, most sincerely, 
R. 0. VAN HORN, 

Captain, Seventeenth Infantry. 

PAY DElPART~IE~T, U?iiTED STATES ARMY, 
DEPARTMEXT OF THE MISSOURI, 

Omalla, Neb1·., May 9, 1910. 
To whom it may concern: 

This is to certify that I have known Dr. George P. Heard the past 
two years and during that time lre bad occasion to treat my wife suc
cessfully during a very severe illness lasting over a month. I feel that 
her recovery was in a great measure due to his untiring efforts on her 
behalf. 

I have always considered him a most willing worker and a good 
officer. 

To 'tvhom it may concern: 

E. M. SUPLEE, 
Oaptain, Paymaste1·, Ut~ited States A1·my. 

PHILIPPIXE CONSTABULARY SCHOOL, 
Baguio, P. I., July 25, 1910. 

I had the pleasure of k'lowing Capt. G. P . Heard, assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, tmder circumstances of close official and personal 
relations for the period of about one year at Cotabato, Mindanao, 
1004-5. Of his surgical and medical work I had opportunity to judge 
from his treatment of my company and of many indigent Moros. A.fter 
au experience of 11 years in the Philippines and being constantly in 
the company of Army surgeons I consider Capt. Heard the most etti
cient one I have met. Personally be is a big-hearted southern gentle
man, whom I would trust as a brother. 

JOHN R. WHITE. 
Lieu-tenant Colonel, Assistant Directot· Philippine Constabulary. 

CAMP McGRATH, 
Batangas, P. I., August 12, 19V,. 

MY DEAn DR. HEARD: Upon my return from China, July 11, I found 
your letter and misplaced it. It has just turned up. 

While I wish you all success in your efforts to be reinstated in the 
Medical Corps, I do not know what I can say to help except that your 
not passing the examination was totally unexpected, as I and others 
know you to be capable and able to do so. 

Your treatment and care of my son, Lieut. Lewis, when he was dan
gerously wounded in Mindanao, from his account of it to me, showed 
that you possessed not only the skill of the surgeon but the gentleness 
of the nurse as well. I am sorry that this is all I can say, but to me 
it means a great deal. 

Yours, sincerely, 

Dr. GEORGE P, HEARD, 
Oolumbus, Ga. 

THOS .. J. LEWIS, 
Majo1·, 'l'hir t eenth Caval1·y. 

WASHI:iGTO:i, D. C., March 16, 1910. 
Dr. George P. Heard, late captain. Medical Cot·ps, United Sta tes Army, 

was my associate at Camp McGrath, Batangas, P. I., from .July, 1908. 
to March, 1909. From daily observation of him and his wot·k I formed 
a high opinion of his attention to duty and professional abili ty. I have 
heard other medical officers and line officers who were associated witb 
him commend him highly. 

He had the confidence of the entire regiment (Ninth Cavalry) witb" 
which he served as above. 

I was much surprised at his failure of promotion, and can not but 
.believe that he was unfortunate in his examination therefor. I should 
like to see Dr. Hea1·d given another opportunity for reinstatement, as, 
in my opinion, an officer is not capable of doing his best work before an 
examining board while serving in the Philippines. 

R. S. WOODSON. 
Major, Medical Oorps, Unite(l States At·n~y. 

HEADQUARTERS NINTH CAVALRY, 
Fort D. A. Russc11, lVyo., Mat·ch 18, 1910. 

Dr. GEORGE P. HEARD, 
Columbus, Ga. 

MY DEAR DocTOR: Your letter of recent date duly received, and I am 
glad to be able to bear testimony as you request. You served with my 
command at Camp McGrath, P. I., for quite a length of time. I was 
well satisfied with your attention to duty. which was commendable. I 
feel assured, from my personal observation and from the criticism I 
have heard, that your professional attainments are excellent. Your 
conduct as a.. man and an officer were, during the time I knew you, ex
cellent. 

If this statement of facts will be of service to you, I shall be well 
pleased. 

With best wishes for your future welfare, believe me, 
Very sincerely, yours, 

To tohom it may concern: 

C. H. WATTS, 
Lieutenant Colone' Ninth Oavalrg. 

FORT LAWTON, WASH., 
0l''FICE OF COllMANDING OFFICER, 

July 10, 1910. 

This is to certify that Dr. G. P. Heard, late captain and assistant 
surgeon, United States Army, served for several months under my 
command on Guimaras Island, near Iloilo, P. I., as surgeon of my bat-



8134 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE~ 

tnlion, durtng which time I found hls services entirely satisfactory. 
He seemed a painstaking, zealous, and capable surgeon, and I wa!'l 
greatly surprised to learn of the circumstances of his separation from 
the service. 

An outoreak of c>hol~rn in my command occurred while he was with 
it, for which, berore the cause of the epidemic became known, be was 
officially criticized. It subsequently became lroown that the disease 
was contract d by some Pnlistefl men who broke camp at night and 
joinPd a party of Philippine camp followers at a Httle barrio a couple 
of miles from camp, where th~y became infected by eating and drinking 
insanitary food and drinks with tbe natives. Appropriate measures 
were promptly taken and the epidemic stamped out without jnfecting 
any other members of the command. 

W. P. EVANS, 
Colonel Twenty-ji(tl~ Infantry. 

HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE LAKES, 
OFFICE OF CHIEF SURGEO~, 

Chicago, Ill., May 18, 1!J10. 
MY DEAn DocTOR: In reply to your letter of the 4th instant request

Ing a testimonial wttb a view to restoration . to the service, desire to 
state that I have always regarded you as a bright, intelligent, and 
active medical officer. The services rendered during your recent tour 
in the Philippines and while under my medical charge w~re performed 
very satisfactorily to tbe command with which you served and to the 
ebjef surgeon of the department. You have always enjoyed the repu
tation of being very studious and an officer of excellent habits. 

Yours, very sincerely, 

D:r. GEORGE P. HEARD, 

L. M. MAus, 
Colonel, Medical Corps, United States .A.t·mv. 

Ne1o York Post Graduate MedicaZ SchooZ, Neto York City, N. Y. 

Dr. GEORGE P. HEARD, 
FORT RILEY, KANS., April 22, 1!J1D. 

New York Post Gradr-uate Medical SchooZ, New YoJ·k, N. Y. 
MY DEAR DoCTOR : I lrnow of nothing which bas so surprised me as 

has the fact that you have tailed in your examination for promotion in 
your corps 1n the Army. At Fort Wingate, N. Mex., you served under 
my command as post surgeon tor one year and four months and it gives 
me pleasure to be able to state that during that entire period your 
duties were peeuliarly weD performed. Your llospital was a model of 
perfect sanitary arrangements. During the period of service with my 
command from August, 1906. to December, 1907, your professional zeal 
and fidelity to your duties were so marked as to win my entire appro
bation. During your whole service with me I never knew of your in
dulging in the use of intoxicating liquors at all. I can not, therefore, 
undet·stand your failure to pass your examination and I feel that you 
should be granted another opportunity to show that you possess all of 
the qualifications expected of our medi-cal <Officers, .as I am convinced 
that you have thJs l~cbnicat .knowledge and can prove it if atrorded the 
oppol"tunity. 

Very respectfully, GEORGE K. HUNTER, 
UoloneZ Seventh United 'States Oavalry. 

VANCOUVER BARRAiKS, WASH., April1.8, t!J10. 
MY DEAR DOCTOR : I was much pleased to get your letter which 

ceached me to·day. Its coming causes my memory to revert to the 
stirring times of the war in the Cotabato Valley, at which time you so 
ably filled the position of post surgeon at Cotabato. 

I do not wish to 1latter you, but really I feel it is but doe to your
self that I should express my appreciation of the manner in which you 
performed your duties while serving under me. Your attention to duty, 
your solicitation for the welfare of and attention to the sick, your 
markedly courteous treatment of all, and your success In the treat
ment of cases, some of whicb were of unusual seriousness, all tend to 
show and to prove conclusively your entire fitness in a personal and 
professional line for the position you held. · 

You impressed me most favorably and I am free to confess that 1 
know of no sur:;eon whom I would rather have under my command 
than yourseslf. 

With kindest regard and best wishes, 
Yours, very sincerely, 

G. K. McGuNNEGLE, 
Colonel First Infantry. 

In May, 1906, Dr. Heard was examined for the purpose of deter
mining his fitness for promotion to a captaincy, and after such ex
amination the Surgeon General of th~ .Army, Geonre H. Torney, being 
president of the board, duly accepted the examination and he received 
his prom<>tlon to a captaincy. 

Ic October, 190!l, Dr. Heard was again directed to stand an exami
nation to determine his fitness for further promotion. This examina
tion was taken in Manila, and the board reported unfavorably, claiming 
that the general average of Dr. Heard was 73.2 per cent, when the 
minimum requirement was 75 per cent. (See report of Secretary of 
.War.) 

While at Camp Presidio, the board in Washin~ton confirmed this 
report and Dr. Heard was duly bot honorably discharged from the 
Army. 

The bill simply provides that Dr. Heard be allowed to take the 
examination prescribed by law under th~ regulations for the govern
ment of the Army for the grade of major, in the Medical Corps, and 
provides further, that if be Sllccessfolly passes the required examina
tion, tbe President Is authorized to appoint him a major, but nothing 
in the bill provides for any back pay. 

The committee wishes to call attention to the fact that Dr. Heard's 
examination papers showed, according to the report of the board, that 
he made an average of 73.2 per cent. when 75 per cent wns required. 
The examination showed such a record as would justify either average. 

The committee ls o~ the opinion that Dr. Heard should be permitted 
to stand another examination. Another consideration with the com- ; 
mlttee is that all other line officers are allowed to stand a second 
examination, and the committee does not see why these medical officers 
should not have a second opportunity to stand this examination, and ' 
especially in view of the fact thn t the difference between the required 
per cent and the per cent which the board found Dr. Heard bad made 
is so very smalL · 

The committee recommends that the bill be .Passed. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
next one. 

WILLIAM P. HA VENOll. 

The n-ext business 1n order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill {H. R. 6052) for the relief of William P. Havenor. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it etwcted, etc., That the patent issued January 6. 1910, to Willlnm 

P. Havenor for the south half of the southeast quat·ter of section 6 
and lot 1 of section 7, township 6 south, t•ange 34 east, . Boise meridian, 
containing 121.27 acres. is hereby confirmed, and the S cretm·y of the 
Interior is hereby authorized and directed to issue patent to the said 
William P. Havenor for tbe northeast quarter of the southwest quarter 
of section G, township 6 sonth, range 34 east. Boise meridian, con
taining 40 acres, an additional homestead entry. And also a patent 
for lot 7 and the east half of the southwest quarter of section 6 and 
the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter of section 7, township 
11 south, range 37 east, entered under the de ert-land laws. providing 
it is shown tbat the said William P. Havenor has complied with all 
tbe requirements of the homestead and desert-land laws of the United 
States applicable to said f'ntries, notwithstanding the fact that the 
said William P. Havenor bad been commissioned as a deputy mineral 
surveyor of the United States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to offer an 

amendment rouehing the form, to strike out a period at the top 
of page 2, line 1, and insert a comma, and begin the next sen .. 
tence with "and," using a small letter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, llne 1, strike out the period after the word •• entry" and 

insert a comma and insert a small "a" to the word "and." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the amended bill. 
Tbe bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
JOHN B. M1KINNEY. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 3192) waiving the age limit for appointment as cadet 
engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service Qf th-e United States in 
the case of John S. McKinney. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury ls hereby 

authorized to waive the age llmit for the appointment of cadet engi
neers in the Revenue-Cutter Set·vlce, as required by the act of June 23, 
1906, in the case of John S. McKinney, and that the Secretary of the 
Treasury is authorized to permit the said John S. McKinney to par
ticipate in the next competitive examination to be held for the position 
of cadet engineer in the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of. the bill? 
· Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I would like to 

ask my distinguished friend from Georgia {Mr. ADAMSON), now 
the chairman of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce, if that committee is going to break over the rules of the 
pa.st and start in on special legislation for the Revenue-Cutter 
Service? 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, in the bearings on this bill the 
committee examined tbe officers of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 
I confess that, with the great caution customary to the mem
bers of that committee, we approached the consideration of this 
Senate bill with care. We bad bea1·ings, and .after the bearings 
we determined that this was a mel'itorious case, and that it was 
not necessary to break over any rules in order to report the 
Senate bill. 

I think I can briefly state the facts to the House. This young 
man had a "'OOd deal of experience in the Navy. He desired 
to be a cad:t in the Revenue-Cutter Servlce, nnd be filed his 
application for an examination. Before be was examined the 
sundry civil bill passed, prohibiting the appointment of any, 
further cadets. 

Mr. MANN. Ob, the gentleman--
Mr. ADAMSON. Just wait a moment--
.Mr. MANN. The gentleman bas forgotten this ease for the 

moment and is thinking of another case that came up o. number 
of years ago. . 

1\ir. ADAMSON. No; it was this case, if the gentleman will 
wait a moment. Then tb-e next sundry civil bill passed, cbang-

• 
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lng that and permitting further appointments. This young man 
renewed his application ~nd expected to be examined. but, un
for tunately. the President vetoed that sundry civil bill. After
wards the House passed the same bill, and it was signed, but 
the young illlnn's birthday had come along too fast, and a month 
before that biJl was signed he got too old. 

Now, he thinks that. considering an these various and sundl-y 
facts and -vicissitudes, he ought to be allowed to take the ex::uni
nation for appointment in that service. During the considera
tion of the subject it appeared from an examination of the -rev
enue-cutter officiaJs ilia t the service is Short .of eligibles; that 
there are vacancies existing now; and that at the examination 
which was held after this young man became too old to take it 
they lacked one of having enough. They aU lih"'e him; they in
dorse him; they think he is competent; they think he will pass 
the examination; and they do not think be ought to be deprived 
of the examination or the senice dep rived of his ability on ac
count of this series of accidents. I hope my genial and affable 
friend will be satisfied with this explanation, which is a simple 
statement of the facts as brought out in the beaTings, .and that 
he wi11 not regard this as any unpardonable 1nfrnction of tim 
rules which have ·su long distinguished that collllllitte~ by their 
nbservance ·rat'ber than by their breach. 

~hi~ the gent::eman .and I helped to set. I hope the gentleman 
m th1s case will concede that it is not such a great infraction 
o.c the !"ule.s, and a violation of tha rugnity of our "reat com
rr?ttee .as at first it. may lha ve appeared to him; :and"" I do hope 
b1s good nature ·will remain with him until this bill can be 
passed. :[Applause.] 

The SPE.d.KER pro tempore. Is there objection ...o the pres
ent consideratiun of lthe bill? 

Mr. MA..L"'\fN. I objeet. 

JOHN W. <JAN ARY. 

.The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 932) f(}r the relief of John W; C.·mury. 

The bill was read. 
The following eommittee amendment was read; 
S.t:tik:e out all after . the enacting clause and Insert the following· 

"Tha~ tbe- Secretary of tb~ Treasury be. and be is herE"by, authorized 
an.d directed. out of any money m tbe Treasury not otherwise appro
~rwted, to pay to Jobn W. Canary. $461.50 for his services as first 
lieutenant Company I. Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry 
f.ro Cl October .31, 1863, to March 4, 1864." ' 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the biJJ? 

1\Ir. MANN. Reserving the right to object, where does the 
committee get the nmount named in the bill, $461.50? 

Ml'. LO~ECK. It is stated in th~ report : -... 
:Mr. MAl\'N. We passed an aet in 1006, I believe-the gentle

man from Georgia [}.lr. ADAMSON] and I, ana .otbe'l."S in our 
conunHtee anrt in the House-fixing the age 'limit of entrance 
for engjneer cadets at 26 years. At that time there was one The Tr:-easu'J.·y DeJ>nrtment reports to Ytlur committee that if paid :ts 
man who bad alreac1y taken the examination. The age Hmlt ~v~lleutenant from October 31• 1863, to ::Uarch 4, 1864, inclu-

wa fixed aftP.r he took his er.mninntion. We did pass a private ..1\Ir. MANN. y~; I read that. 
bill to tPennit that :boy to be a-dmitted, because after he took lfr. LOBECK.. Let me finish it-
the examination we :cent him out by le.,<>islation. Now that is deducting .amount received as first sergeant, the amount due is .$.161.50. 
given as a reason why we ought to pass this bill, although the 
case does not exist h&e at all. I think the .bill to which I refer Mr. MANN. That ;possibly is the inference of the co:nmi.tree. 
is the only bill we e-ver passed out of our .committee for per- or the clerk of the committee who prepared the .report. ThB 
sonal legislation in the Revenue-Cutter Service since the gen- committee inserts the findings of the court, in which Jud<'l'e 
tleman a.nd 1 went on the comm1ttee in 1891. There are on Atkinson :stared, apparently., that- !:> 

this ealendal' two bil1s fo:r })ersonal legisJati.on in the Revenn~ Said difference of pay -and all.O\T:anees being $54..40.. 
Cutter Service, .and they aUways say~ ''Why., tbey ean do that ~ow, the committee gets the repo-rt from the Treasury De-
in ibe Navy." Well, the Navy Committee is wea.k sometimes p.artment showing that the Court of Claims was mistaken. I 
[laughter} in .heart. ;at Joo.st, but the :great Oommittee 'On Inter- think the Rou e would be entitled to the report from the Treas
state 3nd Foreign Commerc-e oDght to ·stand up straight, and ury Department. The gentleman will find in the opinion of 
if they will not do it I willl help them. Judge Atkinson, on page 2 of the report: 

Mr. ADAMSON. Ml:. Spea.ker, l would not for the world 'The ela.imant was, he alleges, commissioned by the g{)vernor of the 
differ with IDlY 'distinguished friend on matters of judgment. State of Illinois October 24, 1864, us first lieutenant of Company r,. 

Fifty-second Illinois Volunteer Infantry. At the date of his said com· 
for he is an m.:ceedingly judgmatical man [laughter] ; but when mission and fO'r some time prior thereto be bad been first sergeant of 
it comes to comparisons all -of us ha'Ve the right to take a fling his company and was enrolled and paid as such by the War Department 
at it with our judgments. whether they be good or bad. Now~ up to the date tha.t he was mustered In as first lieutenant. viz, Deeem-

ber 17 of said year, and he now petitions Congress to allow him the 
our committee has changed samewb.:<tt in personnel, it js true. difference in pay <Of a first sergeant and tha.t of first lieutenant from 
since the days when the gentleman was chairman of it. and the ~ate o1' bis commission to the day he was mustered in as a commis
perhaps it suffers in sonm respects even a:s to the .chairmanship. sioned officer, said difference of pay and allowances being $5.5.40.. 
!Laughter.] Mr. LOBECK. That is ntJt in this case; that is in the ease 

Mr. ~'N. It is still .a .great ~m.mittee. . of .John W- Ac1..~ 
1\Ir. ADAMSON. The gentleman himself was not the dis- Mt·. MANN. That may ha;e been simply the opinion of the 

tingu.ished chairman of the committee at the time the first ' court. 
precedent was established. .Mr. LOBECK. The opinion was delivered in the case of 

.oc!r. MA.l\TN. No; if I had been, tha.t precedent would U(}t Acker. He was a member of Company I, Fifty-second Illinois 
ha"\"e been established. Volunteer Infantry, and Canary was a. m~er of Company l, 

1\Ir. ADAMSON. B:nt the gentleman and I wer.e both on the Second Indiana Volunteer Cavalry. 
committee when the pr.eeeden.t w.as estubUshcd, ;and we did not Mr. MANN. Did the committee have the letter from the 
dtfcat it or object to it; and when it comes to a comparison, I Treasury Department? 
a.sk the gentleman to .allaw the House .to decide if this is not Mr.. LOBECK. Yes. 
fully as justifiable a case as the <Other. Lt is true we did not Mr. MANN. Why was it not included in the report? 
legislate this man out just after his examina,tion · but a series Mr. LOBEJCK. I did not make up the report; the clerk of 
a tCOneatenation of misfortunes, part of them l.egis~ive m:1d part the committee made up the report. 
executive, happened to ·de-prive him of the examination when l\lr. 1\IANN. It seems to me that if the committee leave-s it 
he was young enough; and he is able to stand the -examination. to the clerk to make up the r~port, the report should give the 
Since the gentleman from Illinois went off of that committee informatiDn on which the committee makes its findings. 
the Revenue-Cutter Gcrvice bas met with a good deal of trouble Mr. LOBECK. Thls man Canary was first sergeant up to 
at the hands of otl:ler committees besldes ours. Another great October 2"1, 1863. He was made a lieutenant and acted as such 
committee of this House has taken the Jib~rty to legislate a up to l\Iarch 4, 1864, but was paid us a sergeant. The Treasury 
good dea'J about the Revenue-Cutter Service, and in the sundry !l)epartment says that tile difference between the pay would be 
eiru bill for the year 1913 it did legislate this man out of a $461.'50. For a. precedent of this case you will find it on page 
chance to stand the examination. He had his hopes revived 4 of the report, where it says: 
when the sundry chil bi11 for the next year •COntained a provi- . For precedent for paying cla.ims -of this character see joint resolu
Sion restoring his lost opportunity authorizing seven cadets to tion. !!PJ!roved J.ulY ~1. 1870, entitled •• Joint resolution amendatory 

b 
. d H _ ' . of JOlnt resolution .n.p1Jrov.ed July 2£, 1866," is hereby so amend-ed 

.e examme . e w-ent to. woxk and prepared for that examma- and ball he so construed that in all cases arising under the same 
tiou. Unfortunately President Taft vetoed that bill. He was any person wbo was duly appointed and commissioned, whether b.is 
still young enough when it was vetoed but before the bill could comm~ss~on was actually received .bY him or not, shall be considered Jl8 
b sed . · d · ed th ' CDmmiSSioned to the grade tberem name-d from the date his commis-

w pas . agam !1-n SI~n , e young m.an g~t to. b~ too old. sion wa:s actually issued by competent authority, and shall be entitled 
If that 18 not bemg legislated out of upportum.ty, 1t IS mighty to nll pay .and emoluments as if actuany mustered nt such date : Pro
near it. We had some !legislative anu some executive and other vide-d, That at the date of his commission he was actually perfonning 
things happen, and old man Tempu::. kept -on workiing; and ~~~f~~!}~g 0!u~~e d~~~~. 1~c':h£i~m b:u~ha~i:e c~~~i~~~nJ~t'e 0~f ~~0c~~ 
it looks as though there was .a ·complication of diseases tha.t m1ssion he ma;y have aetualiy entered upon such duti-es. 
make it a much ·harder case, a much stronger .appeal to the dis- Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
crction of the committee and of the House than the precedent Mr. LOBEOK. Yes. 
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Mr. STAFFOllD. Can the gentleman give the House the rea
son why this claimant's application was rejected by the War 
Department when he applied under the general act of February 
24, 1897? I direct attention to the last two lines on page 2 and 
the first three lines on page 3, which read as follows: 

The act of February 24, 1897 (29 Stats., 593), makes provision f?r 
the pay of thls class of officers, but limits it to such as can come witbm 
some of its provisions. The claimant made application for payment 
under that law, and was refused upon the decision of the War Depart
ment that be did not come within the provisions above mentioned; 
hence the introduction of the bill quoted and its reference to this court. 

Mr. LOBECK. That refers to the Acke·r case. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The report says the Canary case is on all 

fours as the Acker case. As I understand the facts, this man 
was commissioned by the governor of the State, and he did not 
receive the commission from the National Government until 
some time later. He may not have been performing the duties. 
There is nothing in the report to show that he performed the 
duties. 

Mr. LOBECK. Oh, yes; there is. . 
Mr. STAFFORD. I mean there is nothing in the report of 

the department. 
Mr. LOBECK. I read the report of the department, and this 

report was made up and I approved it. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I understood the gentleman to say that 

this report was made up by the clerk. I do not challenge any
thing that the gentleman has gone over himself and states as 
a fact. 

Mr. LOBECK. I read fn the report of the department of his 
appointment as lieutenant October 31, and 3:1so the recor~ of 
his service as contained in the records filed With the Committee 
ou War Claims that accompanied the bill. It says that he actu
ally did serve both in the field and that he recruited men for 
the service because his company had got below the actual num
ber needed on account of loss of men in service. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I direct the gentleman's attention to the 
opinion of Judge Atkinson, where he says: 

From what has been said above the conclusion of the court is that 
this is not in any sense a legal claim against the United States, and 
is equitable only in so far as the Government rece~ved the be:J?-efits re
sulting from the services of the men who were enlisted by claimant to 
become volunteer soldiers in the United States Army. 

Is it the purpose of the committee to compensate all these 
old, stale claimants whose claims have been rejected when they 
.were presented under the general law? 

Mr. LOBECK. This claim was not rejected. The report says, 
on page 2: 

It may be asked why this claim was not referred to the Court of 
Claims "for the investigation and determination of facts" under sec
tion 151 of the Judicial Code, and the answer is, that such reference 
has been made and without results. 

The fact is the man actually served as lieutenant from the 
time when appointed and did actual service and has not been 
paid and probably his commission was delayed in being issued 
on a'ccount of the hurry of actual war and did not reach him 
until March 4. 

Mr. STAFFORD. All .Jlese men acted, but they were com
missioned by the governor, who did not have authority to award 
commissions binding on the National Government. 

1\Ir. LOBECK. There was the usu:Il red tape to go through 
before thf' commission conld be issued, and still the men in the 
meantime were giving their services on the fields of battle to 
the country and Nation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

THEODORE DEHON. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 10201) for the relief of the heirs of Theodore Dehon. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enactrd, cto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he 

ls hereby. authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropiiated, to the heirs of Theodore Dehon 
the sum of $500, fot· the seizure of 100 bushels of rice, under misin
formation, by Capt. Armstrong, and used to feed freedmen in Colleton 
district, South Carolina, in November, 1865. 

The SPE.A.KER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The question is on the engrossment and third read
ing of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the third time, and passed. 

JA!IES S. CLARK. 

The next business in order on the Prh·ate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 13240) for tile relief of James S. Clark. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Tt·eas· 
ury not otherwise appr·opriated, to the legal 1·epresentatives of Jame~ S. 
Clark, of Fayette County, Ky., the sum of $1,886, in full compensation 
for personal rroperty taken and used and damages done in the use and 
occupation o real estate, all belonging to said .Tames S. Clark, by the 
Army of the United States during the Wat· with Spain in the months 
of August, September, October, November, and. December, 18!)8, in and 
about the establi~hment and maintenance of a military camp at Camp 
Hamilton, in said county and State. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the committee amendments: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Line 7, strike out the figures "$1,886" and insert in lieu thereof 

the figures " $250." 
Line 8, strike out the words "damages done in the." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendments. 
The committee amendments were agreed to .. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill as amended. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read : "A bill for the relief 

of the legal representatives of James S. Clark, deceased." 
BALEY W. HAMILTON. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 8808) for the relief of Baley W. Hamilton. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, author·ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas· 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to Baley W. Hamil· 
ton, of Rockport, Spencer County, Ind., the sum of $146, in full com
pensation for the loss of a horse during the Civil War, while be was a 
private in Company F, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I see in the exhibits in this bill that there is great confusion 
as to whether this claimant ever owned a horse. 

Mr. LOBECK. Mr. Speaker, there is a good deal of evidence, 
I will say to the gentleman, that he did own the horse. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman will concede that there is a 
great deal of evidence in the record that shows that he never 
owned the horse. 

Mr. LOBECK. But the preponderance of evidence is the 
other way. · 

Mr. STAFFORD. But the gentleman will agree that there is 
evidence on both sides. 

Mr. LOBECK. The preponderance of evidence is in favor o~ 
the man's owning the horse. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. 
LIEB] is personally familiar with the case, having introduced 
the biJl, and I would prefer to have him take charge of the bill 
from now on. ' 

Mr. LIEB. Mr. Speaker, there is no controversy about the 
ownership, because this man Baley W. Hamilton was the owner 
of this horse. The horse was in the battle at Marks Mills, Ark., 
in 1864. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I direct the attention of the gentleman to 
tl:.e report of the second comptroller, as found on the bottom of 
page 3 of the report: · 

The second comptroller was also led to believe as indicated in dis
allowance, that claimant was not in possession of horse o~ or about the 
date of the battle in which it was alleged horse was lost. 

What has the gentleman to say about that? 
1\Ir. LIEB. Mr. Speaker, I will say that when this Baley W. 

Hamilton had turned the claim over to the claim agent here 
he filed part of the papers, and during the time this was under 
consideration in the department he w.as requested to furnish 
more evidence. In the interim the agent had died, and the man 
was too poor to get another, and he did not have anyone else 
to take up his claim, and it laid dormant until 1888. when the 
Representative in Congress took it up. They were short of one 
affidaYit and that was furnished by the man who sold the horse. 
There a~·e also affidavits here of two or three others, who testi
fied tilat he did own tile horse, who knew that he bought the 
horse from this man Barnnett. The affidavits nre an here. 

Mr. STAFFORD. There is consideraiJle conflicting testimony, 
but I do not care to take the time of the House further, as the 
amount is very small and a good many years have elapsed 
since the facts occurred about which he could testify. I will 
give the ben~fit of the doubt to his failing memory. 
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1\Ir. ~IA.NN: Oh, nO'. ML. HOW AnD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle
man from Indiana one· question. 

.Mr. LIEB. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr: B00HER. Where did they get. it? How did the Army 

get its supply down there? 
1\lr. HOWARD. There is nat any doubt about this being an 

[ndiana horse? It was not an Arkansas horse? 
1\Ir. LIEB. I do not know. He bought the horse down there. 

It might ha-ve been an. Arkansas horse. · 
1\ir. HOWARD. But he had the bona fide title to the horse? 
1\Ir. LIEB. He bought the horse and paid for it with his own 

money. 
The SPEIA KER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
!Jiears none. The Clerk will report the committee amendments. 

Ml.·. MA.hTN. '."ook the powder there, they ditl not buy powder 
on the ground. 

Mr. BOOHER. But til.eJi know what they paid for it. 
Mr. MANN. And they are not buying powder at Vera Cruz. 
Mr1 BOOHER. :::>id not they buy powder during the Mexican 

War, and do not they know eractly what they paid for it? 
Mr. MANN. They brought or sent it-there~ 
1\Ir. BOOHER. That would be the market price, with freight 

added. 
Mr. MANN. Not at alL 
1\fr. STAFFORD. It is stated--
Mr. MANN. He states the powder· is worth in the market 

fig~; J·$~¥"3~9~_?.ut the fig.ures "$146" and insert in lieu thereof the $!.50, although he got $.5,250 worth of powder foil collecting a 
Line 8, after~ the word "horse" insert the words " and equipment!' debt of $1,950. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendments. 

' Mr. STAFFORD. The report shows the pewde:r \\US not taken 
for the use of the Government--

Mr. BOOHER. No; I desire tO' state:--
The committee amendments wer:e agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and 

n third time, was read the thii·d time, and passed. 

Mr. STAFFORD {continuing). Until such. time as it was safe 
read to permit it to be vended. It was for the protection of the 

· owner, and this powder was deposited with the Government~ 
NAPOLEON B. GIDDINGS. and the report showsr it: I am not mistaken, that the owner 

. . . . ; never called. upon the Government for his powder. 
Th? next busmess m orde: on the P;Ivate Calenda_r was Mr. BOOHER. Oh, the report does not show anything of the 

the bill (H. R. _85~) fo.~: the relief of the leoal representativ-es of. kind. I'f the gentleman will rend the repo11: it will show that 
Napoleon B. G1ddmgs. he called for· the powder repeatedly .. 

The Clerk read as follows: Mr. l\1ANN. He shows that he left the country and never 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War- is hereby- authorized went there afterwards. 

lUl.d directed to cause to be investigated the circumstances of the alleged 
1 

Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman is mistalren about that. 
taking from Napoleon B. Giddings, in January, 1847~ at Santa Fe, 
N. Mex., and depositing with A. B. Dy-er. lieutenant ot ordnance, 1 1\!r. MANN: It is in the report. 
,United States Army, by order of Sterling Price, colonel commanding Mr. BOOHER. The gentleman says he left the- country-he 
the Army in New Mexico at that time, of 140 kegs of gunpowder, 1left the country· with the Army to join Col. Price's re!!iment-----. 
'and to ascertain and determine the reasonable market value of such ~ 
powder at that time and place, and whether ttie same, or any part 1\lr. MANN. He left the country. 
thereof, was ever retnrn.ed or delivered back to said Giddings. and the ' Mr. BOOHER (continuing). And.1 served wit11 that regiment 
~~~1 ~~.fe~~e~~r~feJuf~ ~~wt:1~~e~~3 ~a~e t~a~:±dorG~~a1Jl~t f::!_eu{0 1 during ~at war, a~d lie als~ served· and. became a _ lieutenant 
certify to the Secretary of the Treasury the amount of the reasonable colonel Ill the Federal Army 1n the War between the States. 
market value at that time and place of the powder so. never returned 1 He was the first Delegate in Congress from the Territory- of 
or delivered back·. to said Giddings ; and the Secretary of the Treasmoy: Nebraska. He was not the kind of a. man tna.t the gentleman is 
is hereby authoriZed and directed to cause to be paid to the Iegar . 
representativ-es of said Napoleon B. Giddings, the said amount so certi- trymg- to make out ~at he was. . 
fled hy the Sec:retary of War to be the reasonable market value of such Mr. MANN. Here IS the statement and' affidaVIt of the gentle-
powder as aforesaid. man to the effect that two or three days thereafter deponent 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- left Santa Fe and returned to his home iu Missouri, and had 
ent consideration of the bill? never returned to Santa Fe, N.Mex., and! so forth," since which 

Ur. 1\fANN. ~Ir. Speaker, reset"Ving' the right tn object, the time deponent has never been notified that the property· would 
·claim here is, as I understand it, that the owner of the powder~, be delivered· up· to him," and; so forth. I think I was warranted 
or the man who became owner of the powder, and in whose be- 1 in saying that the gentleman left the: eountry: Of course I do 
·half this bill is introduced, had a debt to him of $1,950~ and not know, but I. take it from his own statement. 
he took 140 kegs of powder in payment of· the debt. The powder Mr. BOOHER. That is- correct. He joined--
1was then taken away from him; and 140 kegs of powder, 25 Mr. MANN~ That is in the report 
pounds to the keg, he says. was worth $1.50 a pound, which Mr. BO-OHER: He joined Col. Price:s regiment, went back to 
;would make $5,250. Now, does not the gentlema.n think it is Santa Fe, and a~ompanied that regiment to Calif'ornia. That 
going some for a man who can not collect a bill and takes mer- was his history. He came back to the. country after the clo e of 
chandise fol' it and then wants from the Government three the Mexican War and his service in California, and then went 
times what it cost him under doubtful circumstances? to Nebraska and· became the first Delegate· in Congress from 
' Mr. GREGG. Will the gentleman yield fOl' a moment! I Nebraska. 
iWant to ca11 attention to the fact that this does not appropriate Mr. MlANN. His statement was that he. left. down there two 
any money at all. or three days after the. 1s1i of March, 1847, and; went to Mis--

1\Ir. MANN. I understand; it never gives us another cllance souri. 
at it. Mr. BOOHER. Yes, sin. 

Mr'. GREGG. It directs the Secretary or War to investigate Mr. MANN. And this· powder was not taken from. him until 
and ascertain and determine what is the reasonable market about the 1st day of Januacy, 1847. 
:value. Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 

Mr. MAl~N. Determine the market -value at the time, antl Mr. MANN. And if between January, 1847, andt March 1, 
the man swears the market value of the property was $1.50 a 1847• he went to California and got back. it would be· a hurried 
pound, and there were 3,500 pounds, for which he paid by col- trip in those day~, when there was no ra.ilroad transportation. 
lecting a debt of $1,950. M1:. BOOHER. The, gentleman has not a right to put that 

construction on my language. 
Mr. GREGG. I take it it means the Secretar•y of War shoultl Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman. to say tliat. 

·consider aU that in passing upon the value of the property. Mr. BOOHER. I did not say it that way. I said he went to 
Mr. MANN. I do not see how the S-ecretary of War co'.lld. Santa: Fe and joined Price's regiment,. and} then went to Call

I do not know what the value of the proper·ty is or was, and how fornia with that regiment for the relief of Fremont. 
are you going to fix what the value was at that time, and• it is. Mr. MANN. He went back to M'isso.uri and did not return to 
,quite likely that at that particular place, under the circum- Santa Fe. 
~tances of wru: and a desire to get powder, it may have had a Mr. BOOHER. Whether he- went 00 New l\Iex:ico and joined 
fancy value; I do not know. it or not, I do not know, out I know his history is tha t he joined 

:Mr. ROOHER. I will say to the f;entleman from Illinois it that regiment. 
is easy enough for the department to ascertain what they paid Mr. 1\IAl~N. He ought to put that in his affidavit Re said 
for powder at. that time at Santa Fe. Santa Fe was in the pos- he went home. Is the gentleman willing to accept an amend
session at that time. of the United States troops. It had been ment to iru:;ert after the word" Giddings," in line <t, page 2. the 
tla·eatened-- L.'l.nguage " and in the opinion of such Seeretnry the circum-

1\Ir. MANN. But the United States did• not buy powder at stances ~ the case render the United States liable for the· :L-ull 
San ta Fe. valu.e of such powder-,'' and! then to insert afte!l the word " Gid- . 

Mr. BOOHER: I think they did. dings," in line-.7, "but not to exceed the· sum of $1,950 "? 
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Mr. ROOHER. I am willing to accept the last amendment 
of the gentleman, because I think that is fair. I think the 
-value that Col. Giddings put on this powder in his affidavit was 
the retail price of that powder, and the gentleman knows that 
would not be the market value the Government would pay. The 
mnrket value of the powder if they· paid for· it would be what 
the Government was paying for powder at that time, and no 
doubt the records of the War Department would show it. Now, 
if the gentleman thinks the $1,950 he paid for it is sufficient, I 
will not object to the amendment. 

fr. l\I.ANN. He did not pay for it. He took that in cancella
tion of a debt. 

Mr. BOOHER. He took that in part payment. He canceled 
thnt much of it. We ought to make the statement fairly. I do 
not know how much they owed him, but he took that in part 
payment of his debt, and took it at that price. And it seems to 
rue--and I want to be frank-that ought to be a fair value for 
his property, and· I will agree to that amendment. I do not like 
to agree to the other. 

Mr. 1\IAl\TN. Here are the circumstances of the case. There 
is absolutely nothing to show the Government is liable for this 
powder. The Government seized the powder with the direction 
thnt it should be returned to this man when he asked for it 
and it was suitable to give it back to him. He asked for it 
before be left Santa Fe, but he left Santa Fe almost within a 
month of the time it was seized, and they did not desire powder 
in the hands of private individuals there at the time. I do not 
know what became of the powder, and there is nothing here to 
indicate it. 

Mr. BOOHER. T'ne presumption is that the party who took 
it got the benefit of it. 

Mr. MANN. The Government did not seize this powder be
cause it wanted to use it at all. It seized it so that other people 
could not use it. Now, it seems to me if the Secretary investi
gates the case and finds the Government is liable, it may be 
proper to pay it, but to dir(!ct the Secretary to pay it when the 
Government may llave a complete equitable defense would 
hardly seem fair. 

Mr. BOOHER. Well, does the gentleman think that if they 
had any other defense than is set out here in the report they 
would have made it? There has been no time when the Gov
ernment has said it was not liable for this powder, and this bill 
has been reported repeatedly since the Thirty-fifth Congress, in 
both House and Senate, time and time again. 

Mr. MANN. There is nothing in the report to show that the 
Government ever said it was liable. 

Mr. BOOHER. No; but the Government was liable for the 
valne of that powder unless the Government shows that it re
turned the powder to the man that it belonged to. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know what the law may be. The Gov
e:::ument may be seizing arms out in Colorado now and impound
ing them, and Government officials might be saying to a man 
from whom they take arms that he is entitled to get them again. 
Is the Government liable for the value for the arms the moment 
it seizes them? 

Mr. BOOHER. Oh, no. 
Mr . .M.A.NN. I do not know whether it is or not. I do not 

pretend to say. But if a man will not go back and get the arms, 
thJ.t would make the Government liable the moment it seized 
them. 

Mr. BOOHER. Suppose the man did demand the return of 
the aTms and the Government refused to give them up? 

Mr. MANN. The man demanded this powder within prac
tically a month at that time, but they are not willing to let the 
powder go out. It might have been used against the Army. 
Whether he could have gotten it or not I do not know. It seems 
to me that that would be a very fair amendment, to let the Sec
retary of War determine whether the circumstances render the 
Government liable. 

Mr. GREGG. What is the amendment, please? I did not 
bear it. 

Mr. BOOHER. What was the first amendment which the 
gentleman proposed? 

1\Ir. :MANN. To insert, after the word " Giddings," in line 4, 
page 2, the words "and in the opinion of such Secretary the 
circumstances of the case render the United States liable for the 
value of such powder," so that in making the investigation be 
shall investigate the circumstances and make the findings and 
~ave the facts that make the Government liable to pay the 
money. 

Mr. GREGG. I do not see any objection to that amendment. 
Mr. BOOHER. I will agree to ·that amendment. · Now, the 

other amendment-Jet us talk about that for a moment. I do 
not know whether that is a fair amendment or not. Would it 
nut be better to put in the price of powder at that time? 

Mr. MAl\"'N. There was no price of powder at that place ex
cept to private individuals. Powder may have been worth $10 
a pound at Santa Fe at that time. 

Mr. ELDER. I think the price of powder would be the 
amount it was worth at the nearest place at which it could ue 
bought, plus the freight to Santa. Fe. 

Mr. MANN. No; the price that prevailed at · the place where 
the Government seized it would be the market value. . 

Mr. ELDER. What I was trying to suggest was that if tile 
powder was worth more than $1,950 the claimant is entitled 
to it. 

Mr. MANN. Suppose at a certain place--for example, at 
Tampico, Mexico-eggs are a dollar apiece. What does the 
Government have to pay? A dollar apiece--the price in China 
or at Tampico? 

Mr. ELDER. The price at Tampico. The Government 
bought no powder in Santa Fe. The only other way to arrive 
at it would be to fincl out what price was being paid for powder 
at Santa Fe, what the Government was paying in the closest 
open market, plus the freight to Santa Fe. . 

Mr . .M.A.NN. I think that is true. But here is a man who 
says the value of powder there was $1.50 a pound. 

Mr. ELDER. If it is worth more than $1,050 he should not 
have been deprived. of the price. . 

Mr. MANN. He ought to be paid what he paid for it. 
Mr. BOOHER. He has waited 67 years for it. I am inclined 

to think if we do not accept the gentleman's proposition he will 
object to my bill, and the claimants will not get anything. I 
have suffered at his hands three times already on this bill, and 
I will now accept his proposition. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BOOHER. Now, Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman from 

Illinois send up that amendment? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

[1\fr. MANN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: · 
Page 2, line 4, after the word " Giddings," insert the words " and in 

the opinion of such Secretary the circumstances of the case render the 
United States liable for the value of such powder"; and after the 
word "Giddings" in line 7, page 2, insert the words "but not to ex
ceed the sum of $1,050." 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
On motion of Mr. BooHER, a motion to reconsider the last vote 

was laid on the table. 
SN ABE & TRIEST CO. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar wns the 
bill ( S. 1369) for the relief of the Snare & Triest Co. 

The bill was read. 
'Ihe SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 

FLORINE A. ALBRIGHT. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. n.· 6880) to carry out the findings of the Court of Claims . 
in the case of Florine A. Albright. 

The bill was read as follows : 
Be it £nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to Florine A. Albright the sum of $14,640, in full com
pensation for stores and supplies taken by the United States Army dur
ing the Civil War, and reported by the Court of Claims in Senate Docu
ment No. 466, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

. Mr: STAFFORD. I object. 
M~·. ELDER. I wish the gentleman would reserve the right 

to object. 
Mr. STAFFORD. I have no objection to reserving the right. 
1\Ir. ELDER. I thank the gentleman for that. I should like 

to make as short and succinct a statement as possible in regard 
to this bill. 

A great many years ago, I think about 1872, a claim was 
filed, originally by Sterling T . .Austin and later by his heirs, 
for some cotton, mules, and other property taken by the Gov
ernment in East Carroll Parish, State of Louisiana. It was 
finally held by the Court of Claims that some $GD,OOO of cotton 
was taken. As a matter of fact, there was between $200.000 
and $300,000 worth of cotton taken, and the court found that 
there was $14,640 worth of mules and other property taken. 

There were two different pro>isions of law, one in regard to 
cotton and the other in regard to captured and abandoned prop
erty ; and in order not to mix these two claims they finally 
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dropped from the amount the mules and other property taken 
and concentrated their efforts on the cotton; and in 1898, 
during a Republican Congress, in face of the findings of the 
Court of Claims that Sterling T. Austin had been construc
tively disloyal, Congress passed a bill, and the claim of $59,000 
for cotton was paid. In a long debate in the House, found on 
page 2484 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of 1898, .it was made 
to appear that while the Court of Claims had held this man to 
be constructively disloyal, purely for the reason that he lived 
in the South, yet as a matter of actual fact he had been loyal 
to the Union, so far as it was possible and convenient to his 
health in those trying times, and that he was entitled to his 
money. l!'or this reason, as I say, Congress passed a bill to 
pay the claim for the cotton. Now, this bill is for the remain
ing amount, for the mules and other property, besides the cotton. 
The Court of Claims has found that the Government did take 
this property, and as a . matter of simple justice I think the 
Government ought to pay for it. 

A little history in this particular case: While the Govern
ment has only paid $59,000 for cotton taken, it actually received, 
according to the proof, over 1,200 bales of cotton from this man, 
a two years' crop, and it actually brought between $200,000 and 
$300.000; but all they could establish with absolute certainty 
was this amount of $59,000, as well as this amount of $14,640 
for other property. 

This happened in the neighborhood of Vicksburg, where the 
fighting was very hot, and the Union officers testified that this 
man was a Union sympathizer, and that all that had ever been 
done that could be held against him, outside of living within 
the Confederate lines, was that two or three of his negroes out 
of several hundred were taken by the Confederates and used 
in building embankments and entrenchments, and that he did 
not dare resist their use. 

He was later appointed postmaster in the little town of Lake 
Providence in the seventies, during the hot days of reconstruc
tion. His son, under a Government rule, was appointed probate 
judge there. Both father and son were killed in that town on 
the same day as a result of the ill feeling over the southern 
question. While I have no sympathy with them, being a south
erner, yet I think as a matter of justice these people are entitled 
to this money, and in my opinion they were unquestionably 
loyal to the Union during the war. It is a matter of doing 
simple justice. 

The Government takes the property of these people without 
the right of law. The only right they bad was the right of 
necessity, a necessity that war brings on . . The Court of Claims 
has found that this property was taken and used by the Gov
ernment. Now, why should not the Government pay them? A 
Republican Congress, as I said a moment ago, an overwhelming 
Republican Congress, in the face of this same finding held that 
they were not really disloyal but loyal to the Union. If neces
sary I would like to read to the gentleman from the CoNGRES
SIONAL RECORD of 1808 what some Republican leaders said in 
that case in regard to this particular claim. 

Mr. l\fAl~N. Was that in the House? 
.Mr. ELDER. It was. Mr. Mahon said, "I yield 20 minutes 

to the gentleman, l\Ir. Updegraff." 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELDER. Certainly. • 
1\ir. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that this is a 

claim which ought to be considered and discussed in the House? 
It can not be done very well upon a Unanimous Consent Calen
dar. I think tile claim will be reached some time for real con
sideration. 

Mr. ELDER. I think it can get real consideration now. I 
reali7.e that if any gentleman does not want it considered he 
can put it hors de combat. 

Mr. 1\fANN. I have no objection to its being considered now, 
but I want to say to the gentleman that I shall want to be 
beard on it for at least half an hour whenever it is considered. 

1\Ir. ELDER. The gentleman understands that if this is not 
taken up now it will net be considered at all. 

1\Ir. MANN. I think the gentleman is mistaken; I have had 
some experience in the House. 

Mr. ELDER. Of course the gentleman has had much more 
experience than I have, but in the shape the calendar is in I 
do not think we will get to consider it. 

Mr. l\lANN. This bill is on top of the ca1endar, and one of 
these days tbz War Claims Committee will have a day un
doubtedly, and, in my opinion, this bill will be reached. 

Mr. ELDER. Does not the gentleman think there is enough 
merit in it to be passed by the House? I know that the gentle
man from Illinois wishes to do tbe fair thing, and this has been 
already passed on by a Republican House. 

LI-513 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ELDER. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from 

Louisiana think it is fair .to other Members who have bills on 
the calendar, the underst.anding being that only those receiving 
unanimous consent shall be taken up, to inject his bill at this 
time, knowing that it will invite a long discussion and therefore 
shut out any possible consideration of many bills behind it 
that, if they could be reached, would go through without ob
jection? 

Mr. ELDER. I do not think it is unfair because any l\Iem
ber can shut off discussion by objecting to even an explanation: 
We certainly, even in cases of unanimous consent, can not ex
pect all bills to go through without some little discussion. 

Mr. ROBERTS of Massachusetts. The gentleman bas al
ready consumed 15 minutes. 

1\fr. ELDER. I would like to have half an hour. 
Mr. STAFFORD. l\Ir. Speaker, when I made the original 

objection I had read the report and was fully acquainted with 
it, and recognized that it was an important claim amounting to 
$14,000, and involving the claim of loyalty on the part of the 
claimant. I thought it would expedite business to object, and I 
reserved the objection to accommodate the gentleman from 
Louisiana. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Wis-
consin object? · 

Mr. STAFFORD. I object. 
EDW A.BD WILLIAM BAILEY. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5832) for the relief of Edward William Bailey. · 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed, out of any money in the United States 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to pay to Edward William Bailey, 
of Portsmouth, Va., the sum of $1,500, for injuries resulting from the 
total loss of one eye and the serious impairment of the other eye. 
caused by a wound received by him at the bands of a target party of. 
United States sailors and marines, while engaged at target practice 
at St. Helena, near Norfolk, Va., on or about November 7, A. D. 1890. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con
sideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
MA.BGA.BET M'QUADE. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
1922) for the relief of Margaret McQuade. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is 

hereby authorized and directed to pay to Margaret McQuade, widow of 
the late Edward McQuade, alias Edward Quade, out of any money in 
the Treasury not otbe,rwise appropriated, the sum of $840, as compensa
tion for the death of the said Edward McQuade, alias Edward Quade, 
caused by and in the performance of his duties as an employee in the 
Government service in the War Department. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection 1 
Mr. STAFFO~D. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, I would like to inquire of the chairman of the committee 
as to t}le policy of compelling the Government to pay claims for 
injuries received by a Government employee in performing serv
ices of a private character for a Government official, as I be
lieve this case is. I believe McQuade was at the time a driver 
for Secretary Dickinson. He was driving the Secretary's child 
and the governess for pleasure, and while he was driving the 
horses became riotous. He did his duty and saved the occupants 
of the carriage, but he himself suffered injury. Why should not 
Secretary Dickinson, for whose benefit he was virtually per
forming the service, be the person responsible for compensat
ing his widow for the injuries? 

l\Ir. POU. I will say to the gentleman that this man who lost 
his life was an employee of the Government, and was detailed 
by his superior officer to the position of driver for the Secre
tary of War. He had no control ove1• his assignment. He 
could not resign, and he is as much an employee of the Govern
ment as any other of these persons for whose death we com
pensate. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. While be was an employee of the Gov
ernment, yet it was a service that he was not performing for 
the Government, but was performing for the Cabinet officer 
personally. 

l\Ir. POU. Certainly be was performing service for the Gov
ernment, because the Government furnishes these Cabinet 
officers with drivers. The man was not master of his own ac
tions; he was strictly in line of duty. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. In line of duty of his employer, Secretary 
Dickinson, but ' not performing the work of the Government. 

l\Ir. POU. Sec!"etary Dickinson did not employ him. 
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·Mr. STAFFORD. · Yes; bufSecreta.ry Dicki.Iison was availing 
himself of his services for doing some personal work. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Certainly. ·· 
1\Ir. MANN. Too Government provides Cabinet officers and 

the President with carriages for all purposes. The Govern
ment also provides the drivers, and it is intended · that those 
carriages shall be used by the wives of the Cabinet officers and 
by the wife of the President We provide the drivers. If we 
are going to pay any Government employee compensation for 
injuries received why should not these drivers stand in the 
same position as anyone else, no matter whom they are driving~ 
We provide the ca.rriftge not merely for tbe use of the Cabinet 
officer to go from his home to his. office, but for the use of his 
wife and his children, if he wishes to give his children the use 
of it. We assign the man to do the driving just like any other 
employee. I do not see any distinction. 

Mr. STAFFORD. · Then I assume the gentleman's position, 
carried to a logical end, wonld mean that if one of these chauf
feurs operating automobiles for the Government, assigned by 
the Government for the benefit <Tf officials, for official service, 
should utilize the automobile in social-function work--

1\Ir. MANN. But, if the gentleman will permit, we expressly 
forbid that these automobiles Shall be used for social-function 
work. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman will pardon me, but if in 
doing that social-function work the chauffeur is injured, I 
take it, according to the gentleman's logic, the Government is 
liable for the injury. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman evidently does not get the dis
tinction. We especially provide that the vehicles owned by 
the Government, except those for the President and the Cabinet 
officers and the secretary of the President, shall not be used 
for social functions, but we have a.lwuys provided these car
riages for use socially of the wives of the members of the 
Cabinet or for the wife ot the President The gentleman would 
not contend for a minute that with several automobiles for 
the use of the President it was not proper for the President's 
wife to r.ide in one for social purposes? 

Mr. STAFFORD. Oh, no. 
Mr. MANN. But, for instance, in the case of the vehicle that 

is provided for the use of the Printing Office the law forbids 
that it shall be used for anything except official purposes. That 
prohibition does not extend to these Cabinet officers, and hence 
the distinction. These drivers are employees of the Govern
ment while performing these social functions, and they can not 
refuse to perform the services. They have to perform that 
.work if they are employed at an. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that this claim 
is most meritorious. I assume this widow is in needy circum
stances, and yet I question whether the Government should be 
responsible--

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 
a little further? 

Mr. STAFFORD. For injuries arising out of employment 
which is not of a governmental character, such as the work in 
this instance. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa: · 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa.. Mr. Speaker, this bill was before the 
House in the last Congress. and the very question which the 
gentleman now raises was very fully discussed at that time for 
I think, three-quarters of an hour or an hour. After going vecy 
carefully over the matter, at the conclusion of the discussion 
every one I think concluded the man was performing a proper 
governmental service a.nd the bill went through unanimously. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I recognize that I missed 
much during the two years that I was out of Congress, and I 
suppose that this was when this bill was considered last. In
asmuch as it was given favorable consideration at that time 
and the House unanimously believed it was a proper claim, I 
shall not raise objection at this time. 

The SPEAEER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The question is on the third reading of the Senate 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third. time, was read the 
third time, and pus ed. 

T. J, SEMMES. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. n. 11381) :for the relief of the estate ofT. J. Semmes, 
deceased. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it onaoled, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury be and lie 

hereby is, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money tn the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated. to Myra E. Semmes, executrbl:: and 
sole legatee of T. J. Semmes, late ot New Orleans,-deceased, $3915.55 1n 
full payment for rents collected by the United States during the Civil 

War from property owned by the said T. J. n~mmes and situate at 
New Orleans, La. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consi.:eration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The committee iunendment was read, as follows: 
Page 1, line 6, strike ont the words " and sole legatee." 

The amendment was agreed to. 
T~e b~ as amended was ordered to be engros~d and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and nassed. 
RIOH.ARD 0. REED. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bil.l ( S. 3997) to waive for one year the age limit for the a.p
pomtment as assistant paymaster in the United States Navy in 
the case of Landsman for Electrician Richard C. Reed, United 
States Navy. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enac:fed, eto., That the age limit for appointment as an assistant 

paymas~er m the United States Nayy in the case of Landsman for 
ElectriClan, Richard C. Reed, United States Navy, be, and the same is 
hereby, wa1ved for- one year. 

The SPEAKER · pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

.Mr. l\1ANN. Reserving the right to object, who has ch~rge 
of the bill? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON rose. 
Mr. MANN. May I ask the gentleman what is a " landsman 

for electrician ••? 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. I suppose I can give a correct answer 

to that question, as the gentleman from Illinois has already told 
me how to answer it. 

Mr. MANN. I did not know. 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. The title, as I understand it in the 

Navy-! never heard of it until this bill came up-
Mr. MANN. I understand this man is now in the Navy as . 

an enlisted man holding that title? · 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. Yes. sir. 
Mr. MANN. In the electrical department, and took an examina

tion for appointment as paymaster, and they were slow in mark
ing up his papers for some reason, or marking up the papers. 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. His papers were passed. It seems he 
had to be examined to get an appointment as assistant pay
master, and his papers were examined and approved on the day 
before he became 26 years old. The law provided that he could 
not be appointed after he is 26 years old. Now, it also provided 
that he had to be appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate, and it happened an this one day on which he was· to 
get his appointment the President was out of town and the Sen
ate not in session, so he lost it on account of no fault of his, and 
the committee thought that that provision of the law should be 
waived in his case. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WITHERSPOON. Yes. sir. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman think it is a bad 

practice to make a special rule for just one individual? Why 
not raise the age limit? Is it not class legislation of the worst 
sort? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. I do not think so. I do not think it is 
ever a bad practice to do what is right. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Have not a thousand and one persons out
side the service the same right to have the age limit raised? 

Mr. WITHERSPOON. Yes; I think if a thousand persons 
should take the examination and pass it satisfactol1ly and it be 
determined that they ought to be in office, and then the authori
ties should delay the examination of those papers until the day 
before the age limit was reached and then the President and 
Senate should leave the city~ I think that thousand should have 
the limit waived in their case. 

Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman is aware that the same con
dition may occur in different branches of the civil service where 
the age limit is reached and the person is no longer eligible, and 
yet you are favoring this person just because he is in the 
service to-day. 

l\Ir. WITHERSPOON. No; I do not think another case like 
this will occur in a thousand years. That is my judgment 
about it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

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

EMORY SCOTT LAND. 

The next business in order on the Pl'lvate Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1366) for the relief of Emory Scott Land. 

The bill was read. 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

objects, and the Clerk wilr report the next bi11. 

CAPT. HAROLD L. JACKSON, RETIBED. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 4402) to restore Capt. Harold L. Jackson, retired, to 
the active list of the Army. 

The bill was read. 
'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. l\IAl~N. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. COPLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I wish my colleague would re

serve his objection until this matter has been presented. 
1\Ir. MANN. I will reserve the objection for a moment. 
1\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman intend to 

object in the end? 
Mr. MANN. 'Vell, sometimes a gentleman may give such in- _ 

formation--
l\Ir. GARRET.r of Tennessee. Then we will end the agony 

now. 
1\fr. COPLEY. The agony is just beginning, I will say to the 

gentleman. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. If it is the purpose of the gen

tleman from Illinois finally to object, I will end the agony now. 
Mr. FOSTER. Maybe we can overcome the gentleman from 

Illinois [Mr. 1\I.ANN]. 

Mr. COPLEY. I hope my colleague will reserve his objection. 
Mr. MANN. So far as I am concerned, I am reserving it. . 
Mr. COPLEY. Now, Mr. Speaker, this is the situation: This 

matter has been presented to the Military Affairs Committee of 
this House three separate times, and in each instance has been 
unanimously reported favorably to this House. The bill has 
passed the House once and it has passed the Senate twice. The 
first time it passed the House and Senate it reached the Presi
dent too late for his signature. It was not vetoed, but did 
not become a law. If any man will read the bill and read 
the committee's report, I am sure there must be some reason 
for his objection that I do not know, and it will give me great 
pleasure if my colleague will give his reasons for objecting to 
the bill. 

Mr. 1\IANN. I can tell the gentleman very quickly that I am 
opposed to any bill that restores a man in the Army and puts him 
back to the same rank and relative position he would have held 
if he had not been retired. I think it is a lot of gall for any
body to want to go back in the Army at the same place he was 
when he went out. 

~r. COPLEY. This man was retired involuntarily. He has 
again recovered his health, and he has served on active duty all 
but about six weeks since the time he was retired. 

Mr. KAHN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COPLEY. With pleasure. 
Mr. KAHN. This is an unusual case. This man was exam

ined by the medical officers of the Army, who held he was 
affiicted with Bright's disease. The young man thereupon was 
retired. The years rolled' on. He protested against the de
cision of the Army board of survey that found he had Bright's 
disease, and he could get no satisfaction. If he had had 
Bright's disease, he would have been dead long ago. As a 
matter of fact, he has been examined a number of ti:nes since 
then, and they have always found that he did not have Bright's 
disease, and the committee felt that under those circumstances 
where the disease of the man was erroneously diagnosed by the 
board through no fault of his he ought not to suffer in conse
quence. 

1\fr. MANN. Here is one of those cases where if a Member 
of Congress had Bright's disease, or thought he had--

Mr. KAHN. He did not think so. 
Mr. MANN. Or his constituents thought he had something 

more fatal and kept him home for two years and he wanted 
to get back, he would want to go back at the top. • The rest 
of the :Members of Congress never look at it in that way. 

Mr. COPLEY. The fact of the matter is that this man was 
retired involuntarily. He wanted to go back, and his colonel 
told him if he went back be would be retired, and he was 
retired, but has been in active service ever since. He was men
tioned in special orders in the Philippines. He has been doing 
active service, and he wants to get back, and the report of the 
committee itself is in these words: 

The bill simply allows the officer an opportunity of appearing before 
an examining board, with a view of determining whether be is fit men
tally and physically for active service. If he is, he may be restored 
to the active list. If he is not, he remains where he is. 

The Committee on l\filitary Affairs, to which this bill was 
referred, considers this an act of simple justice, and so reports. 
Now, I hope my colleague will not press his objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I am very scrry not to accommodate my col

league, but I am very fixed in my views on this. I object. 
Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Speaker, I give notice now that the Hom;~ 

may as well adjourn. I will objact to every private bill that 
comes up to-night from now on. 

Mr. :MANN. The gentleman will never get his bill through, 
anyhow. 

Mr. COPLEY. I do not care. I will never get it through 
anyhow if you can help it, and you know it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman will not help his cause in that 
way, either. 

Mr. COPLEY. I have no cause that I know about. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

[1\Ir . .l\I.ANN] objects. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
JOHN W. HYATT. 

The next business in or.der on the Private Calendar was _the 
bill (H. R. 4744) to authorize the appointment of John W. 
Hyatt to the grade of second lieutenant in the Army. · 

The bill was read, as follows.: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author

ized, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to appoint John 
W. Hyatt, late a second lieutenant in the Sixteenth Regiment United 
States Infantry, to the grade of second lieutenant in the United States 
Army: Provided, That prior to such appointment the said John W. 
Hyatt shall pass, in a manner satisfactory to the Secretary of War, 
the physical examination required of <'andidates for appointment as 
second lieutenant. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

ERIK J. AANRUD. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 4318) to ·authorize the Secretary of the Interior to 
cause patent to issue to Erik J. Aanrud upon his homestead 
entry for the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section 15, .township 159 north, range 73 west, in the Devils Lake 
land district, N. Dak. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

hereby~ authorized and directed to cause patent to issue to Erik J. 
Aanrua upen Ws homestead entry for the southeast quarter of the 
northeast quarter of section 15, townsWp 159 north, range 73 west of 
the fifth principal meridian, serial No. 02727, Devils Lake land district, 
N. Dak., notwithstanding his two prior entries, which embraced 120 
acres: Provided, That the present entry for 40 acres be in all other 
respects complete and proper. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was- no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
THOMAS J. LEARY. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. n. 3960) to correct the lineal and relative rank of First 
Lieut. Thomas J. Leary, .Medical Corps, United States Army. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, authorized 

to advance First Lieut. '.rhomas J. Leary, Medical Corps, United States 
Army; to the grade of captain in the Medical Corps with rank of cap
tain rrom the 5th day of August, 1912, and to cause his name to appear 
upon the lineal list of captains of the Medical Corps next below that 
of George D. Heath, of the same corps: Provided, That be shall success
fully pass the examination for promotion from the grade of first lieu
tenant to the grade of captain in the Medical Corps as required by 
existing Jaw: Provided a'so, That he shall receive pay as captain only 
from date of acceptance of his commission as such under the terms of 
this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlaman from Illinois 

objects. 
1\fr. HOWARD. I hope the gentleman will withhold his ob

jection. 
Mr. MANN. I will withhold it. 
Mr. HOWARD. This is not a r·estoration of this officer to 

the service. 
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Mr. MANN. It is a worse case than that. 
1\Ir. HOWARD. No, sir. If the gentleman will permit me to 

explain this case, I think he will not interpose any objection. 
Mr. MANN. If the gentleman wants to explain it for my 

benefit, he does not need to do it, because I am thoroughly 
familiar with the case. 

Mr. HOWARD. There are some facts in this case that are 
not included in the report I drew and which, if known at the 
time, I would have incorporated. 

Mr. 1\IA.NN. Let me ask the gentleman n few questions. 
Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. 'l'his man was in the Medical Oorps in the 

Philippines? 
Mr. HOWARD. Yes, sir. 
l\1r. MANN. And resigned and went out of the service, and 

about a month afterwards .he applied for appointment in the 
service again, and was appointed again? He went in as a lieu
tena nt, and now, having gotten back in, he wants to be put at 
a higher place than he holds now, a little lower than he would 

. haye held if he had remained in the service, and does not want 
to take any of the punishment that comes from leaving the 
service? . 

Mr. HOWARD. Yes; he takes the punishment of the loss of 
15 files. 

This gentleman is a constituent of .Mr. V ARE, of Pennsylvania. 
The circumstances are these: Lieut. Leary's f~ther was stricken 
with serious illness in Pennsylvania. He received this informa
tion just four days before he left the Philippine Islands, after 
serving in the treatment of cholera at an isolated post in the 
Philippines. At the time he received this message from his 
relatives as to the serious illness of his father he resigned from 
the service. It took him 29 days to cross th" Pacific Ocean and 
land in California. Upon his landing in California he received 
a communication from his relati-res, which was then anu there 
wait ing for him, to the effect that the doctor had pronounced 
hi:.. father so much better that it would be unnec<:ssary to come 
horne to help take care of him, whom he thought was a helpless 
in-ralid. 

He immediately telegraphed to the War Department, asking 
to withdraw his resignation. Surg. Gen. ·~orney directed 
him to stand another examination, and J.e ::;tood that ex
amination irumediately afterwards in Washington; and in all 
he was out of the service less than 40 days. That is, from the 
day he left the Philippine Islands to the day he stood the ex
au:.ination for readmission to the service, he was .out of the 
service only 40 days. 

Now, I want to say this to the gentleman from Illinois: 
This young fellow is an exceptionally fine officer. He has lost 
119 files by this resignation. Every classmate that entered with 
him wUJ not only be pleased, but will be delighted if ho is ad
vanced to the rank that they now have attained. But he goes 
t(- the foot of it, and he loses 15 files in addition. He is still 
iL the Medical Corps. If the young man loses these files, the 
promotion being very slow in the Medical Corps, before this 
young doctor, Leary, who is now 34 years old, will be a major 
in the .1.\ledical Corps at the present rate of promotion he will 
be an old man. He is now performing a large per cent of all 
the s1:rgical operations that are performed in the Walter Reed 
Hospital in this town. I have only met him once or twice in 
my life. 

There is not a finer young officer in the United States Medical 
Corps than this young man, and under the circumstances of his 
resignation I think his affection for his father and his wi11ing
ness to give up a senice to which he was de-roted should receive 
du( consideration. He was not running away from any service 
that might be obnoxious to him. He had spent much time 1n 
tlJs cholera camp, diagnosing cases over there in an isolated 
camp where he could not even visit his wife and baby. 

The clrcumstnnces of his resignation and reentry into the 
service make this an exceptional case: and in view of the mag
nificent record of this young man, who has willingly accepted 
his medicine, I hope the gentleman will not object to ·it. This 
bill was inspired by the late Surg. Gen. Torney. It was favor
ably recommended by l\Ir. Stimson when he was Secretary of 
War, and under this administration the department have 
heartily concurred in the recommendations of the former Sec
retary of War, and ha-re said that because of the exceptionally 
fine record of this young man they would be delighted to see 
him recei,·e the rE>lief which this bill will give him. 

Mr. V ARE. Will my col1engue yield? 
Mr. BOWARD. Certainly; with pleasure. 
Mr. V ARE. Has not this young surgeon had actual charge 

of the Walter Reed Hospital during the last two years? 
Mr. HOWARD. Yes. 

Mr. V .ARE. Has he not been a special assistant to Maj. 
Rhodes? 

Mr. HOW A.RD. In fact, when Maj. Rhodes was detailed to 
the White House under the former administration this young 
Dr. Leary, as I am informed, had ab~olute charge of that great 
hospital out there. I am frank to say that if I thought this was 
doing anybody an injustice I would not espouse the cause of thi.s 
young man or urge the passage of this bill; but it does abso
lutely nobody an injustice. He goes to the foot of his class, 
and he is penalized 15 files by his resignatjon. which absolutely 
amounted to nothing, in view of the fact that immediately upon 
his arrival in Washington he sought an examination and weut 
back into the service. I know the gentleman from Illinois is 
averse to bills of this character; but this young man is in the 
service. He resigned under a mi,apprehenslon ns to the condi
tion of his father, and immediately upon bein" correctly in
formed as to the condition of his father's health he made nn 
&pplication and stood the examination for reentry into the 
service, and has ne er shrunk from any duty imposed. In -riew 
of this fact, it seems to me that Congress could well strain a 
point and ~i-re him this relief. He goes to the foot of his class. 

Mr. YARE. Will my colleague yield again? 
Mr. HOWARD. With pleasure. . 
1\lr. YARE. As I tmderstand it, if Lieut. Leary was pro

moted to be a captain he would not take the place of any other 
captain? 

Mr. HO\V .ARD. Absolutely nobody. 
Mr. VARE. He would take the last captaincy? 
Mr. HOWAH.D. The last cuptaincy in his class, at the foot 

of the list. He has lost 15 files, and e-rerybody below him-all 
of the lieutenants in the grade in which he now is-would wel
come the passage of this bill. 

Mr. MANN. There are some very good Army officers who 
have got the notion into their heads that they can get promo
tion by ~pecial acts. The first thing that an Army officer ought 
to learn is that he must suffer the consequences of any act 
that. he performs; that personal solicitation will not remove 
the consequences; and an Army officer who does not learn that 
is not much good in the sen·ice if he gets ba ck Hnd is ndmnced. 
I honor the young man if he resigned on account of the health 
of his father, but he is the one to take the consequences. not 
the men who remained in the service. I nm uttei·ly opposed 
to advancing men in the Army by acts of Congress, which :-~re 
acts of special favoritism at the best. and the case of this young 
man probnbly would ne\er have recejved any consideration if 
he had not been living in Washington. 

1\lr. HOWARD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt 
him? I want to say th<~t this young man is not seeking any 
influence of any congressional aid. 

Mr. .l\IAJ."\'N. He is seeking the in1l uence of all congressional 
aid. 

Mr. HOWARD. Just as I stated awhile ago, the introduc
tion of this bill in the last Congress-when it was favorably 
reported and put on the calendar, but ne,·er reached on account 
of the congestion of business-was inspired not by young 
Leary, but by the late Surg. Gen. Torney, who had a very great 
affection for this young man, and considered him one of the 
best men in the medical corps. He is a bright, willing young 
man. expert in his profession, and I hope the gentleman from 
Illinois will not object to this bill, but will let it pass. It hurts 
nobody. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. MANN. I object. 
1\lr. POU. Mr. Speaker, I want to say here that we have 

just 50 minutes left. There is goiug to be opportunity later for 
discussion of an contested bills, and I think we ought to have 
the regular order from now on, in justice to gentlemen who 
have bills on the calendar. I demand the regular order. 

STEPHEN MORRIS RA.BLOW. 

The next business on the Pri-rate Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9536) for the relief of Stephen .1\lorris Barlow. 

The Clerk read the bill in full. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the con

sideration of the bill? 
Mr. l\I.Al\'N. I object. 

CHARI,ES A. DAVIDSON. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill 
(H. R. 3041) to carry into effect the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the cases of Charles A. Davidson and Charles M. 
Campbell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enactea, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of the money in the Tren,s
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $750 to Charles A.. Davidson, 
and the sum of $750 to Charles M. Campbell, Late clerks of United 
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States courts in Indian Territory, in pursuance of the findings of fact 
repo1·ted to the United States Senate by the Court of Claims in the 
cases of Charles A. Davidson and Charles M. Campbell v. The United 
States, No. 14046, congressional. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. DAVENPORT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to read n let:. 

ter which I received from the Department of Justice. It is as 
follows: 

Hon. JAMES S. DAVENPORT, 

OFFICE OF THE A.TTORNEl' GENERAL, 
Washington, D. 0., May 5, 1914. 

House of Representatives. 
DEAR Sm. : Permit me to aclmowledge your letter of May 2, inclosing 

a copy of House bill 3041, Sixty-third Congress, first session, and a re
port upon it by Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi, from the Committee on 
Claims, and to say that the facts pertaining to the claims of Charles 
A. Davidson and Charles M. Campbell are fairly and accurately reported 
by the court in the findings of fact certified to Congress. 

I have no further objection to urge to the payment of these claims. 
Very truly, yours, 

J. C. McREYNOLDS, Attorney General. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
W. W. BLOOD. 

- . 

The next business in order on the private calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1515) for the relief of W. W. Blood. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tbe Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the 
Treasury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to W. W. 
Blood, of Greenville, Plumas County, Cal., the sum of $430.09, in 
full payment for all work and labor done and performed by him for the 
Government of the United States or its official repr·esentatlves at the 
Indian school near Greenville. Indian Valley, Plumas County, Cal., 
during the year 1907. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. S'IAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, I would like 

to get some information, besides that contained in the report, 
as to the reason why this man did not receive compensation 
from the department for the work performed. There is nothing 
in the report to show why he was not paid by the department. 

1\lr. RAKER. By reference to the report of the department 
for this year the gentleman will find that by the time he got 
around to get his pay the time limit under section 3690 of the 
Revised Statutes had pas£ed and the appropriation had lap ed. 

l\Ir. MA:t-."'N. I would like to ask how he managed to get 
such a report out of the Assistant or Acting Assistant Secretary 
of the Interior where he says: 

In view of the facts as ueveloped by the investigation made, lt ap
pears lllood actually performed work and furnished materi.al from which 
the Government benefited, and that he has an equitable claim. 

The department has no authority to pay anything but a 
legal claim. and the department knows it. 

Mr. RAKER. There is no question that had the money not 
been returned to the Treasury or lapsed the man would have 
received his money. 

Mr. 1\IAJ.~N. Oh, the department does not pay equitable 
claims. 

Mr. RAKER. The Greenville Indian School is about 150 
miles from where I lh·e. I am acquainted with the school, the 
conditions, and the man. The man performed the work and 
furnished the material, and the money had been appropriated 
for building the school. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Was the work accepted as soon as per
formed? 

1\lr. :!.AKER. It was, and the record so shows. 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. I can not find anything in the report; 

otherwise I should not have asked the gentleman the qnestion. 
Mr. RAKER. I take it to be in the report; I think it is. 
1\Ir. DONOVAN. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 

This session was to be for uncontested cases. 
Mr. STAFFORD. This may be an uncontested case. 
Mr. DO NOV AN. But it was to be for cases where there was 

no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is to put the 

question. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. STAFFORD. Resel'Ting the right to object, Mr. 

Speaker--
1\lr. DONOVAN. The gentleman must object or not. 
:Mr. STAFFORD. :Mr. Speaker, if we can not reseHe the 

right to object, we might as well quit right here. 
Mr. DO NOV AN. This was to be for cases where there was 

no objection. 
Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman from Connecticut will 

withhold hjs demand for the regular order. Here is a case 
where the report is defective, where it does not show the reason 
why the clajm was not paid by the officer, and the Acting Secre-

~ ... 

tary of the Interior says that it is an equitable claim. The 
inference arises that it was ·not a legal claim. and therefore the 
department refused to pay it.. 'rhe gentleman from California, 
who is acquainted with the facts, is giving those facts to the 
Honse, so that we can come to some decision on it. 

Mr. :MANN. Mr. Speaker, I agree with the gentleman from 
Connecticut that we ought to get through, and I object. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I want unanimous consent to pro-
ceed for about three minutes. 

Mr. MAJ.~N. I object. 
Mr. RAKER. Just a moment, gentlemen. 
Mr. 1\IANN. The gentle.IPan will get his bill up later. 
1\lr. RAKER. No; I do not think there is a chance for it to. 

come up later. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The regular order is demanded. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, this bill passed the Bouse t.w:ice 

last year by unanimous consent. 
Mr. MANN. No; I think the gentleman is mistaken. I 

think I objected to it once. 
1\lr. MOOHE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentlemen will state it. 
Mr. MOORE. When a bHl is objected to under the rule 

under which we are now proceeding, the objection does not 
take lt off the calendar? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No. 
Mr. MOORE. It remains on the calendar, for consideration 

later on? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. That is correct. 
l\Ir. RAKER. 1\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

I may proceed for one minute. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention of 

the committee to the fact that this bill was reported in the last 
Congress, and unanimously passed the House when it came up 
on the calendar. It went over to the Senate, but did not pass 
because of the fact that there was not time. In fact, it passed 
the Honse t:"ice. It passed the House in a general omnibus 
bill, and then the Senate struck it out of the bill with half a 
dozen others. It then came back. 

Mr MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, if I did not object to this bill 
last year I fell down, because I had it marked bad. 

Mr. RAKER. 1\lr. Speaker, I guess we might just as well 
quit to-night on this. I do not think there is a quorum present. 
There is no use of saying that a bill is bad, when the .Members 
·Of this House last year passed it twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman 
from California has expired. The Clerk will report the next 
bill. 

MOSES M. BANE. 

'l'he next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (B. R. 7553) for the relief of the estate of Moses 1\1. Bane. 

The Clerk read the bill 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
1\lr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object-
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

objects, and the Clerk will report the next bilL 
ELIZABETH MUHLEMAN. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bi1I (II. n. 12191) for the relief of Elizabeth 1\fuhleman, widow, 
and the heirs at law of Samuel A. Muhleman, deceased. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby 

authorized and directed to pay to Elizabeth Mohleman, widow, and the 
heirs at law of Samuel A. Mobleman, deceased, oot of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,000, in full 
compen ation for the death of said Samuel A. l\lubleman on February 
14, 1898, caused by Injury received on the 9th day of June, 189:1, while 
employed as a clerk in tbe Record and Pension Office, War Department, 
while locnted in Ford·s Theater at the time of its collapse. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Spenker, reserving the 1ight to object, I 
would like to have the gentleman explain the bill. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\lr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Has the gentleman read the report in this 

case? 
.Mr. RAKER. Ur. Speaker, like the gentleman, I go over all 

of these rna tters. 
.Ur. STAFFORD. I am certain if he has read the report in 

this case he will not ask for . any further information, because 
it is a very clear case. 

Mr. RAKER. Who has eharge of the bill? 
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:Mr. POU. .Mr. Speaker, I will say that it was reported by 
the gentleman from ~Hssissippi [ fr. STEPHENs]. · 

1\fr. 1\IANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I demand the regular order. 
'l'he SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 

pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the com
mittee amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 1, lines 4 and 5, strike out the words "and the heirs at law." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendment. 
The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read : "A. bill for the relief of 

Elizabeth Muhleman, widow of Samuel A.. l\Iuhleman, deceased." 
THOMAS B. M'CLINTIC. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill ( S. 
661) for the relief of the widow of Thomas B. McClintic, 
deceased. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Whereas Thomas B. McClintic, late passed assistant surgeon and a com

missioned officer in the United States Public Health and Marine
Hospital Service, contracted the Rocky Mountain spotted fever while 
performing his duty as assistant surgeon in the special work of in
vestigating the causes of Rocky Mountain spotted fever in the State 
of Montana, and in which special work he had been exclusively en
gaged for the best part of two years last past, and in which he was 
engaged when he contracted the disease of Rocky Mountain spotted 
fever, of which be died in Georgetown Universfty Hospital m the 
city of Washington on the 13th day of August, 1912: Therefore 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to payl out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to the w dow of Thomas B. McClintic, de
ceased, the sum of :S5, 760, being the amount of salary and allowances 
for two years. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I desire at the proper 

time to offer two amendments, and I would like to state what 
they are now. In line 3, on page 2, I desire to move to strike 
out the figures " $5,760 '' and insert " $2,880;' and in line 4, 
page 2, I desire to strike out " two years " and insert " one 
.year." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I offer the amend

ments to which I have just referred. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 

amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 3, strike out " $5,760 " n.nd insert in lieu thereof 

.. $2,880." 
Page 2, line 4, strike out the word " two " and insert the word "one." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendments. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read the third time, and passed. 
SAMUEL HENSON. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (S. 1171) for the relief of Samuel Henson. 

The Clerk read the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

HYACINTHE VILLENEUVE. 
The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 

bill (H. R. 6260) for the relief of Hyacinthe Villeneuve. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it en.acted,. etc., That upon the filing in the Department of the In

terior of a proper reconveyance to the United States, previously recorded 
ln the county wherein the land lies, of the southeast quarter of the 
northwest quarter of section 15, township 162 north, range 57 west, 
fifth principal meridian, in the Devils Lake (N. Dak.) land dis
tri~t, accompanied by a. duly certified abstract showing title in the 
Umted States, free of hens and encumbrances, the party or parties 
making such reconveyance shall be entitled to select, in lieu of said 
f~~~~. 40 acres of vacant, surveyed, nonmineral, and unoccupied public 

SEc. 2. That upon the acceptance by the Secretary of the Interior of 
such reconveyance of the land above described, the patent issued there
for to the Santa Ire Pacific Railroad Co. shall be canceled and the home
stead entry made for said land on December 5, 1908, by Hyacinthe 
Villeneuve passed to patent. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none, and the Clerk will report the committee amend
ments. 

. The Olerk read as fo1lows : 
Page 2, line 1, insert the word " unrcset'>cd " 
Pa~e 2, line 2, after the word "lands," insert rr Pt·ovided, That the 

selection made under such exchange be made within two years after the 
approval of this act. 
· The SPEAKER pro tempore. · The question is on agreeing to 

the committee amendments. 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
!he ~ill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

thud hme, was read the third time, and passed. 
JOSEPH HODGES. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 540) for the relief of Joseph Hodges. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
B~ it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au

thonzed to issue a patent to Joseph Hodges for the following-described 
lands: The southwest quarter of the northeast quarter and· the south 
half of the northwest quarte1· of section 29 ; the south half of the north
east. quarter and the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter of 
sectiOn 30 ; the west half of the southeast quarter and the west half of 
the northeast quarter of section 15 ; the southwest quarter of the 
southeast q_uarter o.f section 10, all in township 13 north, range 5 east 
of Salt. Lake meridian, upon the transfer by the said Joseph Hodges to 
the .Umte~ States of the northeast quarter of the southeast quarter of 
sectwn 3 , the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 
26 ; the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter of section 2'7 • the 
south hal~ f!f section 16, all in township 14 north, range 4 east of' SaJ t 
Lake mend1an, situate in the Cache National Forest: Provided, That 
~rot~eth~a~t~oW'ifi~~I ~f0;:set.surrendered lands they will become a part 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pre ent 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. STAFFORD. l\Ir. Speaker reserving the ri'"'ht to object 
I notice there is no information' whatsoever cont~ined in th~ 
printed sheet called a report on this ca e. The House is en
tirely without any information as to--

l\Ir. :MA.NN. There is a supplemental' report. 
M1~. HOWELL. There is a very full report. This bill simply 

prov1des an exchange of land in the national forest for lands 
outside. It has met the approval of the Department of Agri
culture and the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin that the committee gave it very ca·reful attention 
inquired a couple of times of the department in reference to it' 
and I believe it is entirely meritorious. ' 

Mr. STAFFORD. Will the gentleman inform the House as to 
the practice of this committee in submitting a report consisting 
of four lines which does not contain any information at all? 

Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois. Mr. Johnson was assigned to make 
the report, and I presume he inadvertently made that report and 
afterwards made a fuller report. He made the report, I pre
sume, in order to get it on the calendar, and then made a fuller 
report as soon as he had time to do so. The second report is 
very complete . 

Mr. STAFFORD. On the statement of the gentleman that 
this matter has been given full consideration, and having had 
handed me the complete report known as the supplemental re
port, I withdraw the objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third .time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

REBECCA C. PEPPER. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill ( S. 2563) for the relief of Rebecca C. Pepper. 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MA.NN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. GR.A.HA.l\I of Illinois. WiE my colleague resene the 

right to object? 
Mr. MA.NN. Not at this time in the evening. 
1\Ir. ·GRAHAM of Illinois. It is really very meritorious. 
Mr. MANN. I went over the report, and I do not think so. 
1\Ir. GRAHAM of Illinois. I would be glad to state to the 

gentleman--
1\Ir. MA.NN. If I had time, I would be glad to hear the gen

tleman, but not at this time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman object? 
Mr. MA.l\TN. I object. 

GEORGE W. CA.RY. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar wns the 
bill (H. R. 1517) for the relief of George W. Cary. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized 

to investigate the status of section 14;... township 38 north, range 8 east, 
Mount Diablo met·idian, within the ~:5tate of California, to determine 
whether said lands were settled upon by George W. Cary prior to the 
issuance of an allotment to Annie Roseberry, Indian; and if the said 
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Secretary of the Inte,.lor does so determine that the said lands were 
settled upon, he is be1·eby authorized and empowered to cancel the 
h·ust patent issued to the said Annie Roseberry and to award said 
Annie Roseberry another allotment equally satisfactory upon any 
vacant public lands he may determine. and to allow George W. Cary the 
r~bt to make a homestead entry upon said lands upon which he has 
settled within three months of the date of the J?assage of this act. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore: Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair heats 
none. The Clerk will report the committee amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Pnge 1, line 4, after the word " of," insert the words " the southeast 

quarter of southwest quarter and west half of southeast quarter section 
11, and the northwe<>t quarter of northeast quarter of." 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as fqllows: 
Page 2, line 3, strike out the words "equally satisfactory" and in-

sert "not exceeding 160 acres." 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 7, after the word "passage." insert the words "and 

approval." 
The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
JAMES HARVEY DENNIS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 11040) to carry out the findings of the Court of 
Claims in the case of James Harvey Dennis. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated. to L. Belen Dennis, administratrix of 
the estate of James Harvey Dennis, deceased.l. the sum of 26,538, tn 
accordance with the findings of the Court of claims reported in Senate 
Document No. 619'- Sixty-second Congress, second session. said sum 
to be accepted ana receipted for in full ot said claim against the 
Government. Pro1Ad6d, That the said L.. Belen Dennis shall file in 
the Treasury Department a certificate showing her appointment as 
administratrix of said estate and a certified copy of her bond, which 
bond must be at least equal in amount to the sum hereby appro
priated: And p.ro·r;iaed fut-tlu~r That if said L. Helen Dennis be 
dead or no lpnger holding said office, payment shall be made to her suc
cessor upon his or her complying with the same requirements a.s 
he1·ein provided with respect to the said L . Helen Dennis, adminis
tratrix. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
would like to ask one question of the gentleman from Ken
tucky, who introduced the bill and in the last Congress re
ported the bill, whether the committee had before it the find
ings of the Court of Claims made, I think, in 1890, or some 
time along there? I have been trying to get hold of those 
findings for a long time and never have been able to get them ; 
and while they are referred to in the report, in a way, I would 
like to know whether the committee had those findings? 

Mr. CANTRILL. We quote from the findings of the Court 
of Claims. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, no; I beg the gentleman's pardon. There 
is a statement here as to what the Court of Claims found. 

Mr. C~'"TRILL. As to what the Court of Claims found; yes. 
Mr. MANN. .And a letter from one of the judges of the 

Conrt of Claims. written 12 or 15 years after the Court of 
Claims had made its report, as to what it had found, and 
apparently there were some very long and complicated findings. 

Mr. C.ANTRILL. I will state to tJle gentleman from lllinois, 
if he will permit me, from my own personal knowledge, I know 
that Maj. Dennis lost on this conti·act over $200,000. 

Mr. .MA.l\TN. That does not interest me at all. even if he 
lost $2.000,000. We do not want to pay him anything that we 
do not owe him. 

Mr. CANTRILL. The Court of Claims, in going through all 
the claims, reported this one of $6,500. The claim has been 
favorably reported by the Senate six different times and it 
has passed the Senate six different times. It has eight favor
able reports of the House of Representatives behind it. and it 
has passed the House twice. At the last session of Congress it 
passed the House and passed the Senate. but in separate bills. 
There have been fourteen favorable reports by Congress on 
this bill. 

Mr. MANN. I know that; but that does not count for any
thing at all. I am not disposed to object to the consideration 
of the claim, although it seems remarkable and strange that 
this committee could have never presented to either body of 
Congress the facts on which the claims were founded-the 
finding of the Court of Claims. - I do not know whether the 
committee ever had them. If so1 nobody has ever put it in a.ny 
of the reports. 

Mr. CANTRILL. .But the judge of the court and the clerk 
of the court reported the finding of the Court of Claims--

Mr. MANN. The opinion of the judge that was written some 
14 years after he ha.d made a finding, as to what his finding was, 
is not worth the snap of your finger. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The question is on the engross~ 
ment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read a third time, and passed. 

ELLIS P. GARTON, ADMINISTRATOR. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 9092) for the relief of Ellis P. Garton, administrator 
of the estate of H. B. Garton, deceased. 

The bill was read in full. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 

consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

objects, and the Clerk will report the next bill. 
REFUND OF DUTIES ON WILD-CELERY SEED. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1781) providing for the refund of certain duties in
correctly collected on wild-<!elery seed. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., 'l'hat tbe Secretary of the Treasur1 be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to ,{lay, out of any money m the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, to W1lliam A. Avis, of New York, N. Y., 
the sum of $434.30, being the amount incorrectly collected on 4,343 
oounds of wild-celery seed imported at the port of New York on Novem· 
ber 3, 1909, entry No 273,740. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
.was read the third time, and passed. 

QUITCLAIM TO LAND, HAMPDEN COUNTY, MASS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3334) authorizing the quitclaiming of the interest of 
the United States in certain land situated in Hampden County, 
Mu& . 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized 

and directed, by quitclaim deed for and on behalf of the United States. 
to convey to John D. McKnight and William B. McKnight, or their 
heirs and assigns forever, all ridlt, title, and Interest it may have in 
and to all of that plat or pa1·cef of ground described as containing 40 
rods of land together with a right of way " situated In Springfield 
in Batch's pasture, so called, near G:u-den Brook," Hampden County. 
Mass., and acquired by the United States through the deed of Solomon 
Hatch. dated September 14, 1825, recorded September 15, 1825, in book 
75. at page 186 of the records of Hampden County. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. 

The question is on the engrossment and third reading of the 
bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 
was read the th,ird time, and passed. 

L. V. THOMAS. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bil1 (H.. R. 10172) for the relief of L. V. Thomas. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he iS 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to L. V. Thomas the sum of 
$2,000, out of any money not otherwise appropriated, for personal 
injuries received while working on the Panama Canal in the employ 
of the Panama Canal Commission as a carpenter. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [.After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
- Page 1, line 5, strike out « $2,000 " and insert " $1,680." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read a third time, and passed. 
JAMES STANTON. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 3428) for the relief of James Stanton. 

The bill was read, as follows : ~ 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and hQ 

Ls hereby, authorized and directed to pay to James Stanton, of Leaven-
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worth, Kans., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated, the sum of $1,912.40, the same being for extra work performed 
by said James Stanton on a contract with the War Department, dated 
June 8, 1908, for gradingJ paving, curbing, and rock hauling on Grant 
Avenue, Fort Leavenwortn, Kans. . 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 1, line 10, after the word " Kansas," insert the following: · 
"Provided, That no part of the said sum shall be paid to the said 

James Stanton unless he has carried out a certain agreement, under a 
contract dated August 27, 1907, namely, that he would keep the said 
road in satisfactory condition for a period of five years from the com
pletion of the work under the last-named contract and that, in case of 
his refusal or failure to fulfill said agreement, any amounts which may 
have been expended by the United States for keeping this road in a sat
isfactory condition during the five-year period shall be deducted from 
the said sum of $1,912.40, and shall be available to reimburse the War 
Department for such necessary expenditures as same are made: And 
pro'l:i4e4 f'llrther, That the Government does not relinquish any of the 
rights secured to it under the guaranty bond of the said James Stan
ton, in the Massachusetts Bonding & Insurance Co., dated January 4, 
1910, should the said sum of $1,912.40 prove insufficient for defraying 
the cost of the work necessary to place and keep the road in such satis· 
factory condition during the said five-year period." 

Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Speaker, the spelling of the word "five" 
in line 18 should be corrected by the Clerk. -

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is that part of the amendment? 
Mr. MANN. That is in the amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. By unanimous consent the 

correction will be made. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
ORMOND M. LISSAK. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 1133) for the relief of Lieut. Col. Ormond M. Lissak. 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from illinois 

[Mr. MANN] objects. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
BELIEF OF OERTAIN FffiE INSURANCE COMPANIES. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 4480) to reimburse certain fire insurance companies 
the amounts paid b;r them for property destroyed by fire in 
suppressing the bubonic plague in the Territory of Hawaii 
1il the years 1899 and 1900. 

The bill was read. 
Mr. MANN. Let that bill go O\er. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Illinois 

[Mr. MANN] objects. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
HENRY LA ROQUE. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 14229) for the relief of Henry La Roque. 

The CliD·k read the bi11, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc.; That Henry r_.a Roqu-e an Indian of the White 

Earth Indian Reservation in the State of Minnesota, be, and he is 
hereby, permitted to appeal within 90 days after the passage of this 
act from the decree entered in the United States Circuit Court of 
Appeals for the Eighth Circuit on the 8th day of July, 1912, in a 
suit wherein the United States is the appellant and Henry La Roque 
the appellee to the Supreme Court of the United States, giving such 
notice or notices and taking such proceedings as are required by law 
and practice in such cases to effect such appeal, To enable such ap
peal to be taken and perfected the time therefor and f~r all notices 
and proceedings provided in the law or practice to be gtven or taken 
is hereby extended until the expiration of the period of 90 days from 
and after the passage of this act. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. · 
The SPEAKER pro teinpore. The Clerk will .report the next 

bill. -
JAMES EASSON. , 

Tile next business in .order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 900) for the relief of James Easson. · · 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to James Easson, of Racine, 
Racine County, Wis., the sum of $300, being the sum unlawfully col
lected from him by the board of enrollment, namely, $300, to furnish 
a substitute when drafted for service in the Army, he not being a citi
zen of the United States at the time. 

With a committee amendment. 
"The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres-

ent consideration of the bill? · 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com

mittee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 1, line 5, after the word "Wisconsin," insert the words "out 

of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en

grossment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
RELIEF OF LEGAL REPRESENTATIVE OF GEORGE E. PAYNE, DECEASED. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 9851) for the relief of the legal representative of 
George E. Payne, deceased. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the claim of the legal representative of 

George E. Payne. deceased, of New Orleans, La., for personal property 
taken by United States officers, and for the crop of sugar sold by the 
sequestration commissioners, and the net proceeds transferred by them 
to the Quartermaster's Department, and used for the public good and 
for the use and occupancy of the plantation of sa.id deceased, taken 
by United States Army ofllcers. and turned over to the United States 
Treasury agent, and by said agent leased to William Spear for the 
year 1864, and for the use and occupancy of the Freedman's Bureau 
for the year 1865, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court 
of Claims of the United States for adjudication, at the fair and reason
able rental and the value of the property taken and used as aforesaid. 
on the evidence heretofore presented and such other evid11nce as may 
be adduced, any statute of limitation to the contrary notwithstanding: 
Pro'Vided, howe1:e1·, That It be shown to the satisfaetion of the court 
that said George E. Payne did not give any aid or comfort to the late 
Civil War, but was throughout the war loyal to the Government of the 
United States. 

With a committee amendment. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the com-

mittee amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 2, line 1, strike out the word "of" and insert the word "by." 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The· question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the next 

bill. 
DAVID C. M 1GEE. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 2705) for the relief of David C. 1\IcGee. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, ::tnd he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to David C. McGee, late of Com
pany I, Fiftieth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, out of any 
money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $165, in 
full of his claim for balance due him as bounty by reason of reenlist
ment in the United States Army during the War of the Rebellion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres
ent consideration of the bill? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engross

ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time; and passed. · 
MRS. H. G. LAMAR. 

The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 14197) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Mrs. H. G. Lamar. · 
· The bill was read, as follows: · 
· Be it enacted etc. · That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he ts 
hereby, directed' ·and' required to pay, out of any moneys . in the Treas· 
ury of the United States not otherwise appropriated, to the leg~! 
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representatives of ·Mrs. H. G. Lamar, late of Macon, Ga., now deceased, 
the sum of $226.66, the same being for the rent of one building from 
October 27, 1865, to November 30, 1865, located in Macon, Ga.:.; and 
occupied as quarters for the commanding officer and stat! of the united 
States Army of the district of Columbus, Department of Georgia, under 
a contract of lease made with said Mrs. H. G. Lamar by Capt. W. A. 
Rankin, assistant quartermaster, and dated October 27, 1865. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
ask the gentleman from Nebraska [1\Ir. LonEcK], who made the 
report, whether it is the policy of .that committee to get any 
report from the War Department ori these bills? 

l\Ir. BARTLETT: I can state to the gentleman--
1\Ir. MANN. No; I should like to hear from a gentleman on 

the committee whether it is the policy of the committee to refer 
these bills· to the War Department? 

1\Ir. LOBECK. We did not refer this bill, and I understand 
it is not the policy of the committee to do so. 

1\Ir. MANN. Where a claim is made against the War De
partment for use and occupancy, is it the policy of the com
mittee to ask any questions of the War Department? 

1\fr. LOBECK. I will refer that question to the chairman of 
the committee. 

Mr. GREGG. It has not been the policy of the committee to 
refer them unless there was some complicated state of facts. 

Mr. 1\l.ANN. I am not speaking of this particular case, al-
though I think it ought to have been referred. - -

Mr. GREGG. It is not the policy of the committee to refer 
them unless a case involves a complicated state of facts. 

Mr. MANN. I suppose the committee assumes that all that 
the claimants say is true, and that it is not necessary to ask 
the War Department anything about it. 

Mr. GREGG. We do not assume that, where the facts are 
complicated and the War Department has the facts. 

Mr. 1\IANN. You never know whether the War Department 
has the facts or not unless you ask them. You do not know 
what the records of the War Department will disclose. 

Mr. BARTLETT. This was neYer presented through the 
War Department. 

1\Ir. GREG-G. We had the original papers in this case. 
Mr. MANN. That does not affect the question. You do not 

know what records the War Department may have. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I will state to the gentleman that these 

claims were neyer presented to the War De_partment. This old 
lady took them and put them in a trunk, and they were not 
found until a long time afterwnrds. 

1\Ir. MANN. But the War Department ought to have a record 
of having gi'ven the papers. Does not . the gentleman admit 
that? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think so. I think it would be well for 
the committee to ask for the information which the department 
bas in these cases. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There was no cbjection. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed nnd read a third time, 

and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 

SAMUEL M. FITCH. 

· The next business in order on the Private Calendar was the 
bill (H. R. 10122) to credit Samuel M. Fitch, collector of inter
nal revenue, first district of Illinois, on the books of the Treas
ury Department with the sum of $1,500 for cigar stamps lost or 
stolen in transit. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
Mr. STAFFORD. Is not this a bill introduced by the gentle-

man from illinois [Mr. MANN]? · 
Mr. COPLEY. I think so; yes. 
l\fr. STAFFORD. Does not the gentleman know that that 

is so? 
Mr. COPLEY. I know thnt that is so; yes. 
1\fr. RAKER. I hope the gentleman will withdraw the point 

of order and let us pass that bill. 
Mr. MAl~N. Was it my friend from Aurora who objected? 
l\Ir. COPLEY. I did not object to anything. I made the point 

that there is no quorum present. That is not an objection. 
Mr. RAKER. I hope the gentleman will do as I did. I looked 

around and found that there was a quorum present, and then 
did not want to make the point. 

1\Ir. FOSTER. Let us be generous. 
Mr. COPLEY. Mr. Speaker, yielding to the solicitation of 

men who have suffered to-night, I -withdraw -the ·point of no 
quorum. 

~he SPEAKER pro tempore. · The point is withdrawn. The 
Clerk will reJ)ort the bill. 

The bill was read. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

LILLIAN J. HARTLEY-LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS. 
By unanimous consent, at the request of 1\!r. liABT, leave 

was granted to withdraw from the files, without leaving copies, 
the papers in the case of H. R. 17803, Sixty-first Congress, 
second session, granting a pension to Lillian J. Hartley, there 
being no adverse report thereon. 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted-
To l\Ir. STEPHENS of Mississippi, for 10 days, on account of 

sickness of his mother. 
~o Mr. SHERLEY, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. POU. Mr. Speaker, the hour of 11 o'clock has arrived, 

and I therefore move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 11 o'clock p.m.) 

the House adjourned until Wednesday, May 6, 1914, at 12 
o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executiye communications were 

tn.ken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 

copy of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate authorizing and directing the accounting offic-ers of 
the Treasury to credit the sum of $862.50 jn the accounts of 
First Lieut. A. Moreno, special disbursing officer, United States 
Army (H. Doc. No. 961); to the Committee on Claims and or
dered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the Secretary of the T-reasury, transmitting 
an additional estimate of appropriation for repairs to reyenue 
cutters for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1914, in the sum of 
$6,444.50 (H. · Doc. No. 962); to the Committee on Appropria
tions and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions were sev
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and re
ferred to the several calendars therein named, as follows : 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia, from the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 11179) authoriz
ing the Secretary of State to extend invitation to foreign 
countries to send delegates to the Foui·th International Con
gress on Home Education, reported the same without amend.: 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 620), which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

1\Ir. J. 1\I. C. SMITH, from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 7298) to 
increase the limit of cost of the public building at Smyrna, Del., 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 622), which said bill and report were referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

1\Ir.· JOHNSON of Utah, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill (S. 1087) authorizing the 
exchange of certain lands within the Fishlake National Forest, 
Utah, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 623) , which said· bill and report were referred to tile 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIO:KS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 
were ~everaJiy reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk; 
and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. SHERWOOD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 4168) granting pensions and 
increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil 
War and certain widows and dependent relati-ves of such sol
diers and sailors, reported the same with . amendrrient, accom
panied by a report (No. 616), which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same coml;Ilittee, _ to which was referred the 
bill ( S. 4352) granting pensi.ons and increase of pensions to cer
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War •and -certain -widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported 
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the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 617), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Oaiendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (S. 4552) granting pensions and increase of pensions to cer
tain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and to certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 618), 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill (H. R. 16294) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 619). 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal
endar. 

l\lr. McKELLAR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred· th-e bill (H. R. 10719) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joseph P. Leiter, re
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 621), which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 16295) appropriating 
$1,000,000 for the use pf the Uni::ed States Public Health Serv
ice in encouraging rur~J sanitation, with special reference to the 
prevention and suppression of malaria and typhoid fever; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. RAKER: A bill (H. R. 16296) to provide for issuing 
of patents for public lands claimed under the homestead laws 
by deserted wives; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAJ.'VD : A bill (H. R. 16297) providing for 
the survey of the Monongahela and Cheat Rivers in West Vir
ginia and Pennsylvania, the Tygarts Valley River, the West 
Fork River, the Little Kanawha River, and the Kanawha River, 
and their tributaries, in West Virginia; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. R. 16298) to incorporate the 
Mothers' Day Association; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: A bill (H. R. 16299) to amend section 
24, chapter 2, of the Judicial Code of the United States; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINDS: A bill (H. R. 16300) providing for the estab
lishment of a lobster-rearing station at some suitable point on 
the Atlantic coast; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Resolution (H. Res. 503) providing for 
the consideration of S. 2S60; to the Committee on Rules. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS~ 

Under clause 1 of Ru1e XXII, private biUs and resolutions 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 16294) granting pensions 
and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of thE> 
Civil War and certain widows and dependent children of sol
diers and sailors of said war; to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

By Mr. ANTHONY~ A bill (H. R. 16301) granting an increase 
of pension. to Jesse J. Spencer; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16302) granting a pension to Kate Morgan; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 16303) granting a 
pension to William J. Hayes; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill {H. R. 10304) granting an increase of pension to 
Celia P. Edmondson; to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BUR...~ETT: A bill (H. R. 16305) to reimburse Henry 
Weaver, postmaster at Delmar, Ala., for money and stamps 
stolen from said post office at Delmar and repaid by him to 
the Post Office Department ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 16306) granting a pension to 
Sarah A. Hammond; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 16307) granting an in
crease of pension to Thomas J. Crosby; to the Committee on 
In valid Pensions. 

Also. a bill (H. R 16308) for the relief of .George W. Colbert; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENSLEY: A bill {H. R. 16309) granting an in
crease of pension to Jacob M. Lincoln; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KINKEAD of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 16310)" 
granting an increase of pension to Nelson Ransier; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERRI1.'T: A bill (H. R. 16311) granting an increase 
of pension to Jennie E. Nelson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. POST: A bill (H. R. 16312) granting an increase ot 
pension to V. B. Littleton; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 16313) granting an increase of pension to 
David R. Riley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16314) granting an increase of pension to 
Junius F. Whiting; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By l\fr. REED: A bill (H. R. 16315) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael F. Conway; to the Committee. on lnYalid 
~sioo& 7 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 16316) granting a pension to 
Eliza J. Glover; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SCULLY: A bill (H. R. 16317) granting an increase 
of pension to Hannah Johnson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SELDO:URIDGE: A bill (H. R. 1631S) granting a 
pension to Helen E. Kilburn; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SWITZER: A bill (II. R. 16319) granting a penRion 
to Clara Murray; to the Committee on Invalid Pensiow. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 16320) for the relief of Samuel Reigle; to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BYRNS of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 16321) granting 
an increase of pension to Margaret A. Bennett; to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETO. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER (by request): Memorial of G-eorge H. 
Harris, of Sybertville, Pa.., providing for the pension of the 
relatives of the soldiers and sailors killed at Vera Cruz, MeKico; 
to the Committee on Pensions. • 

Also (by request), memorial of sundry citizens of Hoboken, 
N. J., protesting against the war between the United States and 
Mexico ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr . .A;.'lTHONY: Petition of M. T. Williams and other 
citizens of Valley Falls, Kans., favoring rural credits legisla
tion; to the Committee on Banking and Currency . . 

Also, petition of H. Truefitt and other citizens of Centralia, 
Kans., favoring certain pending pension legislation; to the Com
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of 2-31 citizens of McLouth, Kans., favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BAILEY (by request) : Petitions of J. D. Roberts, 
J. L. Evans, T. D. Williams, David Jones, John 0. Jones, Rees 
John, C. G. Williams, Emanuel Jones, N. Griffiths, E. L. Rob
erts, John E. Reese, A. C. Roberts, C. C. Harris, Gethue Davies, 
Berry Thomas, C. D. Evans, Philip Evans, Simon Johnson, 
John Thomas, Thomas Casker, William Davies, William IL 
Thomas, G. H. Price, D. H. Abrams, H. R. Harris, D. T. Davies, 
Bert Gibbons, John Andrews, Griffith Powell, R. T. El1is, Samuel 
Steele, W. S. Wi1liams, Joseph Thomas, D. E. Webber, T. J. Ed
wards, Thomas Edwards, John A. Thomas, William 0. West, 
Joe Edwards, Henry Will, Thomas Edwards, Norman Price, 
George Thomas, John P. Jones, William Ramstedt, F. B. Ferner, 
George Legg, and W. H. Jones, all of Johnstown, Pa., for passage 
of House joint resolution 168, relative to national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BROWNING: Petitions of 2,500 citizens of Camden, 
Gloucester, and Salem Counties, and 56 citizens of Essex, Hud
son, Bergen, CumbeTland, and Union Counties, all in the State 
of New Jersey, protesting against national prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 81 citizens of Gloucester and Salem Counties, 
N. J., protesting against national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petitions of 96 citizens of West Chester; 
the Haddington Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Phila
delphia; 2,795 citizens of Spring City; 267 citizens of Wayne; 
350 citizens. of Chester; 929 citizens of Darby; 523 citizens of 
Lansdowne; 200 citizens of Lincoln University; 675 citizens ot 
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Oxford; 280 dtizens of Eddystone; 83 citizens of Broomall; 
21 citizens of Toughkenamon ; 32 citizens of Garrettford; 215 
citizens of Moores; and sundry citizens of Chester, Rutledge, 
and Morton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By :Ur. CANTOR : Petition of various voters of the twentieth 
congressional district of New York, protesting against national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CARR: Petition of 45 citizens of Mount Morris, Pa., 
favoring national prohibition amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\lr. CONNELLY of Kansas: Petitions of 85 citizens of 
Lucas, 120 citizens of Hill City, 16 citizens of Wakeeny, 90 citi
zens of Lucas, 15 citizens of Wakeeny, 135 citizens of Phillips
burg, 14 citizens of Wa.keeny, and 25 citizens of Athol, all in 
the State of Kansas, favoring nation-wide prohibition; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. COX: Petition of sundry citizens of ·Jeffersonville, 
Ind., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALE: Petition of sundry Yoters of the fourth con
gressional district of New York, protesting against national pro
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DERSHEM: Petition of 41 citizens of Mount Union, 
Pa., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. DICKINSON: Petition of 53 citizens of Clinton, Mo., 
fayoring the passage of a bill to amend the postal and civil
service laws (H. R. 12928) ; to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of 66 citizens of Clinton, 1\fo., against the pas
sage of the Sunday-observance bill (H. R. 7826) entitled "A 
bill to provide for the closing of barber shops in the District of 
Columbia on Sunday," etc.; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

By Mr. DILLON: Memorial of Phil Kearney Post, No. 7, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of South Dakota, 
protesting against any change in the American flag; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOOLITTLE: Petition of sundry citizens of the State 
of Kansas, favoring establishment of bureau of farm loans; to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. DRUKKER: Petition of various voters of the seventh . 
congressional district of the State of New York, protesting 
against national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. EAGAN: Petition of sundry citizens of the eleventh 
congressional district of New Jersey, against national prohibi
tion ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of sundry citizens of Milwaukee 
County, Wis., favoring woman's suffrage amendment to the 
Constitution; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. FLOOD of Virginia: Petition of sundry citizens of 
Guinea Mills, Va., against Sabbath-observance bill; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Guinea Mills, Va., favor
ing House bill 12928, to amend postal laws; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. GERRY: Petitions of 11 residents of Providence; 37 
residents of South Kingston; 26 residents of Providence; 33 
residents of Warwick; 10 residents of Warwick; 21 residents 
of Scituate; 18 residents of River Point; 32 residents of 
Prondence; the First Congregational Church of River Point, 
300 members; the Coventry Women's Club, Anthony, 115 mem
bers; Greenville Grange, No. 37, Patrons of Husbandry, 53 mem
bers; a Double Gold l\Iedal Contest, 200 members, of East 
Greenwich ; and a Double Gold Medal Contest, 300 members, of 
Pro-vidence, all in the State of Rhode Island, urging the passage 
of legislation providing for national prohibition; to the Com~ 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 30 residents of Arctic, R. I., protesting 
against the passage of legislation providing for national pro-
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

Also, petitions of the Oak Lawn Baptist Church, of Oak 
Lawn; the Citizens' No-License Committee of Westerly; the 
Woman's Chlistian Temperance Union of Woodville; Hon. C. D. 
Sharp, of Providence; Joseph A. Latham and Walter E. French, 
of Providence; George W. Amison, of Providence; and Herbert 
.M:. Clarke, of Arctic, all in the State of Rhode Island, urging 
the passage of legislation providing for national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GOEKE: Petition of various voters of Shelby County, 
Ohio, favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania: Petition of yarious voters 
of the second congressional district of Pennsylvania, protesting 
against national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Also, petition of 2,803 citizens of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of the United 
States, favoring enactment of law establishing a court of 
patent appeals; to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Erie (Pa.) Foundrymen's Association, 
relative to antitrust legislation; to the Committee on the Ju~ 
diciary. 

By Mr. GRIEST: Petitions of Rev. J. E. Keene, of Lititz; 
sundry citizens of Lancaster; Rev. J. l\1. Rinker, of Millersville; 
J. A. Snyder and 0. H. Wenger, of Strasburg; the Metho
dist Episcopal Church and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union, of Lancaster, all in the State of Pennsylvania, favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\fr. GUERNSEY: Petition of sundry citizens of Bangor, 
Me., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. HINEBAUGH: Petition of sundry citizens of the 
twelfth congressional district of Illinois, against national pro
hibition ; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HOWELL: Petitions of Salt Lake Looge, No. 83, 
Railway Carmen of America; the bartenders' union; and Fred 
Roundy, president, and Joseph Ward, secretary, for the Salt 
Lake Union, all of Salt Lake City, Utah, protesting against 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of B. F. Doran, Charles McClure, Sam Piccols, 
M. L. Lewison, Frallk Wilson, Edward Allen, Fred l\I. Schultz, 
Alfred E. Noble, George Klenke, Christina A. Schultze, and 
others, all of Salt Lake City, Utah, protesting against House 
joint resolution 168 and Senate joint resolutions 88 and 50, rela
tive to national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HULINGS: Petition of 49 citizens of Mercer, Pa., 
favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. KAHN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Francisco, Cal., favoring appropriation for erection of new 
buildings for the United States Marine Hospital at San Fran~ 
cisco, Cal.; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. KETTNER: l,etition of sundry citizen::; of California, 
against national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the San Diego County (Cal.) Federated 
Trades and Labor Council, relative to strike conditions in Colo
rado; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of the Wisconsin Woman Suffrage · 
Association, favoring woman's suffrage amendment to Constitu
tion; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Epworth League of Antigo, Wis., favoring 
national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Harmony Grange No. 563, tavoring Bathrick 
farm-credit bill; to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. LOFT: Petition of 68 citizens of the thirteenth con
gressional district of New York, against national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\Ir. LONERGAN: Petition of citizens of Boston, Mass., 
favoring mediation in the Mexican situation; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petitions of sundry citizens of Cobles
ldll, Linlithgo, the Friends and Reformers of Tillson, the Amer
ican Mechanics of Rifton, 55 citizens of Pia ttekill, and the 
Ministers' Club of Hudson, all in the State of New York, favor
ing national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 30 citizens of I{ingston, N. Y., protesting 
against national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MAGUIRE of Nebraska: Petition of 377 citizens of 
Lincoln, Nebr., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERRITT: Petitions of various voters of Norfolk 
and Moira, the Woman's Christian Temperance Unions of Law
rence and Massena, and various voters of Malone, all in the 
State of New York, favoring national prohibition; to the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary. · 

By Mr. O'SHAUNESSY: Petition of sundry. citizens of War
ren, R. I., fayoring women's suffrage; to the CQJ;Umittee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the League of Improyement Societies in 
Rhode Island, relative to McLean law for protection of migra-
tory birds ; to. the Committee on Agricul tore. . 

Also, petition of Harry Cutler, Providence, R. I., fayoring 
House bill 15733, to celebrate half century of negro emancipa
tion; to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
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.AJso. petition of sundry citizens of I verton, Providence, New
port. R. I., and J. l\1. Brownell and George R. Hicks, of Ports
mouth, n. I., favoring national prohibition; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of A . .J. Magoon & Son, of Providence, R. I., 
relatiYe to House bill 113-?1, regarding patents for designs; to 
the Committee on Patents. 

By Ml'. PA.IGE of .Massachusetts: Petition of 200 voters of the 
thirty-sixth congressional district of New York, protesting 
against national prohlbltion; to the Committee on the Judidary. 

By Mr. PATTEN of New York : Petition of 132 voters of the 
eighteenth congressional district of New York, against passage 
of Hobson-Sheppard·Works resolutions. relative to national pro
hibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PLUMLEY: Petitions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church of Barnard and the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Plainfield, Vt., favoring national prohibition; to the 
Committee on the .Judiciary. 

By 1\lr. REILLY of Connecticut: Petitions of sundry citizens 
of New Ha ,·en. Conn., prate tlng against national prohibition; 
to the Committee on the Judidary. 

Also. petition of William E. Weathers and Herbert Benvil. 
faYoting ·• One hundre years of peace celebration''; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of New Canaan Equal Franchise League, fa
voring pussuge of the Bristow·Mondell resolution enfranchis
ing women; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Shoe Wholesalers Association, 
pt·otesting against extension of Parcel Post Service; to the 
Collllllittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, approving 
stand taken by the President in Mexican trouble; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By M:r. SCULLY: Petition of various business men of 
Metuchen and Woodbridge, N. J ., favoring passage of House 
bill 5308, relative to taxing mail--order houses; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By 1\lr. J . .M. C. SMITH: Resolution adopted by the Na
tional Association of Vicksburg Veterans, petitioning Congress 
to commemorate the sernicentennin.l of the ending of the Civil 
War; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution adopted at a mass meeting in Faneuil Hall, 
Boston, urging action by Congress to disclaim annexation of 
any Mexican territory; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\lr. TA. VE:NNER: Petition of R. W. Kinnett, of Rose
ville. Ill., favoring passage of the Stevens bill, relative to price 
maintenance; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

By Mr. TOWNSID\"TI; Petition of 6,369 voters _ of the tenth 
New Jersey congr~sional district, protesting against national 
prollibition ; tn tile Committee on the .Jndiciary. 

By 1\Ir. TUTTLE: Petitions of sundry citizens of Chatham, 
Pine Rock, and Dover; 576 citizens and 40 members of the 
Young 1\len's Christian Association, ,of Suecessunna; 300 citizens 
of Plainfield; the Baptist Church and 62 eitizens of Summit; 
and 345 citizens of Cranford, all in the State of New Jersey, 
fa'wriug national prohibition; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

Also, petition of Elizabeth (N. J.) Board of Trade, protest
iug ngninst extension of parcel-post service; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of the National Wholesale Lumber Dealers' Asso
cintion, faYoring 1-cent letter postage; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, memorial of the United Irish·American Societies of the 
State of New Jersey, protesting against the repeal of the canal 
tolls exemption; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of 2,005 citizens of the fifth congressional dis
trict of New Jersey, against national prohibition; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WALLIN: Petition of 814 voters of the thirtieth 
New York congressional district, protesting against national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By .Mr. WILSO~ of New York: Petitions of sundry voters of 
the third congressional district of New Yot·k and the Brooklyn 
Quartette C1ub. of Brooklyn. N. Y .• protesting against national 
prohibition; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By 1\lr. YOUNG of North Dakota: Petitions of the Stacey 
Fruit Co. and others, of Bismarck, N. Dak., protesting against 
changing of standard size of cranberry barrels; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE . 
WEDNESDAY, May 6,1914. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J . Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty G<>d, we come to Thee day by day becat~se what
ever of merit there is in us must come from Thee. Our very 
conscious life, with its feeling of dependence, rests upon our 
sense of the absolute and the infinite. Thou art and Thou art a 
rewarder of them that diligently seek Thee. We pray that Thou 
wilt enable us to do Thy will, that we may know the doctrine 
that it is of God, and that our lives may be brought even at 
this moment into a more blessed accord with Thy will. For 
Christ's sake. Amen. 

The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was rend and approved. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by J . C. South, 
its Chief Clerk, announced f~at the House bad passed the bill 
( S. 661) for the relief of the widow of Thomas B. McClintic, 
deceased, with amendments in which it requested the concur
rence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
following bills : 

S. 540. An act for the relief of Joseph Hodges; 
S. 1808. An act for the relief of Joseph L. Dono\an ; 
S. 1922. An act for the relief of Margaret McQuade: and 
S. 3997. An act to waive for one year the age limit for the 

appointment as assistant paymaster in the United States Navy 
in the case of Landsman for Electrician Richard C. Reed, United 
States Navy. 

The messa.ge further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate : 

H. R. 851. An act for the relief of the legal representatives of 
Napoleon B. Giddings; 

H. R. 900. An act for the relief of James Easson; 
H. R. 932. An act for the relief of John W. Canary; 
H. R. 1517. An act for the relief of George W. Cary; 
H. R. 1781. An a<'t providing for the refund of certain duties 

incorrectly collected on wild-celery seed; 
H. R. 2705. An act for the relief of David C. McGee ; 
H. R. 2728. An act for the relief of George P. Heard ; . 
H. R. 3041. An act to carry into effect findings of the Court of 

Claims in the cases of Charles A. Davidson and Charles 1\I. 
Campbell; 

H. R. 3334. An act authorizing the quitclaiming of the interest 
of the United States in certain land situated in Hampden 
County, 1\Iass.; 

H. R. 3428. An act for the relief of James Stanton; 
H. R. 3432. An act to reinstate Frank Ellsworth .McCorkle as 

a cadet at United States Military Academy; 
H. R. 4318. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior 

to cause patent to issue to Erik J. Aanrud upon his homestead 
entry for the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter of 
section 15, township 159 north, range 73 west, in the Devils 
Lake land district, N. Dak. ; 

H . n. 4744. An act to authorize the appointment of John W . 
Hyatt to the grade of second lieutenant in the Army; 

H. R. 6052. An act for the relief of William P. Havenor; 
H. R. 6260. An act for the relief of Hyacinthe Villeneuve; 
H . R. 7633. An act for the reJief of the personal representa

tive of Charles W. Hammond, deceased; 
H. n. 8808. An act for the relief of Baley W. Hamilton; 
H. R. 8811. An act to execute the findings of the Court of 

Claims in the case of Sarah B. Hatch, widow of Davis W. Hatch; 
H. R. 9147. An act to restore First Lieut. James P. Ba rney, 

retired. to the active list of the Army; 
H. R. 9851. An act for the relief of legal representntiYe of 

George E. Payne, deceased; 
H. R. 10172. An act for the relief of L. V. Thomas; 
H. R. 10201. An act for the relief of the heirs of Theodore 

Dehon; 
H . R. 11040. An act to carry out the findings of the Court of 

Claims in the case of .James Harvey Dennis; 
H. R.11381. An act for the relief of the estate of T . .J. 

Senunes, deceased; 
H . R. 12191. An act for the relief of Elizabeth !Iuhleman, 

widow of Samuel A. 1\Iuhleman, deceased; 
H . R.l3240. An act for the relief of the legal representatives 

of James S. Clark, deceased; 
H . R.14197. An act for the relief of the legal representatives 

of M1·s. H. G. Lamar; and 
H . R.14229. An act for the relief of Henry La Roq~e. 

I 
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