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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. WED~RSD.AY, March 3,1916. 

(Legislative day of Tuesday, March 2, 1915.) 

The recess having expired, the House (at 10 o'clock and· 30 
minutes a. m.) resumed its session. 

The SPEAKER. · The House will be in order. The Clerk 
will call the Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

POST-OFFICE BUILDING, WILDWOOD, N. J. 

The first business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill (H. R. 20243) to acquire a site and erect a buil~ng 
thereon ·for the use of the United States post office at W~ld
wood, -N. J. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the considerailon of 
the bill? 

Mr. MANN. I object. 
RECLAMATION OF' CERTAIN A'BID LANDS, NEVADA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 21377) to cencourage the reclamation of 
certain arid lands in the State of Nevada, and fo-r other 
pm·poses. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objecUon to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the .right to object, wllat 
is the number of the bill? 

· The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
Tbe Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 21377. 
Mr. MANN. I object. 

CORRECTION OF STATEMENT~ 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 

consent to address the House for one minute. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani

mous consent to address the House for one minute. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears non.e. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucey. Mr. Speaker, on the first day of 
last month I addressed the House -relative to some matters per
taining to the District of Columbia. 

During the course of my remarks I said : 
Not lon"' ago the Wasbington Star said editorially that Squire Dent's 

compensation should be large, because he, whUe auditor, could not 
practice law. The editor of the Star seems to bave ovetlooked the 
fact that the auditor was then practicing law for one of the owners of 
the Star in the case of Gaddis v. Noyes. It is also true .that the 
auditor uses his public office in practicing law. . 

Mr. Speaker, at the time I made that statement I entertained 
not the slightest doubt in my own mind that I had seen ·in the 
Ntar the statement to the effect that Auditor Dent was not en
gaged in the practice of law. 

While my statement that h-e was actually engaged in the 
practice was correct, yet it develops that a ·contrary statement 
was not made by the Star. 

Having had my attention invited to that particular part of what 
I said I have sent to the Congressional Library and bad the files 
of the Star thoroughly gone through, with the result that there 
c-an not be found in the ·Star the statement that Auditor Dent 
was not engaged in the practice of law. 

I am not now able to recall where 'I saw that statement, but 
I am entirely satisfied that it was not made in the Star; and, 
j u justice to the editor of the Star, I now wish t.o make .correc-
t ion of what I said upon the former occa.sion. · 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 
::\Ir. PORTER. Mr. Speaker., I ask unanimous consent to ex

tend my remarks in the REooBD. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania -a-sks 

1ma.riimous consent to extend his remarks in the REoOBD. . Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Nebraska. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to print in the RECORD an address by ex-President Taft, 
n neutrality, and also a letter from Prof. Francke, of Bar

Yard University, on the same subject. .. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Nebraska [1\Ir. STE

PHENS] asks unanimous consent to extend his .remarks in ·the 
RECORD by printing an .address by ex-President Taft, and also 
one by Prof. Francke on the subject of neutrality. Is there ob
jection? [.A.fter a pause.] ·The Chair hears none. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENA"l'E. 

· A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks1 announced that the Senate had passed with amendments bill or 
the following title, had insisted upon its amendments, asked a 

J conference upon said bill arid ame!!dments, .and had appointed 

Mr. AsHURST, Mr. Yms, and Mr. CLAPP as the conferees on the 
-pnrl of the Senate.: . 

An act (H. R. 20150) making appropriations for the current 
and contingent expenses of tb.e Bureau rof Indian Affairs, for 
fulfilling tl'eaty cStipnlations with various Indian tribes, and for• 
other purposes. . 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed witli 
amendments the bill (H. R. 16136~ to authorize exploration· 
for and disposition of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or 
sodium, in which the concurrence of i;he House of Representa.., 
ti ves was requested. 

The message alsQ announced that the ·senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House to the bill (H. R. 16510) to provide 
for recognizing the services of certain officers of the Army 
and Navy, late members of the Isthmian Canal Commission, to 
extend to them the thanks of 'Congress, to authorize their pro- ' 
motion, and for other purposes. ' 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed wjth
out amendment bill of the following title : 

An act (H. R. 21121) to extend the time .for constructing a 
bridge across the Missouri River near Kansas City, Mo., _author-
ized by an act approved June 17, 1914. · 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bill of the following iitle, had insisted upon its 
amendments, asked a conference with the Honse on said bill 
and amendments, and had appointed Mr. FLETCHER, Mr. RANS
DELL, and Mr. NELSON as the conferees on the part of the Senate: 

An act (H. R. 20189) making appropriations for ~e con
struction, repair, and preservation of certain public works on 
rivers and.harbors, and for' other purposes. 

The message also announced that the President had approved 
and signed bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

January 28, 1915: 
H. R. 19076. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to 

codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary," 
approved March 3, 1911. 

February 15, 1915 : 
H. R. 19424. An act to extend the time for the completion of 

the municipal bridge at St. Louis, Mo.; 
H. R. 20818. An act to authorize the Brunot Island Bridge 

Co. to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the back 
channel of the Ohio River; and 

H. R. 20933. An act extending the time for completion of the 
bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn., author
ized by an act entitled "An act to authorize the Arkansas & 
Memphis Railway Bridge & Terminal Co. to construct, maintain, 
and operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, 
Tenn.," approved August 23, 1912. 

February 17, 1915 : · 
H. R. 9584. An act to authorize the Secretary .of the Treasury 

of the United States to sell the present old post office and the 
site thereof in the city of Jersey City, N. J.; and 

H. R. 18783. An act to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office building and site at St. Petersburg, Fla. 

February 18, 1915: 
H. R. 16896. An act fot~ the relief of Col. Richard H. Wilson, 

United States Army. 
February 24, 1915 : 
H. R. 17765. An act to regulate details of maJo1·s in the Ord-

nance Department ; . _ 
H. R. 17982. An act to make Nyando, N. Y., a port through 

which merchandise may be import-ed for transportation wit~ut 
appraisement; 

H. R. 18172. An act to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office building at Seymour, Ind. ; and 

H. J. Res. 391. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
Commerce to postpone the sale of fur-seal skins now in the pos
session of the Government until such time as in his discretion 
he may deem such sale aqvisable. 

On February 25, 1915: 
H. R. 19376. An act confirming patents heretofore issued to 

certain Indians in the State of Washington; 
H. R. 19545. An act granting pensions and increase of pen

sions to certain soldiers and sailors of ·the Civil War and cer
tain widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of 
said war; and -

H. R. 20562. An act granting pensions and increase of pen
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer
tain widows and dependent children ~ soldiers and sailors of 
said war. 

On February 27, 1915 : 
H. R. 17122. An act for the rhllef ;of John Burrows; 
H. R. 17168. An act to authorize the North Alabama Traction. 

Co., its succesSors and assigns, to construct, maintain, and oper-' 
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nte a bridge across the Tennessee River at or near Decatur, 
Ala.; 

H. R. 17907. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Interstate Bridge & Terminal Co., of Muscatine, Iowa, to build 
a bridge across the Mississippi River; and 

H. R. 18745. An act in relation to the location of a navigable 
channel of the Calumet River in illinois. 

On March 1, 1915 : 
H. R. 21161. _An act making appropriations for the payment 

of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes. 

On March 3, 1915 : 
H. R. 12303. An act to amend section 3246 of the Revised 

Statutes of the United States, as amended by section 5 of the 
act of March 1, 1879 ; 

H. R. 15557. An act for the relief of Anna Miller; 
H. R. 16305. An act 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 Depart
ment; 

H. R. 21318. An act making appropriations for sundry . civil 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1916, and for other purposes ; and 

H. R. 21491. An act making appropriations for fortifications 
and other works of defense, for the armament thereof, for the 
procurement of heavy ordnance for trial and service, and for 
other purposes. 

On March 1, 1915 : 
S. 7402. An act 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. 

On March 2, 1915 : 
S. 6!)80. An act 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; and 

S. 7213. An act 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. 

On March 3, 1915 : 
. S. 5295. An act to amend existing legislation providing fo.r 

the acquisition of a site and the construction of a building 
thereon for the accommodation of the post office, United States 
courts, customhouse, and other governmental offices at Hono
lulu, Territory of Hawaii, and for other purposes; 

S. 6631. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and the 
sale of poison in the consular districts of the United States in 
{Jhina. 

On February 25, 1915: . 
· s. 5629. An act for the relief of certain persons who made 
entry under the provisions of section 6, act of May 29, 1908. 

On February 27, 1915: 
· S. 2518. An act granting to the town of Nevadaville, Colo., the 
right to purchase certain lands for the protection of water sup
ply; and 

S. 3897. An act to authorize the Great Northern Railway Co. 
to revise the location of its right of way, and for other purposes . . 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

· Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 21121. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
bridge acrosS the Missouri River near Kansas City, Mo., author
ized by an act approved June 17, 1914; 

H. R. 2642. An act authorizing the President to reinstate 
Joseph Eliot Austin as an ensign in the United States Navy; 

H. R. 12909. An act for the relief of James W. McGreevey; 
H. J. Res. 366. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 

1War to use any allotment made under the provisions of an act 
appro\ed October 2, 1914, and entitled "An act making appro
priations for the construction, repair, and preser_vation of cer
tain public works on rivers and harbors, and for other pur
poses," for the improvement of East River and Hell Gate, N.Y.; 

H. R. 4545. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to codify, 
revise, and amend the laws relating to the judiciary," approved 
March 3, 1911; 

H. R. 1698. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro
vide for an enlarged homestead," and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplem~ntal thereto; 

H. R.15038. An act proposing an amendment to the Federal 
reser>e act relative to acceptances, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 20894. An act to provide for the appointment of a dis
trict judge, district attorney, and marshal for the western dis
trict of South Carolina, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 1090. An act for the relief of Alonzo D. Cadwallader; 
H. R. 9734. An act for the relief of Victoria Coffman ; 
H. R. 7205. An act for the relief of H. S. Hathaway; 
H. R. 3430. An act for the relief of Lottie llapp; 

• H. R. 12229. An act for the relief of William A. Wallace; 
H. R. 2662. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Lawrence; 
H. R. 9701. An act for the relief of F. W. Theodore Schroeter; 
H. R. 19909. An act making appropriations for the ~gislatil"e, 

executi\e, and judicial expenses of the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 20189. An act making appropriations for the construc
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on ri>ers 
and harbors, and for other purposes. 

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

S. 7555. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Suwanee River in the State of Florida; 

S. J. Res. 238. Joint resolution giving authority to the Com
missioners of the District of Columbia to make special regula
tions for the occasion of the forty-ninth national encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic, to be held in the District 
of Columbia in the months of September and October, 1915, and 
for other purposes incident to said encampment; 

S. 7743. An act to incorporate the Ellen Wilson Memorial 
Homes; 

S. 3878. An act to validate certain homestead entries; 
S. 2278. An act granting the El Paso & Rock Island Rail

way Co. a right of way for its pipe lines and resenoir upon the 
Lincoln National .Forest for the carrying and storage of water 
for railroad purposes ; 

S. 7566. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and cer tain 
widows and dependent relati>es of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 7598. An act granting pensions and incre.o'lse of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 
widows and dependent rela tives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 6981. ~~ act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows 
·and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

.s. 7509. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy 
and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows 
and dependent relatives . of such soldiers and sailors; and 

S. 7597. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions. to 
certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and 
of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and 
dependent relati>es of such soldiers and sailors. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

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

H. R. 11394. An act for the relief of Joseph A. Powers; 
H. R. 10172. An act for the relief of L. V. Thomas; 
H. R. 4001. An act for the relief of Daniel J. Ryan; 
H. R. 13123. An act for the relief of Charles H. Rayfield, 

alias Charles H. Czarnowsky; 
H. R. 15869. An act to provide for the establishment and 

maintenance of mining experiment and mine safety stations 
for making investigations and disseminating information among 
employees in mining, quarrying, metallurgical, and other min
eral industries, and for other purposes; 

H. R.15414. An act for the relief of Da,id Mowen; 
H. R. 15220. An act to amend sections 4888 and 4889 of the 

Revised Statutes relating to patents; 
H. R. 15000. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treas

ury to disregard section 33 of the public buildings act of 1.\farch 
4, 1913, as to site at Huntingdon, Tenn.; 

H. J;t. 14931. An act for the relief of Arthur Brose; 
H. R.14167. An act for the relief of .Emily J. Byrd; 
H. R. 12780. An act to provide for the payment of the claim 

of J. 0. Modisette for services performed for the Chickasaw 
Indians of Oklahoma; and · 

H. R. 12464. An act providing for the expenditure of part of 
the unexpended balance of the appropriation of $10,000 made 
by the urgent deficiency bill of October 22, 1913, for the com
pletion of the post-office building at :s:anover, Pa. · 

CONVEYING THE APPRECIATION OF CONGRESS. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent to discharge the Committee on Foreign Affairs from con
sideration of Senate joint resolution No. 191. The House has 
reported a resolution to the same effect. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentlema.n asks unanimous consent to 
discharge the Committee orr Foreign Affairs from the con
sideration of the resolution, which the Clerk will report, and 
immediately consider the same. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the thanks of Congress be, and they are hereby, 

presented to their excellencies Seiio.r Domicio da Gama, Seiior R6mulo 
S. Na6n, and Senor Eduardo Sufi.rez for their generous servtces as 
mediators m the controversy between the Government of the United 
States of America and the leaders of the warring partie.s in the 
Republic of Mexico. 

SEc. 2. That the President of the United States is hereby authorized 
and requested to cause to be made- and presented to their excellencies 
Senor Domicio da Gama, Seflor R6mulo S. Na6n, and Senor Eduardo 
Sufirez suitable gold medals, appropriately inscribed1 which shall 
express the high estimation in which Congress holds the services of 
these distinguished statesmen, and the Republics which they represent, 
in the promotion of peace and order in the American contine.nt. 

SEc. 3. That the sum of $3,000, or so much thereof as - may be 
necessary, for the purchase or manufacture of said medals is hereby 
appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro
priated. 

The SPE1A.KER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOORE. :Mr. Speaker; reBerving the right to object, I 

would like to know what is conveyed to a man to whom the 
thankB of Congress are tendered in this way? What rights 
does he secure? Here are three gentlemen whom you propose 
to thank by an act ·of Congress. What special privileges do 
they have as the result of that act? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. They do not acquire any rights, 
except that they receive the thanks of Congress. 

Mr. MOORE. Are they not given the freedom of_ the floor 
of the House of Representatives? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. They are thanking Congress instead of Con

gress thanking them. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It does give them the right to the 

floor if Congress thanks them by name. 
:Mr. MOORE. We did this yesterday in two or three cases. 

'Vill the gentleman from Virginia give us some special reason 
why Congress should take this -unusual step? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Because these gentlemen devoted a 
good· part of a whole summer in an earnest, unselfish, and 
splendid effort to restore peaceful relations in the _neighboring 
Republic of Mexico and to adjust any misunderstanding be
tween this country and Mexico. 

1\lr. :MOORE. Did they do that at the request of the House, 
or'any other legiBlative body in the United States? 

Mr. FI .. OOD of Virginia. They did not; but they did it at 
the initiatiye as I understood at the time, of these gentlemen 
themselves. They spent a great deal of time and labor and 
unselfish devotion to this effort to accomplish the purpose that 
everybody in this country was very much interested in and had 
deeply at heart. 

Mr. MOORE. These were the gentlemen who assembled at 
Niagara Falls for the purpose of I;legotlating, if possible, for 
peace in Mexico? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. Did they accomplish what they went for? 
:Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. That is a matter of opinion. They 

did not restore peace in Mexico. They accomplished a great 
deal, and a great deal for which we ought to be very thankful 
to them, and this resolution but expresses those thanks-. But 
whether they accomplished their purpose or failed. they made 
the effort, an unselfish and a laborious effort, and would still be 
entitled to our gratitude. 

Mr. MOORE. Did they meet at their own suggestion or at 
the suggestion of the President? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. My understanding at the time was 
that the suggestion came from one of these gentlemen, and it 
was very gladly accepted by the executive department of the 
GoYernment. 

1\:Ir. MOORE. It was at their own suggestion? 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It was at their initiatiye that the 

effort to bring about a better condition of affairs was under
taken. 

Mr. MOORE. Did the Government contribute to the ex
penses of those negotiations? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The Government contributed to 
some of the expenses. We had representatives before the 
mediators. 

Mr. MOORE. The Government did contribute to this con
ference, the purpose of which was to bring about peace in 
Mexico. which was not accomplished? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE. Does the gentleman think we ought to begin 

to give votes of thanks to gentlemen who perform voluntary, 

or even paid,. service? Yesterday we thanked some gentlemen 
for having performed paid services for the United StateS. Does 
the gentleman think we ought to give them the- privileges of 
the floor -of the House of Representatives as frequently as it 
now appears we propose to do, two propositions of this kind 
coming along in two days? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. These gentlemen, of course, ren· 
dered no paid service. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman. will yield, as long as these 
gentlemen are representatives of foreign countries they have 
the privileges of the floor now, under the rules of the House. 

Mr. MOORE. And this would give them that privilege after 
their services as representatives of foreign countries cease. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading,. and was 

accordingly read the third time and passed. 
On motion of 1\Ir. F.woo of Virginia, a motion to reconsider 

the last vote was laid on the table. 
PRIVATE CLAJMS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent was 
the bill (H. R. 13722) to relieve Congress from the adjudication 
of private claims against th~ Government. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill.. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\fr. MANN. I object. 

INTERNATIONAL ENGINEERING CONGRESS. 

The next business -On the Calendar for Unanimous Consent wus 
the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 3()7) authorizing the Presi
dent to extend invitations to other nationB-to appoint delegates 
or representatives_ to the International Engineering Congress to 
be held at San Francisco, Cal., September 20 to 25; inclusive, 
1915. 

The joint resolution was read. aB follows: 
Resol-ved, et{)., That the President is hereby authorized to extend .in· 

vitations to other nations to. appoint delegates or representatives. to 
the International Engineering Congress to be held at San Francisco, 
Cal., September 20 to 25, inclusive, 1915 : Provid{Jd, That no appropria
tion shall be granted for the expenses or delegates or for other expenses 
incurred in. connection with the said congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed. an.d read a 

third time, and was accordingly read the third time and passed. 
Subsequently- · 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we have passed House joint resolu

tion 307. As that carried in the Diplomartic and Consular appro
priation bill I ask unanimous consent to reconsidet· the vote l>Y. 
which it was passed, and that the joint resolution lie on the 
table. It will save work for the clerks. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to reconsider the vote by which House joint resolu
tion 307 was passed and that the joint resolution lie on the 
table. Is thet•e objection? 

There was no objection. 
POST OF.FICE, GABDEN CITY, KANS. 

Mr. NEElL.EY of KanBas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S. 7188) to in
crease the limit of cost of the United States post-office building 
at Garden City, Kans. 

The SPE.lliER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk. read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the limit of cost of the United States post

office building at Garden City, Kans., be, and the same is hereby, in- · 
creased $6,050, or so much thereof as may be necessary to meet the 
additional cost of cc,nstruction of said builuing in order to make the 
building more substantial and fireproof, as estimated by the contractor 
for additional fireproof construction and other betterments. 

The SPEAKEJR. Is there objection? 
There was .no objection. , 
The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that it may be considered in the House as in Committee of 
the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unanimous 
consent that the bill be conBidered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. Is there objection? · 

There was no objection. 
_The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 

read the third time and passed. 
On motion of 1\Ir. NEELEY of Kansas, a motion to reconside1• 

the last yote was laid on the table. 



1915. ·ooNGRESSION AL RECORD-HOUSE. 5419-
CERTAIN TOWN SITES IN MONTANA. 

Mr'. PLATT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ta_ke 
from the Speaker's table the bill ( S. 4180) to validate title to 
certain town sites in th.e State of Montana, which bill is identi
cal with H. R. 20498, and to consider the bill in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole and pass it. 

The SPEAKER. _The gentleman from New York asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

heNby, authorized and directed to accept for surface rights only North
ern Pacific lieu-land selection heretofore made and designated as Glas
gow, Mont., land office, serial No. 021480, for the following-described 
lund: South half of the southeast quarter of section 3, in township 35 
north, of range 49 east, Montana meridian; south half of the north
east qnartt>r of section 9, in township 35 north, of range 50 east, Mon
tana meridian ; northeast quarter of the northeast quarter of section 
17, in township 35 north, of range 51 east, Montana meridian·; and 
issue patents thereto, which patents shall contain a reservation to the 
United States of all the coal in said lands, as provided by section 3 of 
the act of June 22, 1910 (36 Stat., p. 584). 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to a third reading, and was accordingly 

read the third time and passed. 
UNALLOTTIID LANOO OF CREEK INDIANS. 

1\fr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass House joint resolution 380, withholding from allotment 
the unallotted or public domain of the Creek Nation or Tribe 
of Indians, and providing for the sale thereof, and for other 
purposes, with an amendment. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I suggest to the gentleman that he ask 
unanimous consent first. It will save time. 

Mr. MURRAY. I know there will be .objection to that. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma moves to 

suspend the rules and pass House joint resolution 380 with 
amendments which will be read into it as a part of it. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 
R~solved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 

States of .Ame1·ica in Co11,gress assembled, That the unallotted land or 
public domain of the Creek Nation or Tribe of Indians, including any 
land the title to which has been or may be recovered for the Creek 
Nation in any pending or other suit or otherwise, be, and the same is 
hereby, withheld from allotment to members of said nation or tribe, 
and that the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized, 
in his discretion, to cause .such land to be sold or leased for the benefit 
of the Creek Nation or Tribe of Indians under such rules and regula
tions as he may prescribe, the proceeds of such sale or lease to be 
paid into the Treasury of the United States to the credit of said Creek 
Nation: Provided, That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby author
ized to pay each and every citizen of the Creek Nation who has not 
been allotted lands in said nation and who were duly, legally, and 
properly enrolled prior to the enrollment of the Ust included in Senate 
Document No. 47'3, Sixty-third Congress. second session, the sum of 
$1,040, in lieu of an allotment of land in said nation. Said sum of 
$1,040 to be paid to each and every person out of any funds in the 
'l'reasury of the United States to the credit of the Muskogee (Creek) 
Nation. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. CAMPBELL. I demand a second. 
l\Ir. MURRAY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 

considered as ordered. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects, and 

the Chair will appoint the gentleman from Oklahoma [l\1r. 
MURRAY] and the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAM.FBELL] as 
tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported that there were 
52 ayes and 6 noes. 

So a second was ordered. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the legislative bill is here, 

and I ask that it be taken up now without affecting the status 
of this bill. 

LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I present a 
conference report on the bill H. R. 10909, the legislative, execu
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, and I ask unanimous con
sent that the statement be read in lieu of the report. 

Tbe SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina pre
sents the conference report on the legislative appropriation bill. 
The Ohair desires to say that gentlemen having these quick
act ion bills ought to have the bills at hand, with an engrossed 
copy, if possible, where they can lay their hands on it. There 
are 100 or 200 bills lying around, and it takes the Clerk a good 
while to hunt them up. In the second place, when there is a 
motion to suspend the rules and privileged matters come in the 
Chair will stop what is going on and take up the privileged 

.matter. The gentleman from South Carolina asks unanimous 
consent that the statement be read in lieu of the l'eport. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The conference report is as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. HilO). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on certain amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 19909) making appropriations for the legislative, ex
ecutive, and judicial expenses of the Go\ernment for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes, having met, 
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows : 

That the Senate recede from its amendment numbered 35. 
That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend

ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 18, and 64, and agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 21: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 21, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the matter inserted by said amendment insert the following : 
" Legislative Reference: To enable the Librarian of Congress to 
employ competent persons to gather, classify, and make available 
in translations, indexes, digests, compilations, and bulletins, and 
otherwise, data for or bearing upon legislation, and to render 
such data serviceable to Congress and committees and Members 

- thereof, $25,000 "; and the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 41: That the House recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 41, and ' 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the sum named in said amendment insert " $30,000 " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 63: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 63, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : Restore 
the amount stricken out by said amendment, and on page 55 
of the bill, after line 26, insert the following: " For additional 
amount required for salaries and expenses of collectors of in
ternal reyenue, deputy collectors, surveyors, clerks, messengers, 
and janitors in internal-revenue offices until December 31, 1915, 
$315,000 " ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 65 : That the House recede from its. 
disagreement to · the amendment.of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the .same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
of lines 17, 18, 10, and 20 of the matter inserted by said amend
ment the following : " not to exceed $4 per diem in lieu of sub
sistence to employees while officially engaged away from their 
designated posts of duty, being for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1916," and insert in lieu thereof the following: " per diem 
in lieu of subsisten~ pursuant to section 13 of the sundry civil 
appropdation act approved August 1, 1014"; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

.JOSEFH T. JOHNSON, 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 
WILLIAM 1\f. CALDER, 

Managers on the pa1·t of the House. 
THOMAS S. MARTIN, 
LEE S. OvERMAN, 
J. H. GALLINGER, 

Managers on the tJart of the Senate. 

The Clerk read the statement, as follows: 

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference on 
the disagreeing T"otes of the two Houses on certain amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 19909) making appropriations 
for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year 1916, submit the following 
written statement in explanation of the effect of the action 
agreed upon and recommended by the conference committee in 
the accompanying conference report as to each of the said 
amendments, namely: · 

Nos. 1, 2, and 18: Appropriates for mileage of Senators, 
Representatives, Delegates, and Commissioners in accordance 
with existing law and as proposed by the Senate. 

No. 21: Appropriates $25,000, as pi"oposed by the Senate, for 
the legislative reference service of the Library of Congress, 
and strikes out the proposed reappropriation of the unexpended 
balance of the appropria tion for the current year and the 
authority to acquire material, and for other expenses incidental 
to the work. 

No. 35: Strikes out the appropriation of $160,000, proposed 
by the Senate, for expenses incident to the formal opening of 
the Panama Canal. 

Ko. 41: Appropriates $30,000, instead of $75,000, as proposed 
by the Senate, for emergency clerical services in the Depart
ment of State. 
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Nos. 63, 64, and 65, relating to the Internal-Revenue Service: 
Appropriates $315,000 additional for salaries and expenses of 
collectors of internal revenue, deputy collectors, surveyors, 
clerks, messengers, and janitors in internal-revenue offices for 
service until December 31, 1915, on account of the war-revenue , 
act; appropriates $2,200,000, as proposed by the Senate, instead 
of $2,600,000, as proposed by the House, for salaries and ex
penses of revenue agents, fees and expenses of gaugers, and 
salaries and expenses of storekeepers and storekeepers gaugers; 
inserts the provision, proposed by the Senate, with reference 
to gauging, branding, marking, and stamping by United States 
gaugers of rectified spirits; and appropriates $292,000, as pro
posed by the Senate, for expenses under the act of December 
17, 1914, restricting the sale of opium. 

JOSEPH T. JOHNSON, 
JOSEPH W. BYRNS, 
WILLIAM M. CALDER, 

Managers on the par{ of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con
ference report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
Mr. JOHNSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent· to print in the RECORD some figures on the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, permission will be granted. 

· · There was no objection. 
The figures are as follows : 

Amount of bill as passed Senate ___________________ $37, 211,503. 50 
Amount of bill as passed House-------:------------ 36, 454, 63~. 50 

Amount added by Senate-------------------------- 756, 870. 00 
Senate recedes from-------------------~---------- 305, 983. 75 
House recedes from---------------~------------~- 450,886.25 
Amount of bill as finally agreed upon________________ 36, 904, 799. 75 
Amount of 1915 law______________________________ 37, 630,229. 70 
Reduction of bill as agreed on under 1915 law______ 725,429. 95 
Amount of 1916 estimates------------------------- 40, 727, 518. 27 
Reduction of bill as agreed on under estimates_______ 3, 822, 718. 52 

UNALLOTTED LANDS OF THE CREEK INDIANS. 
Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, this resolution in brief is a 

resolution to provide for the withdrawal for allotment of about 
2,800 acres of land of the Creek Nation, and pay these indi
viduals, there being only fi ve, $1,040 in lieu of the allotment. 
The Creek treaty provided that each and every citizen should 
have $1,040 worth of property. These lands are well worth 
$30,000,000. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. llillRRAY. I can not yield, I have bpt a few minutes. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. The gentleman said that the resolution 

provided for a payment of $1,040. I thought it was only $800. 
Mr. MURRAY. But I have put an amendment into my mo

tion. The Creek treaty provided that each member of the tribe 
should receive $1,040 worth of property. We provide that they 
shall be paid this money, and withdraw the remaining lands, 
worth $30,000,000, and distribute the proceeds equally among 
the members of the Creek tribe. Mind you, there are a great 
many of the tlibe that have only received $800 and no land. 
We enrolled by an amendment in the Indian bill last Congress 
several hundred members and gave them $800. The treaty 
stipulates $1,040, and the Government has agreed that they shall 
be equalized up to $1,040, so that if the Government does not ex
haust that equalization there will be a claim against the Gov
ernment amounting to about $3,000,000. If these lands can be 
withdrawn there will be a sufficient amount to equalize all the 
allotments and discharge the obligation of the Government and 
give a payment of something like $200 in addWon to all tb.e 
Indians. 

It is one of those resolutions that there is only one side to 
except the side of the oil men, who feel that they can get a better 
dea l through the probate court than they can with the depart

. me:1t, if it is withdrawn, where it will have to go. I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to_ the 
gentleman from Virginia [1\Ir. WATSON]. 

1\lr. WATSO~. Mr. Speaker, this question is not one which 
should be rushed through 1n the closing hours of a legislative 
session. It is a quesiton of law and not a question of public 
policy. If there were time left to debate it upon its merits 
there would be no danger of its passing this House or Congress. 
It is a question, Mr. Speaker, between the cupidity of a whole 
tribe of Indians on the one side and the legal rights· of five 
members of that tribe on the other. This proposition has 
the indorsement of the attorney of the Creek Nation, because 
he, not unnaturally perhaps, desires to achieve pecuniary bene
fits for his clients. It very naturally has the indorsement of 
the Representative of that community in Congress, because it 

Is a much easier matter for the gentleman to consult the in
terest of 18,711 people than to hear the small voice of a few 
defenseless people who are about to be stripped of their legal 
rights. 

Every member of the Creek Nation, which I understand num
bers 18,715, has been allotted his part of the public domain. 
Only five individuals of that nation remain to be allotted their 
share of the tribal land. Some of these have not only received 
land of the value of $1,040, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Oklahoma but 160 acres, their distributive share of land, upon 
which minerals and oil were known to exist or have been since 
discovered, and thus many thousands of dollars have gone into 
the coffers of individuals beyond their just proportion of the 
communal property. 

Now it so happens, after these people have gotten not only 
the 160 acres of laud upon which oil has been discovered and 
which they do not now propose to disgorge, when they find 
that oil has been discovered on the lands of these other defense
less people, they want to come in and share in the enhanced 
value of their land. . 

Mr. Speaker, I want to say to this House that this bill is 
nothing in the world but an attempt to postpone the settlem~nt 
of a lawsuit which has been in the courts for some time past. 
That litigation was approaching its conclusion. To my mind, as 
a lawyer, there was but one issue to ensue, and that was the 
full establishment of the legal rights of these people. It is 
sought through this joint resolution, at the eleventh hour, to 
complicate the issues of this litigation and force these unfortu
nate people into the courts for perhaps three or five years to 
establish their legal rights. 

I repeat, it is an effort on the part of the proponents of this 
measure simply to postpone the settlement of an ordinary law
suit by means of a joint resolution, to be pushed through both 
Houses of Congress in its closing hours. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WATSON. Yes. 
Mr. NORTON. Does the gentleman maintain that the pas

sage of this resolution will deprive anyone out there of vested 
rights? 

Mr. WATSON. I would say to the gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
that it is impossible for any resolution of Congress to deprive 
these people of their vested legal rights. 

Mr. NORTON. What legal rights will it take from them? 
Mr. WATSON. I would say, furthermore, to the gentleman 

that it is impossible for this resolution to vest the Creek Nation 
with any legal rights which it does not now possess. The 
only practical effect of this resolution is to tell the Secretary 
of the Interior that he may not now issue the patents which the 
courts will ultimately compel him to issue in this case. 

Mr. NORTON. Simply withdrawing these lands, as we are 
doing every day. 

Mr. WATSON. Mr. Speaker, if the Secretary of the Interior 
has the legal right to withdraw these lands from allotment, 
he has the right without any resolution of Congress; so that, 
this resolution will corifer no legal rights upon anybody, and, 
as a matter of law, it will deprive nobody of legal rights, but 
lt will be a direction to a Cabinet officer of the Government 
to withhold patents which otherwise would issue until the 
resolution in its legal aspects could be adjudicated in the 
courts, which would require from three to five years of time. 
If the proposition were to enrich 5 people at the expense of 
18,000, no Member of Congress would symphathize with or 
support it; and likewise I want to say that no man ought to 
consent to rob 5 people for the benefit of 18,000. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. MURRAY. 1\fr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to tbe gen
tleman from North Dakota [Mr. NoRTON]. 

Mr. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, this is a T"ery simple proposi
tion. In the Creek Nation in Oklahoma there now remains, in 
addition to some 2,000 acres of land of more or less value, five 
tracts of land that are of very great value on account of the 
oil discoveries made on these lands within the past two years. 
In 1901 an act of Congress (31 Stat. L., 861) was passed pro
viding that all the land belonging to the Creek Nation should 
be ·divided or allotted among the citizens of the tribe so that 
each citizen should receive 160 acres of land of an appraised 
value not to exceed $1,040. The land was appraised and each 
enrolled citizen of tile tribe was allotted 160 acres of land. 
It was further provided that if an enrolled citizen took land 
of a greater appraised value than $1,040 he paid into the tribal 
treasury the amount of its value in excess of $1,040. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Oh, no. 
Mr. NORTON. Yes; such, I understand, was the regulations 

governing the allotment in case the citizen took land of a 
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greater ap_praised -value than $1;040. If the ,citizen to.ok lana I struggle. In all justice the Congress should come to the -res
tOf less value than tbat-- I cue ,of ,the ·O.reek Nation -by ·passing this resolution so that 'the 

Mr. MURRAY •. No; they did not let -him take any of excess Creek Nation ·may not be deprived of its remainlng unallott£.'<1. 
'Value. valuable oil lands. · 

Mr . . MILLER. They did not ha>e any of excess value. The SPEA.KER. The time of tlle gentleman from North 
Mr. NORTON. 'l'ha.t is probably tr.ue. There was no 160- .Dakota .has expired. · 

,acre tract -of land of greater appraised value than $1,040. The Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 
maximum price at which the laud was appraised was $u.50 gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 1\lrLLER]. 
an acre. Mr. ·. MILLER. 1\lr . .Speaker, if this were a proposition to 

_lth: . .MILLER. That was the first agreement, but there was withdraw the surplus lands of the Creek Nation and conserve 
a subsequent modification so that if a ma:n Teceived a tract of them for that nation, every l\lember of this House would be for 
land of :value greater than that he did not have to pay .the tribe. it, -no man stronger -than · myself; but it is not that at all. It 

Mr. NORTON . . There was no 160-:acre .allotment of greater is to take from five members of the Creek Nation, rour of 
appraised value than $1,040, but it was later provided that if ' Whom are admittedly entitled to an allotment, one other un
an allottee .recei>ed land of less a_ppraised value than $1,040 the doubtedly entitled to an ·allotment, th~ allotments which they 
difference would be paid io him in cash by ·the Creek .t:. ation. have selected ·and to .depri>e them of their patrimony. There 
Up to the present time, as 1 understand, -w.here citizens of the are two reasons why I a.m opposed to this resolution. The first 
Oreek Nation have received an a1l0tment of land of less value is that, in .my !judgment, it is illegal. When an Indian belonging 
than $800 they ha-ve all been paid the difference between the to the Creek 'Tribe -receives a -patent to his allotment, his rignts 
value of the land and' $800. The available funds of the Creek are fixed, and no act of this body can deprive him of them. 
Nation have not been sufficient to pay to those citizens who re- 'When he has made application for allotment and has received 
ceived land of an appraised >alue of less than $1,040 the difference a certificate of ·allotment, hls rights are fixed and you can not 
between $1.040 and the appraised "Talue of their allotments. take them from him. When ne has made th~ application for an 
The opposition to this resolution comes chiefly from attorneys allotment, thereby .haying -p-erformed all under the law that he 
and others interested in the ·claims of :five 'Creek citizens who, is required to j)erform, .his .rights, in my -opinion, lla:ve become 
since oil was discovered on and in the •icinity of these .five Tested, and we .find the courts have so held. So ·that the pas
particular allobnents in contest, nave been endeavoring to ac- -sage of this :resolution will ,create no end ~of litigation, providing 
quire title -to the same. It is generally conceded that four of fat fees for lawyers, and t'he real purpose is to depri>e fi>e 
:these :five citizens are, under existing 1aw, entitled to allotments Indians of their patrimony. 
of lan.d in the Creek Nation~ In the case of the other citizen, Mr. Speaker, the purpose of the resolution is to depri\e il\e 
David Bowlegs, it is maintained by the Government that he is Indians of the Creek Nation of their proportionate share of the 
the same identical person as Davis Bowlegs. The mother of-the triba1 property. All of the Creek Indians hav-e been -allotted 
Teal David Bowlegs on July 18, 1907, made affidavit that .Datid except fuese five. Nobody else ·on the face of the earth can be 
Bowlegs died about September, 1903. If his death occurred at allotted. ·Therefore it is "Wholly unnecessary to pass a resolu
such time as it seems it did, David Bowlegs would not be en- non withdrawing the lands in excess of these five mlotmeuts 
titled to any allotment. Millard Sanders, -Jack Elton Wilson, from aUotment, because the Secretary of the Interior could not 
Quenton Garrett, Lula Walcott, and David Bowlegs are the 'five allot them .if he ~anted to do so. There is no one to receive 
Oreek citizens who, through the aid of a multitude of attorneys them; they belong to the tribe; and; therefore, it is clear that 
and .assignees, are endeavoting to secure allotment and title to the purpose here js to t{lke from these -five men that to which, 
these lands of known value for their oil deposits. It might in my judgment, they are entitled. 
here be well io make clear to the · House that Millard San<lers, Now, gentlemen will say that they offer to pay them $1.040, 
Jack Elton Wilson, Quenton Garrett, and Lnla Walcott llad, and they will say •that that is the maximum amount which tbose 
some years ago, filed allotments on other lands in the Creek who receive allotments -receive. Never was a more unfair state
Nation. ment made in the face of intelligent men. This value, of course, 

These first allotments taken by them were contested by was fictitious. Those figures are fictitious. Those were the 
other citizens of tll.e tribe ·and their rights to these allotments fictitious valuations .placed upon the allotments. The standard 
were either lost through contest or through their failure to allotment w:as $1,040, but the .minute the allotment was recejved 
defend to a final determination .the contest actions brought it could have been sold for many ti~s that amount; many and 
against them. Now_, this resolution merely ·purposes -to with- many a man .coultl have sold his allotment for $1G,OOO o1· more. 
draw from allotment these valuable oil lands that m·e .es.ti- Furtlher, hundred£, :perhaps tbousa:nds, ·Of the Creeks have allot
mated to be worth .from $5,000,000 to $30,000,000 and to give to ments rich .in oil, cworth fully as much as any of them. And I 
each of these frve citizens the sum of $1,040 in lieu of any lind that the Secretary of the Interior has recently contributed 
equitable right whatever they may stm .ha:ve on allotment of an .article to the National Geographic ..Magazine, in which he 
land belonging to the Creek Nation. This, in my judgment, is holds up to the ·admiring gaze of the A.metican people how thou
more than a rair proposition to these .five citizens and is gi-ving sands of these •Creek Indians have been made rich because oil 
to the Creek Nation the protection of law to which it is en- has ·been found ·on their -allotments. He mentioned one who 
titled. The fact that a considerable amount ,of these -valu- received $94,000 in -royalties alone last year; another .received 
able oil lands have in the past .been .allotted to other citizens $90,000, ·and so an down the list. ·why favor them and rob these 
of the Creek Nation is no reason whatever why this Govern- five? If there w-ere other desirable agricultural lands thatilllight 
ment, with the knowledge that is now before it should allot be allotted to these five, there would be some defense to this 
land of a known -value of millions ·of dollars to these five citi- scheme, but it is proposed to deprive them of any and all allot
zeus or to any other citizens of the Creek Nation who may ment. 
later make claim, and who may now, under existing law, be 1\fr. NORTON. Will the g~ntleman yield? 
entitled to allotments. This resolution will not take from Mr. MILLER. I can not y1eld. One thousand and forty dol-
any of these five citizens any ·vested rights they may have in lars is ridiculous. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. MUB
these lands. The question of title to these lands Js now jn RAY] has stated that $800 was an amount paid recently to a 
heterogeneous litigation, and the passage of this resolution large number of the Creek citizens. That is, in one sense, true, 
would not, in my b~st judgment, delay the final outcome of .but unfair. Who were they? They were "newborns," who 
this litigation a single hour. Anyone w.ho opposes the passage have no rights .at all except as we gave them rights. These 
of this resolution on the .ground that it would involve the five Indians are not ".newborns," but agreement Indians whose 
interests of these five citizens .in more 'litigation and delay for rights were fixed by the treaties of 1901 and 1902. 
a long time the final determination of their rights, .does .so .Ur. BUTLER. Can not the courts settle these cases in an 
merely to beclou~ .the matter and to gain sympathy ior pjs orderly way? . 
cause. Unless this Congress passes this resolution now it will 1\!r. 1\fiLLER. I thmk -so. 
permit a great injustice to be done the Oreek Nation. This Mr. 1\fURRAY. How about 52 on the Pollock roll? 
Congress is the guardian of the Creek Nation and owes it as a Mr :MILLER. I am not going to enter a controversy .with 
duty to the Oreek Nation to withdraw these -valuable lands the gentleman on a question that has no bearing here to-day. 
from allotment and to conserve them 1or the benefit of all the He knows those sums are purely :fictitious, as far as the ,real 
people of the tribe. Since the introduction of this resolution value of the agreement Indians allotment is con:cerned. 
by Representative MURRAY every possible obstacle that could RIVER AND HARDOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 
be thought of by the attorneys representing the oil interests The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
9-f-· Oklahoma have been raised here in Washington to defeat The gentleman 1rom Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN] is recognized. 
the resolution. Pitted against some ·of the great oil companies 1\fr. SPARKA!AN. 1\lr.' Speaker, I ask unanimous ·consent to 
and their attorneys, the Creek Nn.tion. in this case, through its take up the -bill H. R. 20189, the riYer and harbor bill, and con· 
attorney, is waging a mo t trying, difficult, and ·an unequal cur in the Senate amendments. 
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Mr. MANN. To do what? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I ask unanimous consent to take up the 

river and harbor bill and concur in the Senate amendments. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read. as follows: 
H. R. 20189. An act making appropriations for the construction re

pair, and presetvation of certain public works on rivers and harbors, 
and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk . will report the Senate amend
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
§trike out all after th~ enacting clause and insert the following: 

That the sum of $25,000,000 be, and the same hereby is appropri
ated, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated · 
to be immediately available and to be expended under the direction of 
the Secretary of War and the supervision of the Chief of Engineers ·for 
the preservation and maintenance of existing river and harbor works, 
and for the prosecution of such projects heretofore authorized as may 
be most desi~a~le in the interests of commerce and navigation, and 
most. economical and advantageous in the execution of the work: 
Pt·om ded; That allotments from the amount hereby appropriated shall 
be made by the Secretary of War upon the recommendation of the 
Chief of Engineers: Provided further, That allotments for the Mississippi 
River from the Head of Passes to the mouth of the Ohio River. shall 
be expended under t~e direction of the Secretary of War in accordance 
w!th the plans} specificationst and recommendations of the Mississippi 
R1ver CommissiOn as approvea by the Chief of Engineers: And provided 
further, That at the beginning of the next session of Congress a special 
report shall be made to Congress by the Secretary of War showing the 
am~unt allotted under this appropriation to ·each work of improvement." 

'lhe Secretary of War may, upon the recommendation of the Chief 
of Engineers, transfer funds heretofore appropriated or authorized for 
any . river or harbor improvement and which will probably not be 
reqmred for that improvement prior to June 30, 1916, to any other 
river or harbor improvement for which funds may be needed prior to 
June 30, 1916 : Provided, That the funds so transferred shall be sub
ject to the same limitation as that imposed upon the original _ $25,-
000,000, namely, to be expended only for the preservation and mainte
nance of existing river and harbor works, and for the prosecution of 
such projects heretofore authorized as may be most desirable in the 
interests o! commerce and navigation, and most economical and ad
vantageous in the execution of the work: Attd provided further, That 
the funds so transferred shall as far as practicable be limited to proj
ects in the same or adjacent districts, and shall be limited to an· aggre
gate of $5,000,000. 

SEC. 2. That the following modifications are authorized in projects 
heretofore adopted, to wit : 

1\falden River, Mass. : The funds now on· hand and available for com
pleting the plan of improvement authorized by the river and harbor act 
approved July 25, 1912, are hereby made available for any modified 
plan of improvement which may be recommended by the Chief of En~i
neers and approved by the Secretary of War : Pt·o1-'ided, That any m
crease in cost involved in the execution of said modified plan shall be 
paid for by local interests and involve no further appropriation by the 
United States for the prosecution or completion of said improvement; 
that the riparian owners shall give proper permits to dump spoil on 
their lands and shall release the United States from all claims for 
damages by settling or caving of banks into the dredged channel; and 
that the State shall lower the obstructing sewer and pledge itself to 
maintain the -new channel depth. · 

llarbor at Newport, R. I. : The unexpended balance of appropriations 
made and authonzed by the river and harbor act approved March 2, 
1907, for dredging to depths of 13 lind 18 feet, is hereby made available 
for completing the work of dredging to a depth of 18 feet authorized 
by the river and harbor act approved June 25, 1910. 

Providence River and Harbor, R. I. : That the second proviso in the 
paragraph of the river and harbor act approved March 4, 1913, pro
viding for the improvement · of Providence River and Harbor, R. I. 
be modified in accordance with recommendation in the report in 
Rivers and Harbors Committee Document No. 9, Sixty-third Congress, 
second session, to read as follows : "Provided further, That no work 1n 
the harbor proper north of Fields Point shall be done until the Secre
tar~ of War is satisfied that the State and the city have completed 
their proposed expenditures in the combined Providence and Pawtucket 
Harbors up to at least $2,000,000 for public terminals or other perma
nent public harbor improvements, or shall have given to t'he Secretary 
of War assurance satisfactory to him that the expenditure of the 
$2,000,000 aforesaid will be completed within a time satisfactory· to 
him and not later than three years from the passage of this amend
ment." 

Hudson River Channel, New York Harbor, N. Y.: Of the amount 
heretofore appropriated or authorized the unused balance of the esti
mate for removing the shoal otr Hamburg Avenue, Hoboken, to a depth 
of 40 feet -may be applied to such further dredging to that depth as 
may be required for the safe maneuvering of the deep-draft vessels 
using that part of the harbor. 

Harbor at New York: So much as may be necessary of any appro
priation or apportionment made for specific portions of New York 
Harbor and its immediate tributaries may be allotted by the Secretary 
of War for the maintenance of these waterways by the collection and·· 
removal of drift. 

Harlem River, N. Y.: The Secretary of War is authorized and di
r ected to cede to the State of New York- all the lands heretofore ac
quired by the United States in tbe bed of that part of the Harlem River 
lying outside of the channel lines proposed for the Harlem River im
provement in project No. 3. printed in House Document No. 557 
Sixty-second Congress, second session, to a new bulkhead line to be 
established by the Secretary of War along the lines of said channel 
according to the project : Provided, That the cession hereby authorized 
and made shall t ake etrect only upon the cession to the United States by 
the State of New York of the land and land under water with any 
improvements ther eon lying between the channel lines proposed in sa id 
project~ Provided (1tr thet·, That _possession of the land hereby author
ized to be ceded by the United States to the State of New York shall 
not be surrendered to said State until and only when the Chief of 
Engineers of the United States Army shall have certified that the new 
channel is open for navigation and that the land ceded is no longer 
necessary for the right of way of the Harlem River Ship Canal. 

St. Jones River, Del.: The provisos attached t to the items making 
app1·opriation for the improvement of St. Jones River, Del., in the· 

river and h.arbor acts of June 25, 1910, and February 27, -1911, are 
hereby modified to read as follows: Provided, That no part of said 
amount shall be expended for the excavation of any cut-otr until a. 
sa-tisfactory title to the land required for that cut-otr shall have been 
transferred to the United States, free o! cost, and the United States 
shan have been released -from all claims for damageS' arising from the 
proposed diversion of the stream. 
, Inland waterway between Rehoboth Bay and Delaware Bay, Del.: 
The Se_cretary of War is hereby authorized to secure the condemnation 
of a right of -way through the tracks of the Delaware Maryland & 
Virginia Railway Co. for said inland waterway where th'e line of said 
waterway_ inter~ects said railroad tracks, and any funds appropriated 
or · ~Ilotted for IIDproving said waterway are hereby made ·available for 
paymg the award that may be made in said proceedings. 

Pascagoula Harbor, Miss. : The paragraph in the river and harbor 
act'papproved March 4i 1913, providing for the improvement of harbor 
at ascagoula, Miss.~ s hereby amended · to read as follows : "Pasca:- · 
gou)a Harbor, Miss. : For maintenance of improvement of channel . at 
the mouths o! Pascagoula and Dog Rivers and improving channel 
throng~ Hor}l Island ~ass, Mississippi Sound, Pascagoula River, and 
Dog. R1ver, m accordance with the recommendation o! the Chief o! 
Engm~ers and the Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors in report 
d~~;ted February 10, 1914. and printed in Rivers and Harbors Com
mittee Document No. 12, Sixty-third Congress second session 
$110,000 : Provide_d.,. That local interests shall furnish space for publtC 
wharves, "f?oth at Moss Point and at Pascagoula, 800 feet irr length and 
of such w1~th as may be satisfactory to the Secretary of War." 

The Sabme-Neches Canal, Tex~T from the Port Arthur Ship Canal to 
the mouth of Sabine Rlyer, the .Neches River up to the town of Beau
mont, and the Sabine River up to the town of Orange as provided for 
in· the river and harbor act o! February 27, 1911: ' 

That the channels which the Beaumont navigation district, or. other 
local interests, and the Orange navigation district, or other local in
terests, are req~ired, by the aforesaid act, to maintain for a term of 
three years free of cost to the United States are hereby defined as re
spectively, the channel from the mouth of the Neches River up to 
Beaumont, Tex-, and the channel from the mouth of the Neches River 
up to. Orange, .Tex. : Provi4ed, That nothing herein shall be construed 
as relieving sud Beaumont navigation district of its obligation to pro
vide for the operation and maintenance of ·the guard lock without cost 
to the United States as required by said river and harbor act o! Feb-
ruary 27, 1911. · 

Cumberland River above Nashville, Tenn. : The balances remaining 
unexpended from the appropriations made for the construction of locks 
and dams heretofore authorized, and no longer needed for said purpose 
are hereby made available for maintenance o! improvement by open~ 
channel work on that part of the river above Nashville. 

St. Marys River at the falls, Mich. : That so much as may be 
necessary of the unexpended balance of appropriations heretofore made 
for the construction of the new third lock may in the discretion of the 
Se~retary of War, be applied to tlie deepening' and enlargement of the 
tailrace of the United States power plant, in order to increase the 
capaci_ty o! said plant. -
- Reservoirs at. the headwaters of the Mississippi River: That the pro

visions in the river and harbor acts o! June 25 1910 and February 27 
1911, authorizing and making appropriations for the' construction of a 
canal between -Lake Winnibigoshish and Leech Lake, are hereby repealed. 

Swinomish Slough, Wash. : That for the purpose o! aidin~ in the 
improvement and maintenance of the channel across Padilla Bay and 
securing the cooperation of local interests therein the Secretaf:v of 
War may authorize said local interests to construct' .a system of dikes 
and dredge along the said channel, and in connection therewith to close 
the adjacent streams known as Indian Slough and Telegraph Slough, 
all in accordance with such plans as may be approved by him on the 
recommendation of the Chief o! Engineers: Provided, That no expense 
shall be incurred by the United States on account of said improvement. 

SEc. 3. That where separate works or items are consolidated in this 
or subsequent river and harbor acts and an aggregate amount is appro
priated therefor, any balances remaining to the credit o! the separate 
works or items . may be transferred to the credit of the corresponding 
aggregate amounts appropriated for the consolidated items, and the 
amounts appropriated or transferred shall, unless otherwise expressed, 
be expended in securing maintenance and improvement according to the 
respective projects adopted by Congress, after giving due regard .to 
the respective needs o! traffic. The allotments to the respective works 
consolidated shall be made by the Secretary of War upon -recommenda
tions by the Chief of Engineers. In case such works or items are con
solidated and separate amounts are given with each project, the amounts 
so named shall be expended upon -such separate projects unless, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of War, another allotment or division should 
be made of the same. .Any balances remaining to the credit of the 
consolidated items shall be· carrled to the credit of the respective aggre-
gate amounts appropriated for the consolidated items. . 

SEC. 4. That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to receive 
from private parties such funds as may be contributed by them to be 
expended in connection with funds appropriated by the United · States 
for any authorized work of public improvement of rivers and harbors 
whenever such work and expenditure may be considered by the Chief 
of Engineers as advantageous to the interests of navigation : Pr ovided, 
That when contributions heretofore or hereafter made by local interests 
for river and harbor improvements, in accordance with specific · require
ments or under genera authority of Congress, are in excess of the 
actual cost of the work contemplated and properly chargeable to such 
contributions, such excess contributions may, with the approval of the 
Secretary of War, be returned to the proper representatives of the 
contributing inte'l'ests, unless the provision of law under which the 
contribution is made requires that the entire contribution he r etained 
by the United Sta tes. 

SEC. 5. That in the preparation of projects under this and subsequent 
river and harbor acts, unless otherwise expressed. the channel depths 
referred to shall be understood to signify the depth at mean low water 
in tidal waters tributary to the Atlantic and Gulf coasts and at mean 
lower low water in tidal waters tributary to the Pacific coas t and the 
mean depth for a continuous pe'riod of 15 days of the lowest water in 
the navigation season of any year in rivers and nontidal channels , and 
the channel dimensions specified shall be understood to admit of such 
increase at the entrances, bends, sidings, and turning places as may be 
necessary to allow of the fr ee movement of boats. 

SEC. 6. '.rhat the act of Congress approved March 4, 1909, providino
that all tugboats using the Potomac River, whe're the same is spanne<l 
by the new railway and new highway bridges, be equipped with devices 
for lowering their smokestacks, is hereby amended to include "power 
boats," meaning any boat, Vt!Ssel, or craft propelled by machinery, 
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whether the machinery be only principal or auxiliary power of propul· 
sion ; and the provisions and requirements of the said act are hereby 
made applicable to ·• power boats " as herein defined. 

SEc. 7. 1l'hat the Secreta1y of War is hereby authorized, empowered, 
and directed to define and establish anchorage grounds for vessels in 
nil · hat·hors, rivers, bays, and other navigable waters of the . nited 
States whenever it is manifes t to the said Secretary that the maritime 
or commercial interests of the United States require such anchorage 
grounds for safe navigation and the establishment of such anchorage 
grounds shall have been recommen·ded by the Chief of Engineers, and 
to adopt suitable rules and regulations in relation the-reto ; and such 
rules and regulations shall be enforced by the Revenue-Cutter Service 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Treasury : Provided, That 
at ports or places where there is no revenue cutter available such rules 
and regulations may be enforced by the Chief of Engineers undet· the 
direction -of the Secretary of War. In the event · of the violation of 
any such rules and regulations . by. the owner, master, or person in 
chm·ge of any vessel, such owner, master, or person in charge of such 
vessel shall be liable to a penalty of $100; and the said vesse'l may be 
holden fot· the payment of such penalty, and may be seized and pro
ceeded against Rummarily by libel for the recovery of the same in any 
United States di strict court for the district within which such vessel 
may be and in the name of the officer designated by the Secretary of 
War. 

SEc. 8. That section 5 of the river and harbor act appmved .July 25; 
1912, as amended by the rh:er and harbor-. act approved March 4, 
1913. be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows : 

" SEC. 5. That the Secretary of War is authorized and directed to 
have prepared and transmitted to Congress at the earliest practicable 
date a compilation of preliminary examinations, surveys, projects, and 
appropriati ons for works of rive~· and harbor improvement similar in 
gen eral form and subject matter to that which was prepared in ac
cordance wltb section 13 of the t•iver and harbor act approved .Tune 13, 
1902, a·nd printed in IIouse Documen.t No. 421, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
second session: Pro'Viclerl, That the report to be prepared in accordance 
with this provision shall be a revised edition of the report printed in 
the document above mentioned, extended to the end of the Sixty-third 
CQngress." . 

SEC. 9. That t he hmit of time fixed by the river and harbor act of 
.Tune 13, 1902, for the removal of a temporary dam and the construc
tion of a lock in Bayou Lafourche, La., by the Atcbafalaya Basin and 
Lafourche Basin Levee Boards of the State of Louisiana, is hereby 
2xtended to .July 1, Hll7. 

SEc. 10. That the Pl'Ovisions of section 5 of the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation act approved .Tuiy 16, 1914, shall not be 
construed as applying to the purchase, maintenance, and repair of 
m otot· boats, trucks, and other vehicles needed in carrying out the 
various projects ~dopted by Congress for the improvement, preservation, 
and protection of rivers and harbors. 

SEc. 11. That the Mississippi River Commission shall ascertain and 
report as far as Possible what amounts have been contributed or a1·e 
now being contributed by districts or localities on the Mississippi 
River benefited by the construction of levees or other improvements, 
the amount of bonds issued by such localities. the amount of bonds 
outstanding, the taxable value of · the lands and other pt·operty within 
the levee and other districts issuing bonds ; also whether there are any 
such districts or localities upon said river or neal' to it in a situation 
to be benefited by the improvement of said river, which are making no 
contributions toward the improvement thereof. 

SEc. 12. ';l'bat the provision in the river and harbor act of .Tune 25, 
1910, as given in volume 2 of the Compilation of Laws relating to 
the Improvement of Rivers and Harbors, published in 1913 pages 1420 
and 1421, and beginning with the words " For the constniction of the 
waterway ft·om Rockport, Ill., by way of the Desplaines and Illinois 
R!vers, to the mouth of said Illinois River, . $1,000,000," and ending 
with the words " reports herein called for, shall be submitted to the 
Chief of Engi_neers not l11;ter than November 1, 1910, reviewed by the 
Board of Engmeel's for Rtvers and Harbors, and submitted to Congress 
not later than the first Monday in December, 1910," be, and the same is 
hereby, r epealed, and the. amount remaining unexpended thereon shall 
be covered back into the Treasury. 

SEC. 13. That Swan Creek, a stream lying within the limits of the 
city of Toledo, State of Ohio, is hereby declared to be not a navigable 
waterway of the United States within the meaning of the laws enacted 
by Congress for the preservation and protection of such waterways, and 
the consent of Con~ress is hereby given for the filling in of said creek 
by the · local au thonties. · 

SEc. 14. T~at the following projects now under improvement shall be 
reexamined, m accordance with the law for the original examination of 
rivers and harbors, with a view to obtaining reports whether the adopted 
projects shall be modified or improvements abandoned : · 

Inla~d waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort Inlet N C 
Coosa River, Ga . and Ala, ' · · 
St. Lucie Inlet. Fla. 
Brazos. River, Tex .. from Old Washington to Waco. 
Red R1ver, La., Ark., Tex., and Okla. 
Ouachita River, Ark. and La. 
Arkansas River, Ark. and Okla. 
Tennessee Hiver, Tenn., Ala., and Ky. 
Fox River, Wis. 
Missouri River, fo., mouth to Kansas City. 
And the Chle~ of Engine2rs is directed to make a report upon any 

ether p rojects, river or harbor, the further improvement of which. under 
present conditions is undesirable, or in which modifications of the plans 
or projects should be made. 

SEC. 15. The Sc ~retary of War is hereby authorized and directed to 
cause pt·~Iiminary examinations and surveys to be made at the followin"'
named. localities, and ~ sufficient sum to pay the cost thereof, as well :rs 
those .mcluded in s_ectJOn 14, may be allotted from the amount provided 
in this act: PJ'OVHlecl, That allotments of such amounts as may ~ 
necessary may be made toward the completion of examinations and sur
veys here.tofore authorized .and for .such other contingent expenses as 
~~~ ~~~~~~~igd~~~i~s5~·of~ ~it :appropriation fot· "Examinations, surveys, 

Youghiogheny Uivet·, up to West Newton. 
.Tone~port Ilm·bor, Me., including Moosal1ec Bar. 
Monhegan Harbor. l e. 
Mouth of Cnpe Neddick Rivet·, York, Me. 
York I:larbot·. Me. 
Macbia~ Ri ver. Me. 
South Bristol ·Harbor, Me. 
Isle au Haut H a rbor. l\le. 
Hendricks Harbor, Me. 

Ro~~:tland Harbor, Me., including the obstruction known as Witch 

Gotts Island Channel, Me. 
Belfast Harbor, Me. 
Indian Creek. Vinal Haven, Me. 
Portsmouth Harbor, N. H . 
Merrimac River, from Lowell, Mass., to Manchester, N. H. 
Lynn Harbor, Mass. 
Mystic River, Mass., from the mouth of Island End River to Woburn, 

or as far as practicable. 
Mystic River, Mass., below the Island End River, with a view to 

widening the channel. · 
Onset Bay, Mass., for the deepening and widening of the existing 

channel from Onset to the vicinity of Wickets Island1 for the construc
tion of an anchorage basin in Onset Bay; and for tne construction of 
a channel between Wickets Island and Onset Island to the Cape Cod 
Canal channel above Monument Beach. 

Manchester Harbor, Mass., with a view. to straightening the channel 
by the removal of Bow Bell Ledge. 

Dorchester Bay and Neponset River, Mass., up to the Neponset High· 
way Bridge. 

Wickford Harbor, R. I. 
Point .Judith Pond, R. I., from Point .Judith Harbor of Refuge to 

Wakefield , · · . 
'l'hames River, Conn., with a view of providin~ a 20-foot channel 

between New London Harbor and the city of Norwtcb. · 
Shetucket and Quinebaug Rlvers, . Conn., and l<' rench River, Conn. 

and Mn ss .. with a view to securing slack-water navigation between 
Not·wicb, Conn., and Worcester, Mass. · 

Niantic Bay. Conn., )Vit h a view of making it a harbor of refuge. 
'I'uxis Island, Conn., with a view to the construction of a suitable 

harbor of refuge. 
Quinnipiac River, New Haven Harbor, Conn . 
Mill River, New Haven Harbor, Conn., up to Grand Avenue Bl'idge. 
MorTis Cove, New Haven Harbor, Conn., with a view to the construe· 

tion of a harbor of refuge. 
~Hanus River, Conn. 
Mystic River, Conn. 
Sebethe Riv <:>r, Conn., from its mouth to a point at or near· the city 

of Bristol, Conn., an{! canal from a suitable point on the Sebethe River 
to New Britain, Conn . , 

East Branch of the Yantic River, Conn., from its junction with the 
Thames Hiver to some point about 2,500 feet northerly to provide a 
channel of _1.4 f~et in depth, to include . t.l:).is part of the Ynntic River in 
the Thames River project, and to provide for the closing of the West 
Branch of the Yantic River. 

Housatonic River, Conn., to bead of navigation, with a view to secur
ing a channel 20 feet deep. 

Connecticut River, from Hartford, Conn., to· Long Island Sound. 
New Haven Harbor, Conn., with· a view to cooperation with local 

interests for further development. 
Farmington River, Conn., with · a view to the removal of the bar a t 

its mouth. · 
Branford Harbor, Conn. 
Harbor of refuge at Duck Island, Conn. 
Nol'th shore of Lon~{ Island, N. Y., between Huntington Harbor and 

Plum Gut, with a view to the construction of a harbor of refuge. 
Hempstead Harbor, N. · Y. 
Mamaroneck Harbor, N. Y. 

. O~densburg Harbor, N. Y., witl1 a view to removing the point in 
the Dend of the channel at the inner end of the upper entrance channel, 
opposite the ·mouth of the Oswega tchie River, and widening the channel: 

Hudson River, N. Y .• ft·om its mouth to Hudson, with a view to 
securing a depth of 30 feet, and a hHrbor at Hudson of the same depth. 

Hudson River, N. Y., from Hudson to the dam at Troy, with a view 
to securing a depth of 27 feet. with suitable width. . 

Hudson River at Troy, N. Y., with a view to the removal of Adams 
Island. 

New York Harbor, N. Y., between Staten Island and Hoffmans Island. 
New York Harbor, N. Y., with a view to the removal of Craven 

Shoal. 
New York Harbor, N. Y., with a view to removing the shoal in 

Gowanus Bay to a depth uniform with Bayridge Channel. 
Pugsley Creek. N. Y. 
Rouse Point Harbor, Lake Champlain, N. Y. . 
Buffalo Harbor, N. Y., with a view to securing a width of 400 feet 

in the inner ba1·bor entrance channel, including consideration of any 
proposition for cooperation on the part of local interests. 

Oswego Harbor, N. Y. 
Harbor of New Rochelle a.nd Echo Bay, N. Y. 
Jew York- and New Jersey channels, with a view to securing a ship 

channel of increased width and depth necessary for the purposes of 
commer(!e from lower New York Bay, through Raritan Bay, Arthur Kill 
Staten Island Sound. channel north of Shooters Island, and Kill vali 
Kull, to upper New York Bay. 

Newark Bay, N . .T. 
Shrewsbury River·, N . .T., with a view to constructing works to pre

vent .the s~a from ~reaki!lg through and de~t_roying the navigable chan
nel, mcluding cons1derat10n of any propositiOn for cooperation on the 
part of local or State interests. · 

Delaware River, from mouth of Cooper River to Fishers Point Dike 
on the New .. Tersey shore, including consideration of any proposition 
for cooperation on the part of local interests. 

West Creek, N . .T. 
Adams Creek, N . .T. 
Forked River, N . .T. 
Dividing Creek, N . .T. 
Pensauken Creek, N . .T . _ 
Delaware River, from Trenton, N . .T., to Easton, Pa. 
Crum River, Pa. 
North Branch of the Susquehanna River, Pa. and N. Y., including 

flood prevention and consideration of any proposition for cooperation 
on the part of local or State interest s. 

Schuylkill River , from the Delaware River to Sou th Street Bridge 
with a view to dredging to a depth of 35 feet, in cludin~ consideratimi 
o-f any proposition for cooperation on. the part of local or State in
t erests. 

Baltimore Harbor. Md., and approaches there~o. 
Patapsco River, Md., from Spring Garden Channel southwest erly to 

Elkridge Landing. · 
Smith Creek, Md. 
Nanjemoy Creek, Md. 
Knapp Narrows, Md,, with a view to securing a deeper channel be

tween Tilghman Island and the mainland. 
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Piscataway Creek, Prince -Georges County, Md., and entrance thereto. 
Pagan River and Jones Creek, a tributary thereof, Va. 
Little Wicomico RinJr, Va. 
From small-boat harbor at Newport News, Va., to YoTk Rive.r, with 

a view to connecting by canals New Market Creek, Back River, and 
Poquoson River with York River, in order to provide a safe inland 
passage for small boats between Newport News and York River. 

Mosquito Creek, Va. 
Hoods Creek, N. C. 
Cape Fear River, N. C., with a view to securing an increased depth 

from Wilmington to the sea. 
Neuse River. N. C.: between Goldsboro and Newbern. . . 
White Oak River, N. C., from its mouth to the head of nav1gation at 

or near Maysville. 
Upper Pasquotank River, N. C., from Turners Cut up to the head of 

navigation at Lebanon Road, or as far as may be practicable. 
Shallotte River, N. C., with a view to an extension of the improve

ment to the town of Shallotte. 
Ashley River, S. C. 
South Fork of Edisto River, S. C., to a point opposite the city of 

Springfield. 
Cut between Baileys Cut of the Satilla River and the head of Dover 

Creek, Ga. . 
Ogeechee River, Ga., with a view to its improvement in connection 

with the inland waterway from Savannah! Ga., and Fernandina, Fla. 
Sa_pelo River, Ga., to public road near Eu onla. 
Bner Creek, Ga., from its mouth to a point opposite Waynesboro, in 

Burke County. 
White Cbimney River, Ga., to a point called "The Neck." 
Julington River, Ga., to a point at Lows Bluff. 
North Sapelo River, Ga. 
Savannah Harbor, Ga. 
Savannah River at Augusta, Ga., between the upper lines of the city 

limits of the city of Augusta and the mouth of Butlers Creek, for the 
purpose of ascertaining the effect upon navigation of the river of the 
flood-protection work now being constructed and maintained by local 
authorities and to further ascertain the probable cost and value of the 
extension of such work over such territory. 

Flint River, Ga., from its mouth to Albany. . 
Coosa River, Ga. and Ala., from Rome to the first lock below 

Gadsden. 
Chattahoochee River, Ga. and Ala. 
Miakka River, Fla. 
Anclote River, Fla., from the county 'bridge to the bead of navi-

gation. 
Fisheating Creek, Fla. 
West Pass. Apalachicola, Fla. 
St. Andrews Bay, Fla., with a view to removing shoals in the north 

arm. 
Silver Springs to Ocala, Fla., with a view of constructing a canal. 
Estero River, Fla. 
The Secretary of War is authorized to appoint a board of three 

officers of the Engineer Corps of the United States Army to examine 
and appraise the value of the work and franchises of the East Coast 
Canal from the St. Johns River to .Key West, Fla., with reference to 
the desirability of purchasing said canal by the United States and the 
construction over the route of the said canal of a free and open water
way, having a depth and capacity sufficient for inland navigation. Said 
board, to the extent that the same can be done from surveys heretofore 
made under the direction of the War Department, shall also examine and 
investigate the feasibility for the purpose of such a waterway, of any 
parallel route between said points. The said board shall make a report 
of its' work, together with its conclusions upon the probable cost and 
commercial advantages and military and naval uses of said route or 
routes, to tlle 8ecretary of War, who shall transmit the same to Con
gress as soon as practicable. 

Bayou La Batre, Ala., with a view to securing a channel connecting 
Bayou La Batre and Pass aux Herons of suitable depth and width. 

Chickasahay River, Miss., from its mouth to Shubuta. 
Channel to the Back Bay of Biloxi, Biloxi, Miss. 
Jordan River, Miss., and its navigable tributaries. 
Roebuck Lake, Miss., from its outlet to Itta Bena, including con

sideration of any proposition for cooperation on the part of local or 
State interests. . 

Barataria Bay, La., and connecting waters. 
Shallow Bayou, La. 
Bayou Plaquemine Brule, with a view to the extension of the im-

provement. 
Bayou Foures1 Cameron Parish, La. 
Mermentau River, La. 
Bayou Lafourche, La., for a lock at the bead, with a view to ascer· 

taining whether such lock, elthe.r in connection with a new dam or in 
connection with the dam built by the local levee boards in pursuance of 
authority contained in the river and harbor act approved June 13, 1902, 
is necessary for navigation on said bayou; and if so, what part of the 
cost, if any, should be borne by the United States. 

Cane River, La .• from Grand Ecore to Colfax. · 
Little River and tributaries Castor and Dugdemonia, from the mouth 

of Little River to Winnfield, ta., on the Dugdemonia, and to Olla, La., 
on the Castor. 

Bayous Courtableau, Boeuf, and Cocod.rie, La. 
Mermentau River La., with a view to the removal of obstructions 

to navigation in and near the mouth. 
· Sabine-Neches Canal, Tex., with a view to revettin"' the north hank 
of the canal between Port Arthur, Tex., and Sabine Lake, such revet
ment work to be confined to the section of the bank within the city 
limits of Port Arthur. • 

Port Arthur Ship Cl.aal, Tex., with a view to malting an entrance 
into Sabine Lake at or near the eity of PoTt Arthur. 

Caney and Live Oak Creeks, Tex., with a view to a connection with 
the inland waterway. 

Harbor at Beaumont, Tex., with a view to the removal of island in the 
turning basin. 

Austwell, Tex., to a connection with the inland waterway in San 
:Antonio Bay. 

Channel to Port Bolivar, Tex., with a view to the enlargement, ex-
tension, and protection of the turning basin. 

Taylors Bayou, Tex., to Southern Pacific bridge. 
Deep-water harbor at Port O'Connor. Tex. 
Carankawa Bay and River, Tex., with a view to connection with the 

lnland waterway. · 
Texas City Harbor, Tex., with a view to enlargement and protection. 

• I 

Colorado River, Tex., from its mouth as far up as is practicable, with 
a view to removing the raft, including consideration of any proposition 
for cooperation on the part of local. or other interests. 

Harbor City, Tex., to a connection with the inland waterway. 
Lake Charlotte, Tex. · 
Intracoastal waterway from the Arroyo Colorado to Point Isabel, 

Tex. 
Galveston Harbor and Galveston Channel, Tex., with a view to obtain

ing a navigable depth of 35 feet. 
Galveston and Sabine section of the inland waterway, Texas : 
(1) A channel 5 feet deep and 40 feet in bottom width from the 

Sabine River along the proposed route to East Bay Bayou ; thence 
within the shoal line to northward o.f West Galveston Bay to Robinson 
Bayou, and thence via Rohinsons Lake and Whites Lake to Upper Gal· 
veston Bay. 

(2) The savi.I;tg, if any, by the construction of a 5-foot channel along 
this route in the ultimate cost of a 9-foot channel, should such 9-foot 
channel be adopted. 

(3) The best and most economical route, as well as the one best 
adapted foJ: the service of all commercial interests for such 9-foot chan
nel, and whether or not the construction of such a 9-foot channel is 
now advisable. 

The L'Anguille River, with a view of ascertaining whether locks and 
.dams should be built to atrord slack-water navigation to Madison, on 
the St. Francis River. 

The St. Francis River, from Madison, St. Francis County, to St. 
Francis, in Clay County, Ark. 

Wbite River at Batesville, Ark., with a view to determining what 
improvements, if any, are necessary in the interest of navigation to pre
vent the further caving of Ferrill Island, and the danger from such 
caving that might injure or impede navigation. 

Arkansas River at Bradens Bend, about 7 miles above Fort Smith, 
Ark., with a view to determining what improvements, if any, ar~ neces
sary in the interest of navigation to prevent the erosion of the south 
bank of said stream, and the danger from such erosion of changes in 
its bed 'that might Injure or impede navigation. 

Ouachita River, Ark. and La., with a view to excavating a channel 
from the slack-water pool above Dam No. 6 to the town of Felsentbal. 

Hatchee River, Tenn. 
Tennessee River, between Browns Island and the railroad bridge, be-

low the city of Florence. 
Pond River, Ky. 
Mud Creek, Butler County, Ky. 
South Fork of KentuckY River, Ky., with a view to constructing an 

additional lock and dam. 
Ashtabula Harbor, Ohio. 
Lorain HaTbor, Ohio, with a view to preventing erosion of banks, if 

any, caused by the extension of the Government breakwaters on either 
side of the harbor. 

Port Clinton Harbor, Ohio. 
Cheat River in Pennsylvania and West Virginia ; Tygarts River, 

West Fork River, Kanawha River and its tributaries all in West Vir
ginia; Muski.ngum River and its tributaries, Scioto River and its tribu
taries; Miami River and its tributaries, all in the State of Ohio; Maumee 
River and its tributaries, Ohio and Indiana; Kankakee River, and the 
Wabash River and its tributaries, Illinois and Indiana, with a view to 
devising plans tor flood protection and determining the extent to which 
the United States should cooperate with the States and other com
munities and interests in carrying out such plans, its share being based 
upon the value of protection to navigation. 

St. Clair River, Mich., with a view to secm·ing a channel of ade-
quate width and depth along the water front of Port Huron. 

Belle River, Mich. 
Clinton River, l\Iich. 
Point Lookout, Mich., with a view to - building a suitable break-

water. 
Caseville Harbor, Mich. . 
Frankfort Harbor, Mich. 
Muskegon River, Mich . .z}rom tlle bead of Muskegon Lake to Newaygo, 

or to the Grand Rapids-Muskegon Power Co • . dam. 
Saugatuck Harbor and Kalamazoo River, Mich., with a view to se

curing increased aepth to the town of Douglas. 
Duluth-Superior Harbor, Minn. and Wis., in the Bay of Superior 

from the Superior entry northwestward for the distance of 1 mile and 
between the harbor lines1 with the view of providing anchorage and 
turning area inside of sru.d entry. 

Haroor at Duluth, Minn., with a view to the construction of a break· 
:water to protect the Duluth entrance thereto. 

Rainy Lake, Minn., with a view to the construction of a break· 
wate.r at Ranier to form a shelter hat·bot• at the -western end of the 
lake. 

Milwaukee Harbor, Wis. 
Quincy Bay, Ill., upper and lower bay and connecting channel, and 

slough connecting bay with Mississippi River above Quincy. 
Galena River, lll. 
South Milwaukee l;Iarbor, Wis. 
Current River, Mo., above Doniphan. 
Missouri River, from Kansas City, Kans., to the northern Umits of 

Florence, Nebr. 
Flathead River, Mont. 
San Diego Harbor, CaL, with a view to widening the main channel 

at the Government coaling station, and at other places in the harbor 
where widening may be needed ; providing ample approaches to the 
municipal docks and wharves and a suitable turning basin. 

Channel from the town of Bolinas, Cal., to the sea. 
Novato Creek, Cal. . 
Dominguez Creek Channel, Los Angeles Harbor, Cal. 
Arcata Channels, Humboldt Bay, Cal. 1 with a view of dredging a; 

channel leading up to the proposed mumcipal public wharf. 
Channel in Suisun Bay, from Martinez to Antioch, Cal. 
The south end of San Francisco Bay, with a view of providing a 

harbor for the Santa Clam Valley and contiguous territory. 
Long Beach Harbor, Cal., with a view to the extension of the jetties 

at the harbor entrance to the 30-foot contour in San Pedro Bay and to 
providing and maintaining a channel 30 feet in depth and of suitable 
width, and with a further view ·of connecting the Long Beach Harbor 
with the Los Angeles Harbor by a channel GOO feet in width and 
30 feet in depth, consideration being given to the question of coopera
tion on the part of local interests. 

Petaluma Creek, Cal., from deep water in San Pablo Bay to the head 
of navigation, with a view to straightening the channel and making 



1915. ~CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 5425 
necessary cut-offs, including the. consideration of any proposition for The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee moves that 
cooperation on the part of local mterests. the H f rthe · s' t 0 't d' · t t Senate end Napa River, Cal., from the city of Napa to the bead of navigation, ouse u r In IS n 1 8 Isagieemen o am -
with a view to straightening the channel, making necessary cut-offs, ments and ask for a conference. Is there objection. [After a 
including the consideration of any proposition for cooperation on the pause.] The Chair hears none. 
pas~~;a~~~loinJi~:~~sCal., from Chico Landing to Red Bluff. The SPEAKER .announced the following conferees : Mr. MooN, 

Santa Cruz Harbor, Cal., including a breakwater. Mr. FINLEY, and Mr. MADDEN. 
Redwood City Harbor, Cal. The SPEAKER. The ·Chair announces that copies of these 
Ventura Harbor, Ventura County, Cal. Senate amendments can be procured here now. They could not Port Watsonville Harbor, Cal. 
Umpqua River Oreg., bar and entrance. be gotten this morning. 
Coos •Bay Harbor, Oreg., from the entrance to Smiths Mill. MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
Coquille Bar and Harbor, Oreg., to the city of Bandon. 
Coquille River, Oreg., from Coquille City to the entrance. A me~sage from the Senate, by Mr. Crockett, one of its clerks, 
Nehalem Bay and Nehalem River, Oreg., from the entrance of nn d that th Se ate h d eed t th report of the Nehalem Bay to the city of Nehalem, with the view of the improvement a ounce e n a agr o e S 

of the same in cooperation with local interests. • committees of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Port Orford Harbor, Oreg. - Houses on the amendments of the House to bills of the follow-
Yaquina Bar, Bay, and Harbor, Oreg. ing titles: 
Rogue River, Oreg., bar and entrance. f t 
Clatskanie River Oreg., from Clatskanie City to the Columbia River. S. 7597. An act granting pensions and increase o pensions o 
Columbia River at the town of Hood River, Oreg. certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and 
Columbia Slough, Oreg., with the view of the improvement of thJ: of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and 

same in cooperation with local interests. dependent relatives of such. soldiers and sailors,· Columbia River at Kennewick, Wash. 
Olympia Harbor, Wash. S. 7212. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
Stilaguamish River, Wash. certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and 
Liberty Bay, Wash. of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and Poulsbo Bay, Wash. 
Lake Washington Ship Canal, Wash. dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 
~~~;~~erSl~~~h.w~!~it . S. 7509. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
Sammamish River, Wash., from Lake Washington to Bothell, lnclud- certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and 

lng consideration of any proposition for cooperation on the part of of wars other than the Oivil War, and to certain widows and 
local interests. dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

Port Gamble Harbor, Wash., and entrance thereto. S. 6981. An act granting pensions and increase· of pensions to Snake River, Wash. and Idaho from the mouth to Asotin. 
Clarks Fork River between Albany Falls and Lake Pend Oreille, in certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and 

Idaho. of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows and Dry Straits, Alaska. 
Mouth of Snake River and Nome Harbor, Alaska. dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 7566. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 
During the reading, cettain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 

POST OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. and dependent relatives of sucli soldiers and sailors; and 
Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I submit the conference report on S. 7598. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions to 

the Post Office appropriation bill (H. R. 19906), and ask for its certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows 
present consideration. and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House of 
Mr. STAFFORD. A conference report being under consider- Representatives was requested: 

ation-- S. 7682. An act to repeal sections 35 to 49, inclusive, of the 
The SPEAKER. There is no conference report u,nder consid- act of June 30, 1898, concerning mixed flour, as amended by 

era tion. act of April 12, 1902. 
1\!r. SPARKMAN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. ORDER OF PROCEDURE. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, in order that there may 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I desire to know how the gentleman from be no confusion in the future, I ask unanimous consent that 

Tennessee gets in. when there is other intervening business pending gentlemen 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee gets in be- having charge of appropriation bills may take them up as 

cause he has a conference report. a matter of right and suspend action on pending legislation 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, it will take only a minute, until the appropriation bills and conference reports are dis

as the gentleman from Tennessee wants to get back to confer- posed of. 
ence. Mr. MAl\TN. . Res.erving the right to object, what does the 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a reading of the confer- ·gentleman mean by saying" as a matter of right"? 
ence report. · Mr. UNDERWOOD. -I mean to lay aside as a matter of 

privilege. 
The SPEAKER. · The Clerk will read. Mr. MANN. I know, but take the Indian bill, and the gentle-
The conference report was read, as follows: man wouldl have to ask unanimous consent, anyhow. Of course 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1518). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
19906), making appropriations for the service of the Post Office 
Department for the :fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for 
other purposes, having met, after full and free conference, beg 
to report to their respective Houses as follows: That they have 
come to no agreement upon the amendments of the Senate. 

JoHN A. MooN, 
D. E. FINLEY, 
MARTIN B. MADDEN, 

Managers on the pa1·t of the House. 
J. H. BANKHEAD, 
CLAUDE A. SWANSON, 
BOIES PENROSE, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Speaker, while the report shows a total dis
agreement on Senate amendments, I think it is proper to say to 
the House we will likely agree upon all the amendments as 
soon as the Senate can have an opportunity to vote upon some 
on which it desires to vote, and for that reason the conference · 
comes in the shape in which it was read. I move that the 
House further insist on its disagreement to Senate amendments 
and ask for a further conference. 

unanimous-consent requests are in order at any time. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. My idea was that we can run along 

with business such as that pending before the House, and give 
it a free latitude if there is au understanding that it shall be 
laid aside under this rule I am proposing whenever a confer
ence report or appropriation bill is prepared- to come before the 
House. 

Mr. MANN. It is done by unanimous consent, and a confer
ence report has the privilege. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. You can not lay aside bills that are 
pending, without unanimous consent. It might save some 
trouble in the future of one man holding up a proposition if he 
wants to do so, if we agreed to this now. And it gives more 
latitude in the House to proceed with other business. 

Mr. MANN. I do not know that I have any objection, but 
the Indian appropriation bill is the only appropri::.tion bill 
which has not been sent to conference. I do not lrnow whether 
it will be sent to conference by unanimous consent or not. I 
would not want to settle that question in this way. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is not the request. I am not ask
ing unanimous consent to give the right to anything, but simply 
unanimous consent to lay aside other pending legislation. 

Mr. .MANN. It will have to be done by unanimous consent, 
anyhow. 

The SPEAKER. What is the request of the gentleman from 
Alabama? 
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1\lr. Uh'DERWOOD. My request wa-s- ti'l.at when· ru conference Tlle department was before the· committee protesting anc] nsk
renert or· an approvriation 'bill comes· before: tlie· Rouse· it- shali1 illg that it be not done. It the· resolution. of my colleague [.i\:11· . 
i:'mmediately- have: the right otway over· a-ny othe1r pending leg-· Mu:&BAY} does not pasB, nnder the general allotment aet the 
islation, not to interfere with the usuat requests for tmantmeus department wil'L be forced to all'ot the e lands to four or five 

011sent:, but that it may be brought Ul) for consideration and indiyidual Indian ~llottees, four of whom are negroes, as I 
without objection. a!llmformed. If tbis re ohrtion does: pas , the money from this 

Mr .. 1\EANN. A conference report 1\as that riglit now. 011 field may be preserved for the entire tribe. Any man who 
The SP:IiLXKER. We haYe three things pyramided here now. has looked into this question carefully will understand that 

First, the gentleman from Oklahoma has a measttre pending on there is a wrong side and a right side to this que tion, and the 
a motion to suspend the rules. We are about half done with ~entleman ~?m 01tlahom~ [ fr. MURRAY] is trying to ca1:ry out 
that. Then the gentleman from Florida [l\Ir. SFARKMA.N,l came rn good fmth what the depautment thinks ought to be <lone. 
in with the river and harbor bill, and then a. confer,ence repoJ.:t and what the men who know the most nlJout it Imow ought to 
came in, so that we have all three.. of them ~ending au once. be· done: There ouglit not to be a. dissenting vote on this propo i
Bu.t the Chair will put the request of the gentleman from lion. 
Alabama. . The passage of there ·olution sa>e these. valuable lands for tile 

1\f.r. MANN. I do not think it is necessary, and I Iiope the tribe. Its failure may mean their loss. It is desired by the 
gentleman will w.ithdraw·his request. department fn the stronge t terms. It i uo olutely what ou ._..ht 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. If there is objection, I wffi withdraw it. to be done~ 1' ask the Hou e to adopt the Murray amendmen.L 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT Oil: THE UNITED STATES. Mr. l\1URRAY. Will the g-entleman from Kansas [1\Ir. CAMP-

BELL] consume some of his time? 
A message, in writing, from the President of the United States, 1\Ir. CAMPBELL. I yielu fi\e minutes to the gentleman from 

was commllllic~ted to the House of Representatives by 1\Ir. Virginia [Mr. SAUNDER ]. 
Latta, one of his secretaries. . 1\Ir. SAUNDERS. 1\Ir. Speakeu, if the House will bear with 

MESSAGE FROM 'DHE SENATE. · me I will undertake to make a brief statement of the· faets iu 
A message from the Senate, by Mr: Tulley, one of. its clerks, this case, for the facts of the case constitute the merits of the 

announced that the Senate had agreed tu the. renorts of the opposition to the pentling resolution. This re olution is in
committees of conference on tlle.. disagreeing wtes· of the- two ' t~~ded, so far as it cau operate to that effect, to prevent five 
Houses on the amendments: o1l the Senate· to bills· o1l the follow- Citizens of the Creelt Indian Tribe from takin,.,. their· allotments 
rng- titles: in kind, in. the tribal pruperty. Why should thi House under-

H. R. 21089 .. An act granting pensfunSl and increase or pensions. take to do anything of this sor~? There are in the Creek Tribe 
to certain soldim·s and sailors of.' the Regular Army and Navy, 18,716 members. Of that number, 18,711 have already received 
and certain soldiers and sailors of . wars other than the Civil their allotments in the tribal propeTty . 
. w·ar, and to) widbws of such soldie:rBJandl sailorB.; Mr. MURRAY. The gentleman does not state that as a fact, 

H . R. 20043. An act granting pensions. and increase· of pen- does he? 
sion.s· to certain soldiers and: sailors; of the. Regular Army and l\fr. SAUNDERS .. I ta~e it from the report. 
Navy, and certain soldiers and. sailors· of. wars. other . than- the; Mr: MURRAY. F1fty-e1ght ftlll bloods last winter were given 
Civil War ami to widows of such soldters aruE sailors ·· and · $800 e-ach. 

H . R. 2121s. An act granting pensions and increa£~ of. pen- ! l\Ir. SAU~ERS. I only know what is contained in the 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the R.eg:uiar Army. and report. I fiave n-ot g~ne outsi'de of the report submitted: by 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of' wars other thn:n:. the ~embers o~ the comnuttee. That report ~s to the effect that 
Civil War, and to widows. of such soldiel'SI an:d sailors.. tliet·e a·re 1&,'!16 members of t'he Creek Tnbe. I do not know 

what proportion of these members are full bloods, or what pro-
PORTO RICO (H. Doc. No. 1662·) · portion are· quarter bloods, or bloods. of' other degrees. But the 

The SPEAKER laid before the House tfie foll'owing message gentleman's suggestion is not an argument in favor of this reso-
from the President of the Unfte.d States. lution. There are vaTying deguees of blood among the members 
To the Senate arnd House of Representatives : of all of the India.11. tribes,. but that: does n·ot affect their citi.z<m-

As required by section 32· of the. act of Congress. apprm'ed ship,. or right to allotment. The> fact remains according to the 
April 12, 1900, entitled "An act temp.o.rarily to. provide r evenues report that 18,711 members of the Creek Tribe have receiTed 
and a civil gove.rnment. for Porto Rico,. and for other purposes," their allotments in the tribal property. 
I transmit herewith certilied copies of franchises granted by It is claimetl that this residual land· may be more valuable 
the Executive Council of Porto Rico, which are described in. the than some that has already been allotted.. That may be tn1e. 
accompanying letter from the Secretary of. war transmitting I have some· knowledge from service on the Indian Committee 
them to me. · J of the allotments of the Creek property, and I know that many 

WooDRow WmsoN. of the allotments heretofore made, are of. immensely greater 
TIIE WHITE HousE March 3 1915. 1 valn~ .t~an the valuation placed' on the same for the pnrpo es 

' ' . , of diVISIOn. 
The. SPE~ The message ~d documents w1ll be· ref~rued J l\Ir. FERRIS. Will the "'entleman yield'? 

to the Con;muttee on Insular Affatrs and the message will be. j Mr. SAUNDERS. I am sorry that I can not yielu, I have 
ord t'red prmted. 1 only a few minutes left. But this resolution is not intended to 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATIDN BILL. correct the inequalities of existing allotments. On the contrary, 
The Clerl{ resumed and completed the :reading of.. the Senate it perpetuates the present injustice. The very people who have 

llii12Udment to the river and harbo.r appro!)riatlon bill, as set heretofore recei,-ed allotments· that have proved to be as >alu~ 
forth abo'\te. able as the proposed aliotments in the residual tribal land, will 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent ·not only hold onto tho e allotments carrying- as they do a value 
that the consideration of the Senate amendment to. the ri\er much in excess of llie appl.'Bised valuation, but will actually 
and harbor bill may be laid aside temporarily. eome into participation in the distribution of the proceeds of 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- the land to be sold under this resolution. Such a thing should 
mous consent that the consideration of the river and harbor not be. allowed. There is no justice in it. 
bill Senate amendment be laitl aside temporarily. rs there Wby should the five remaining members of the tribe who ha>e 
objection? sought in good faith to exercise the right heretofore enjoyed by 

There was 110 objection. thousands of their brethren, and ecure allotments in the tribal 

UN ALLOTTED LANDS OF CHEEK INDIANS. 

The SPEAKER. The pending question is the motion to sus
pend· the ruies and pass House joint resolution 3 0, the motion 
of the gentleman from Oklahoma [1\fr. 1\.fuRRAY]. 

Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute to my col
league [Mr. FERBIS]. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, the Uurray resolution is a de
partment resolution asking to withdraw about 2,800 acres of 
l:ancl in the Cushing oil field of Oklahoma, so that lt may be 
reserved for the Creek Tribe of Inclians of the Creek Nation. 
Certain citizens down there a-re trying to haYe $25,ooo·.ooo or 
$30,000,000 worth of oil land allotted to four or fiye nlTottees. 
It should not be done. The department does not want it done. 

property, precisely as those allotments ha\e been extended to 
others, be denied the njoyment of that right, whether the 
allotments proposetu to be taken, are more valuable than some, 
or less valuable than. otller thnt haTe been heretofore made? 

This is an effort by law to prevent something being done by 
these tribal members, which has already been done in thousands 
of instance , thnt is. so far as this resolution can operate to 
seeure such a result. 

Permit me to call the attention of tl1e House to one f'urther 
fact, on the law side of this situation~ Should tllis resolution be 
adopted, it will not operate of course to depriYe the :fi've persons 
in interest of any v-ested rights. That can not be d-one. But the 
resolution may in one view of the case deprive the e parties of 
'the opportunity to secure allotments. These particular tribal 
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members ha\e sought in good faith to secure their allotments. 
They became involved in litigation in respect of their first selec
tions and the court in the result ruled in favor of other Creek 
claimants. Thereupon they made another selection in the lands 
now in controversy, in the effort to secure allotments. The 
people who won out in the first litigation, secured lands that 
are stated to be immensely valuable. Having lost out in the 
first selection, these claimants are now Involved ln litigation 
over their second selection. That litigation may be decided in 
.one of two ways. First the court may brush aside the prior 
claimants, and hold that the five tribal members in question are 
entitled to the selections which they have made. In that event, 
this resolution, even if adopted, will not operate to disturb them, 
or oust them of their established rights. On the other hand, the 
court may hold that while the incumbrance on this residual 
land is not sufficient to hinder the same frorri being allOtted, yet 
the steps taken by the five would-be allottees have not been 'tech
nically conformable to law, so that they. are not entitled to pat
ents for the allotments which they have selected. This-decision 
would leave the applicants free to make their selections in the 
same Iand, or any other tribal land. But at this point the reso
lution, if adopted would come into operation, and require all of 
these residual lands to be sold, without regard to any members 
of the tribe desiring to secure allotments. Hence these mem
bers would have the right to allotments. but no land in which 
the allotments eould be taken; They would be thereby;_ deprived 
of the exercise of a right enjoyed by thousands of their-brethren. 
This is the effect intended by tliis resolution under the circum
stances indicated. Why should this step be taken by the House? 
,Why should we take this right from the five remaining mem
bers of' this tribe, four of whom are minors? Possibly this fact 
bf minority may explain the reason why these parties have here
tofore had so much difficulty in securing theil' allotments. 

·Mr. BU'I'LER. If these five people against whom this· con
tention is made have rights in the court, can not the court 
settle those rights without our interference? 

Mr. SAUl\iDER-8-. Certainly, but the courts. may hold that 
the present applications are not in form, and that new applica
tions must be made. In that event this resolution if_ agreed to, 
will take from these parties the opportunity to take their 
allotments in land. That is what this resolution is. intended 
to do, manifestly unjust as it is. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. If there were in the Creek Nation to-day 
50 allotments worth a million dollars apiece, would the gentle
man be in favor of turning over the 50 allotments to 50 Creek 
Indians? 

Mr. SAUNDERS. Why not?' The 18,711 have received their 
allotments aggregating in value many millions of dollars. 
They do not propose to disgorge ap.ything. Willy. ·should they 
be allowed to hinder the remaining members from exercising 
the right which the law has given to all the mem~ers, and 
,which has been heretofore exercised to the very great advantage 
of the other allottees? I understand that the estimate of value 
placed on these residual lands, is grossly exaggerated. 

The SP.ffiAKER. The time of the gentleman. from Virginia 
has expired. 
VALIDATION OF CERTAIN TOWN SITES IN THE· STATE OF llON'.fANA... 

The SP.ffiAKER. There was a Senate bill (No. 4180) ' passed a 
little while ago relating to town sites in the State of Montana, 
and there is an identical bill on the House Calendar (H. R. 
20498) to validate title to certain town sites in the State of 
Montana. Without objection, the Hou~ bill will be laid on the 
table. 

There was no objection. 
RIVER AND HARBOR BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida [Mr. SPARK
MAN] asks unanimous consent to take from the Speaker's table 
the river and harbor bill (H. R. 20189) with Senate amend
ments, and moves to concur in the Senate amendments. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
r desire to ask the gentleman from Florida about some of 
these provisions. The Senate put in a provision undertaking 
to declare nonna\igable Swan Creek, which runs through the 
city of Toledo. - l\1y understanding is that a bill for that 
purpose has been pending before the House Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, that there have been filed 
a great many protests against it, and that there is considei'able 
opposition to such an enactment. I would like to know if the 
gentleman's committee has considered the matter or knows 
anything about it, or whether it is one of the terms made by 
which the bill can get through Congress with the permission 
of certain Senators. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Spealier, ! ·really knew nothing about 
Swan Creek until I saw it in the fu·st Senate prinL I then 
made a hurried' investigation of the amendment now before 
us andl ascertained that there was at least one person object
ing to the proposition to declare it nonnavigable, while many, 
people directly interested seem to favo1· its discontinuance as a 
navigable stream. I am rather under the-impression from what 
I have learned that it ought to be done, rind that no great harm 
will he done thereby. I will say that-the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SHERWOOD] is no doubt thoroughly familiar with the su,J:Jc
ject; and in_ case unanimous consent is. given he can well explain .. 
the matter. Indeed I will now ask that he be permitted: to do 
so, and at this· time. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am willing to hear the explanation of the 
gentleman from Ohio, but I am not willing to waive my rights 
by giving unanimous consent first. I want to call attention to 
a number. of_ things. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Kentucky yield for a 
question? 

MI. SHERLEY. Yes. 
1\Ir. MANN. Does not the gentleman think that it is entirely 

proper and duly courteous for the Senate. to strike out all after 
the enacting clause, strike out every item that the House has 
inserted, and then insert an item which has no relation to the 
bill, because it is in Ohio?-

·Mr. SHERLEY. That iS just the point. I think this is the 
best illustration of Government by permission of one man that 
the Congress has ever seen. I would rather see river and harbor 
bills fail forever than to permit any one Senator to arrogate 
to himself the right. to determine what shall be in those bills, 
and to serve notice on Congress that . we are to accept what he 
sees fit, and particularly to have put into a bill a matter that 
is local to himself. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, I did not have any Senator. in mind. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Well, I am trying to keep within the rules 

myself. [LauglJ.ter.] 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I will say that if Gen. 

SHEBWOOD ·would like to make an explanation I for one would 
like to hear him, because I think. he can throw much light on 
the question. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. How much time wilL the gentleman· 
yield me?. 

Mr. WHITACRE. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I understand unanimous consent is asked that Gen. SHERWOOD 
may speak? 

Mr. FOSTER. Oh, no. 
The SPEAKER. He has the right to speak whenever the 

time comes. 
Mr. WHITACRE. I understood that unanimous. consent was 

asked. 
The SPEAKER. Did anyone ask unanimous consent that the 

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. SHERWOOD] should speak? 
Mr. WHITACRE. ':{'hat is what I ·understood. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. No. · 
Mr. FOSTER. He is rising to speak under a reservation of. 

a right to object to the request of the gentleman from Florida. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I have just requested him to 

answer the. question propounded to me by the gentl-eman from 
Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

Mr. SHERWOOD.. Mr. Speaker, . the gentleman from Ken
tucky [1\fr. SHERLEY] is entirely mistaken about one Senator 
trying to dictate to the Congress of the United States. This 
amendment did not originate with the Senator from Ohio. The 
action originated with the eng_ineers of the War Department. 
I have here a map prepared by a competent engineer of the 
city of Toledo, Mr. She1·man, showing Swan Creek,. which is 
marked in red ink. That territory there [pointing to the map] 
represents a portion of the city of Toledo, with a population 
in that particular district of about 40,000. The sewag~ of 
these 40,000 p.eople has been drained into that creek. During 
the summer season, when the creek is low (it is a slow and -
tortuous stream), the current is insufficient to carry away the 
sewage and it emits poisonous vapors, and the city board of 
health of the city of Toledo and the State board of health of 
the State of Ohio, after a thorough investigation, have declared 
Swan Creek to be a nuisance and a menace to the public health 
of the city of Toledo. 

In a modest way for the last 10 years I have been trying 
to represent that district in Congress, and I ought to know as 
I have li-red in Toledo for half a cent ury, something about' the 
conditions there. I slept on the ground as a llriYate soldier in 
1861 of what is now the most thickly settled portion of the 
city of Toledo. The city of Toledo asked the War Department 
to make a thorough investigation, and that department sent one 
of the most competent engineers and he made a thorough in-
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vestigation and made a report- that Swan Creek was not a 
navigable stream, and, further, that it was a menace to the 
public health of Toledo. That report was made to the War 
Department, and the Secretary of War approved it and wrote 
a letter, which I have in my possession, recommending this 
legislation. This bill that the gentleman from Kentucky thinks 
was prepared by an Ohio Senator was prepared by the engineers 
of the War Department. 

Mr. SHERLEY. If the gentleman will yield there, I did not 
say--

Mr. SHERWOOD. And I have the letter of the Secretary of 
.War recommending it. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I did not say that it was pre
pared by any particular person ; but all of us know the condition 
that has confronted this Congress for two years past, -whereby 
under the pecullar rules that obtain in another body it is within 
the power of an individual Member to make terms upon which 
legislation for the Nation shall be enacted, and it is an outrage 
to the rights of the American people. [Applause.] And here 
was an illustration of a matter that never would have gotten 
1n if somebody else had wanted it instead of particular indi
viduals who were making terms as to what should be passed in 
the nature of a river and harbor bill. 
· Mr. SHERWOOD. The gentleman from Kentucky, in order 
to ·punish a United States Senatort is proposing to punish the 
whole city of Toledo of 200,000 people? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I am not proposing to punish anybody, but 
I am proposing that a bill which has been in the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, with opposition to it, and 
which has not been reported out, shall not be put on a river and 
harbor bill as a rider without some explanation of why it is 
done. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. And I am giving the explanation. 
: Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Yes. 
1\Ir. GORDON. What is the attitude of the city council of the 

city of Toledo in reference to this 7 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Here is another proposition entirely sepa

rate. The Government of the United States simply declares 
by this amendment, which was prepared in the War Depart
ment, that this is not a navigable stream, and that it is turned 

· over to the city of Toledo. The opposition about which the 
·gentleman talks is on an elimination scheme. There are three 
or four schemes proposed, whether to straighten out Swan Creek 
and make it a covered instead of an open sewer or to eliminate 
the stream and divert it upstream to the Maumee River. The 
people of the city of Toledo are divided upon that proposition, 
and there is where these protests come from. It never has been 
a navigable stream for 50 years, and the Government has never 
recognized it as a navigable stream and never will. The Gov
ernment never spent a dollar on it. It is a menace to the public 
health ·of the city of Toledo, and there ought not to be a bit of 
opposition to this amendinent, no matter where it originates. 
The Congress of the United States is made up of 435 Members, 
and are they going to punish the city of Toledo in order to get 
even with a Senator at the other end of the Capitol? Is that 
to be the policy of· this Congress? 

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. SHERWOOD.· Yes. 
Mr. GORDON. I am advised that every member of the city 

council of Toledo is opposed to this. 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Oh, no; they are opposed to the elimina-

tion of Swan Creek. • 
Mr. GORDON. They are opposed to it simply because they 

oppose the preliminary action of declaring it to be a nonnavi
gable stream, because that will enable some railroad company 
to condemn it as a right of way. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. There is nothing to that at all, so far as 
I · know. 

Mr. GORDON. If it is a public nuisance the city board of 
health or the State board of health could abolish it. 

1\Ir. SHERWOOD. How could they .abolish it, when it is now 
under Government control? Let me explain to the gentleman. 
The council· of Toledo may be opposed to this elimination 
scheme. This bill only allows the city of Toledo to take what 
action they see fit. It does not prescribe any policy whatever. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield further? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. GORDON. Is it not a fact that the city of Toledo has 

invested oyer $100,000 in docks along this waterway? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. I do not know. Perhaps they have. 
:Mr. GORDON. Which they want to abandon--

. Mr. SHERWOOD. If the city of Toledo has invested 
$100,000, the city of Toledo will not destroy its own property. 

The city of Toledo has docks, of course, and if the city of 
Toledo were allowed to take its own action, do you suppqse it 
would destroy its own property? That proposition is simply 
preposterous. 

Mr. BATHRICK. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. BATHRICK. I understand that the city of Toledo is not 

divided on the proposition of this stream being declared by the 
Government nonnavigable. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. That is my understanding. 
Mr. BATHRICK. But what they shall do with it after

wards? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. What they shall do with it afterwards 

the Government of the United States will have nothing what
ever to do, because it is turned over to the control of the city 
of Toledo on the recommendation of the Secretary of War. 

- .Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If it is not a navigable stream 
why are the docks built there? ' 

Mr. SHERWOOD. They were not built by the Government. 
They ~re a private enterprise there. They built &orne docks 
here [mdicatrng]. There is about 7 or 8 feet of water up here. 
I do not know what they built the docks for. 

Mr. SAltiDEL W. SMITH. There are about 1,000 feet of 
docks, are they not? 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I do not know whether there is or not. 
I think not, but that has not a thing to do with the question. 

.Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Certainly. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Is it not true that the city of Toledo owns 

1,000 feet of wharfage on Swan Creek? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. I do not know whether they do or not. 
Mr. SHERLEY. There is information to that effect from 

the city of Toledo. 
Mr. SHERWOOD. The docks are turned over to the city of 

Toledo, to do with as they see fit, but that has nothing to do 
with this question at all. 

Mr. WIDTACRE. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. Certainly. . 
Mr. WHITACRE. Is it not true that docks are being used 

there on that creek every day of the year? 
Mr. SHERWOOD. No; I do not think so. 
Mr. WHITACRE. Then you are not advised of the situa

tion? 
~r. SHERWOOD. I have a statement here of the city engi

neer. By the way, there is a petition filed containing over 
6,000 names in favor of this action, which induced the War De
partment to make an investigation. The question of docks 
has nothing to do with the question. If the city has docks 
this amendment does not interfere with them. They can do as 
they see fit with them. There is no vitality to that question 
of t~e ge!ltleman .from OJ;Uo [Mr. WHITACRE]. The only ques
tion 1s t~s: Is this a navigable stream? The War Department 
says it 1s not, and they officially declare it is not a navigable 
stream. 

I submit ~ ed}.torial of the Toledo Blade of February 22, 
the oldest da1,ly m northwestern Ohi.o and a paper of large 
circulation and influence. This editorial is a fair statement of 
public opinion in Toledo on the so-called Burton amendment to 
the river and harbor bill. It will be seen by this editorial 
that no elimination scheme is involved in the amendment. It is 
a simple proposition, as I have stated and repeated, to give 
the city of Toledo control over a creek within its own boundary: 

CITY CONTROL OF SWAN CREEK. 

Senator BURTON has offered an amendment to the rivers and harbors 
~~lls':!~ln~r~~ ~f ~~f~s;. of the Government control over the navigation 

The amendment is, of course, In the Interest of the movement to 
cut a new channel for the lower part of Swan Creek. Until the Govern
ment withdraws its proprietorship in the stream and the State permits 
an alteration ln the course of the canal, nothing at all can be done 
toward carrying out the elimination project. 

Whether the scheme is to be adopted or not makes no difference to 
Toledo as to the desirability of the final passage of Mr. BURTON's 
amendment. We believe it would be a distinct advantage to the city 
to have the stream under its own control. There is no need ot the 
jealous Government surveillance of a waterway of so small a size. So 
long as it is used for any purposes of navigation, the city will continue 
to swing the bridges, provide the lights, and do whatever other things 
it has to do under Federal command. Should elimination be decided on 
the first necessary step will have been taken. Should the scheme fail to 
go through, atrairs with Swan Creek will continue -without any change 
whatever, so far as its use as a waterway is concerned. There are 
many things that might be done to and for Swan Creek besides eliminat
ing it. If some day it should be expedient for the city to undertake 
one of these improvements, it will be a great saving in time a con
siderable saving in red tape, to go ahead with it without first consulting 
the desires and accommodating ourselves to the moods of the powers 
at Washington. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the regular 
order. 
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Mr. SHERLEY. If we can not have this matter discussed, I If the two gentlemen from Virginia who have spoken ·her-e 
will object. I want to tell the gentleman from .Alabama-- were not lawyers 1 would have a reason to believe that the" 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- were honestly mistaken; but these men are lawyers, and they 
tleman from Florida [Mr. SPARKMAN]? know that no resolution of this Congress can affect a lawsuit.' 

_.1\Ir. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I object. They are trying to deceive enough to have one-third of thiS 
Mr. WHITACRE. I <>bject, Mr. Speaker. ·House defeat this resolution, knowing that it requires two-
M.r. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker-- thirds to carry it. 
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from This resolution does not seek to take a dollar away from anY.• 

Arkansas rise? body. It is true that 18,000 members of the tribe have received 
Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. I rise for the purpose of reserv- allotments, part of them in land and part of them in monef~· 

ing the right to object. The act passed last year enrolled several hundred, and the~ 
The SPEAKER. Objection has already been made. were given $800 each, and not ~ foot of land. Fifty-two o~ 
Mr. SHERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, inasmuch as I have been so them, known as the Pollock .roll, were full bloods, and theY, 

interrupted, I want .to say to the gentleman from Kentucky-- were so ignorant that they did not know how to all-ot, ana 
Mr. COOPER. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. there were many of them old men. 
The SPEAKER. I.t has already been objected to. Yet these gentlemen here stand up and talk in faver of a lo~ 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules. of oil men who sit in this gallery, trying to gobble up these· 
Mr. SHERLEY. .Mr. Speaker, · I make the point of order five allotments, worth millions. A few days ago you saw aij.' 

that there is a suspension pending. and that that is not in order. unsigned circular which was sent out by them on this floor. ' 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. Mu:a- That was gott~ up by some oil men in my State. This is noi 

RA.Y] is reeognlzed. a question whether these five persons, four <>f them negroes . an .· 
UNALLOTTED LANDs OF CREEK INDIANS one Indian, shall have this land. These oil men are the one 

· 1n interest, and not the five individuals. There is only one side' 
· Mr. MURRAY. Mr. Speaker_. I will ask the gentleman from to this question. After a hearing covering weeks the Hou~· 
Kansas, inasmueh as he has only two speakers and I have only , co-mmittee favored it, the Senate committee favored it, eve~·~ 
two, to yield to one of them now and proceed. [ Member of our delegation favored H; and in reply to the su · -

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes t<> gestion as to votes, there are not 100 Creek votes in my distri ' 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HA.RRrsoN]. but the stockholders of these oil .companies live in my distric 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I aSk una:nim<>us consent to ' and they are more powerful th~n the Indians. But I woul~ 
extend my remarks in the RECOBD. , not b~ right or do right ·if I dil;l not stand here against these' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks un:mimous rich oil fellows who are trying to rob the tribe of their patrf· 
consent to extend his remarks . in the RECOJID. Is there objec. 't mony. I say again, if you do not pass this resolution now, it 
tion? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears none. will be too late hereafter. You have got to pass it n(}W to giye 

Mr . .SHERWOOD. I want to print editorials :tram all the the Secretary authority to withdraw the land, and 1f you do 
papers-- not do it now it will be too late. If you do not do it, tltis Go)• 

The SPEAKER. The g.entlem-an can put what he pleases in ernment will have to approPtiate $3,000,000 later to make tha~ 
his remarks. ' equalization between $80Q and $1,o40. We propose to give them 

The gentleman from Mississi];>pi IM:r. I!A:B.RisoN1 is recognized. · th-e $1,040 011t of tllls qil property. We gave those who w~· 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to the passage enrolle(l last winter only $800 apiece, We are going to giv~ 

of this resolution at this time. 1t ia 1n thor<>ugh keeping with them the allotment that we gave the others. It is up to you_' 
the history of the Oklahoma delegation in Congress when it gentlemen. D<> ~ou want to stand on the side of a lot of ·~ 
comes to asking for legislation for one of the tribes that lives in . grafters ~ho sit m this gallery with their attorneys, ·or do you 
that State. It is in tlwrough keeping with the history of the : want to sit o~ the side of this .Government and on the ·side ~ 
Creek Nation and other Indian nations when they want to the ~r~ek. Indians, who. are entitled to this property as against 
enrich their own coffers and their own tribe at the exwnse of l five mdiVIduals ~nd thmr lessees and assignS! [Applause.] 
~ few individ~al members of the tribe. It is in thorougb. keep- T1J.e SPEAKER. The gentleman's three minutes are up. . 
jng with the histery of attorneys w~o represent tribes in trying Mr. OAMPBE~L. Mr. ~p~ker, speaking of oil .grafters, 14~ 
lo do some spectaCular thing in 'Order tQ increase their salacy , Bla<* Panther Oil Co., which ha~ a lease appr~ved by ~e c0urt 
~r obtain some contingent fee they might get nnder contract ?n the .most va1uable allotme.nt ffi:Volved in this resolut10n and, 
from the tribe. What is proposed to l;lo here! J know nothing IS backing this re~olution, which holds a lease that .enables them 
_ll.)lout the facts except as revealed 1n the minority views and in to charge up all the expenses against the ultimate owner of~ 
+Jle report of the <Committee, but I glean the facts to be ·that it ~8 land, has all others beaten.~ the gra~glmsiness. Mr. Speake~ 
pro:posed to take the allotment of five poor individual Oreek if 1 had as rotten a proposition :a:s ~rs resolution, I would calli~ 
Indians, because perchance the value of their allotment has in- up in the last hours of the session of Congress, when there is no 
~reased to a very large extent, m o.Tder that the funds may go opportunity to discuss 1~ on the floor of~ House. 
Into the .coffers of the Creek Nation and enri<$ the nation. The Mr. BUTLER. }Vill t_he gentleman yield? . 
. whole scheme is gotten up at the instance of the attorney for Mr. OAMPBELD. Bnefiy; .yes. . 
the Creek Nation and is without warrant so far as we ·are con- Mr. BUTLER. Is there not somewhere on this earth some 
-~erned h~re. Here i~ what the attorney for th~ Creek Nation power p!at will prevent the I;;dia~ being robbed?. . . . 
~ays, and this is what started the wheels of legislation moving Mr. CAMPBELL. A vot~ nq on this resoluti-o.n will he-lp. 
here to deprive these five allottees of their allotment. .He says: to prevent it. The fact is that the Black Panthe-r Oil .Co. has a 

I lo 1 ~ th i 1 th t it is ti 1 ithi
. t ti lease now on the most valuable of this land, and the gentleman 

am ser us yo e op non a 'en re y w n be ·dlscre on f S th Dak ta [ ...... _ B ] t th. "th th tl ~ 

i 
not the plnin du y. of the Secretary to reserve these lands, by reasotl rom ou . . O .w..L. . un.KE ' oge er WI o er gen em en 
their gteat value, from general allotment under present laws; but and myself,. si_gn~d a ietter of protest to the Secretary of the 

is resolution is intended to, and I think will, remove any ooUDt as Intel.'ior )Irglng him to take the necessary action to cancel that 
0 this question. lease. That is the rottenness in this whole business. The other 

And that is from a letter to Mr. C. D. 0ABTEB, a Representa- side of ~t i~ a bold attemJ?t to prevent five Oreek citizens fro:Ql 
tiv~ of this body. having ~eir seiections mature(} into title, just as all ot:ller -Creek 
· But this resolution is intended to, a.J;ld I think will, remove citizens have doh¢ to the number of 18,711. These five are the 

:;my doubt as to the question. Here is the attorney for the only ones left, a:nd th~ lands 'Proposed to be withdl:a.wn--
pree~ Nation saying that under present laws you aiready have Mr. FERRIS: Will the gentlem~n yield! 
.~e right ,to withhold these lands from allotm~nt. And yet they Mr. OA.MPB~Ii. I can not Y!e1Q.. 
~o!Jle here and ask [ou to vote upon a complicated matter 1ik~ Tlle SPEAKER. The gentleman dec1ines to y1eld. 
thls, a question tha bas been litigated in the com;ts for a lon~ Mr. FERRIS. The ge~tJ.eman ought to yield. 
tim~, and is still in litigation. I win teU you what is the matter. Mr. CAMPBELL. T}Ie land propo~ed to be withdrawn is the · 
Mr~ OOQPEJt. Will the' gentlelr!an yield? on-ly land mJon w~cp they cf~:n now .allot 'that is worth anything. 

. ¥r. IIA:RRISON~ I can nqt yield. ~ ha,v~ 9~Y three mi~\lte~. Mr~ GQOD:W.IN of Arkansas. Will the gentleman yield for a 
I will ten ·you what is ·tl;le matter. ~hE;.te ~re over 18,000 question? 

ll;lembers of the Creek Nation. 4- g~t manY- ~f. t~em vote pqt Mr. OA¥Pl3EJili. I .4ave only f.o'Qr m~utes. 
tJie~~· 'J:he_Y .have more poli?~a1 -~ uenc~ ~an the five l:ftt!e M~. GOODWI,N ?,f .!r¥ansas. If toore i~ so much corruption 
fellows here that they desire to oid tlie allobnent · from. on either side, is It not r.ather -dangerous for a man to "Yote 
{Applause.] either way? 
~· ~AY. ~Ir .• ~peaker, I will ask to be notified when I Mr. Q,A.MJ?BEJL!i. Whf, certajnly; but "no " is the saf-e 

have occup1ed three mmutes. v.ofe. We spent many weeks in hea-rings on thjs matter, and it 
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is now asked that the House of Representatives, with less than 
a quorum present, pass upon a matter that the gentleman i'rom 
Oklahoma says involves $30,000,000, after 40 minutes' discus
sion, giving no man an opportunity of getting at the real facts 
in the case. 

Mr. Speaker, it is dangerous to legislate upon so important a 
rna tter under suspen&ion of the rules in the lust hours of Con
gress, and I repeat that if one has something indefensible it is 
wise to wait, as has the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr . . MUR
lM.Y], and call it up in the closing hours of an expiring Congress. 
The resolution should not pass. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expir.ed. 
Mr. MURRAY. I yield the remaining time to the gentleman 

from South Dakota [Mr. BURKE]. 
The SPEAKER. '.rhe gentle.Qlan from South Dakota [Mr. 

BURKE] is recognized for nine minutes. 

[1\!r. BURKE of South · Dakota addressed the House. See 
Appendix.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from North 
Dakota has expired. All time has expired. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that there 
is an amendment proposed to this joint resolution which· has 
never been printed, I ask unanimous consent that the resolution 
be again reported. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again r~-
port the joint resolution. · 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
joint resolution. 
· The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the joint resolution as amended. 

The question was taken. 
Mr. CA..\IPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division . . 
The House divided ; and there were,-ayes 122, noes 52. 
Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I demand tellers . . 
The SPEAKER. The gentlell!an from Kansas demands 

tellers. As many as are in favor of ordering tellers will rise 
and stand until counted. [After counting.] ·Thirty-five, not a 
sufficient number, and tellers are reft;.sed. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I think we ought to have a 
quorum present when considering a m_atter involving $30,000,000. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair 
will count. 

Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. · 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. 1\IANN. The gentleman said he thou~ht there ought to 

be a quorum present. Does that mean that he makes the point 
of no quorum on the vote? ·· · 

The SPEAKER. The Chair so construed it. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Two hundred and twenty-four Mem
bers present-a quorum. 

So, two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were 
suspended and the joint resolution was passed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from · the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the 
committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses on the amendments of the. Senate . to the bill (H. R. 
20975) making appropriations for the naval senice· for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for ~ther purposes. 

RIVER AND HARBOR APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 20189, the 
river and harbor appropriation bill, with a· Senate amendment 
thereto, and concur in the Senate amendm-ent. · 
· The SPEAKER The gentleman from Florida moves to sus
pend the rules and take from the Speaker's table the river and 
harbor appropriation bill, with a Senate amendment thereto, 
and concur in the Senate amendment. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 
second. 

1\fr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

that a second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Florida asks unani

mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and 
the gentlem.an from Florida is entitled to 20 minutes and the 
gentleman from Arkansns to 20 minutes. · 

Mr. SPARKl\IAN. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that we would 
not so soon after the last session of Congress be confronted 
with a proposition appropriating a lump sum for the improve-

ment of our rivers and harbors, but we again have before us, 
by way of amendment to the bill for that purpose, just such 
a proposition, along with several others, some of which I ap
prove and some I dislike. But the more important feature is 
the lump-sum appropriation. The question now is, Whut are we 
going to do with the amendment? To my way of looking at the 
matter there is only one thing for . us to do, if we are going 
to take care of the various projects now under way during 
the next 16 months, and until another bill can be passed, and 
that is to adopt this motion; at least, that is the only safe 
course. I have no idea that we can amend this· bill so as to 
meet the divergent views ot the various objectors here and· at 
the other end of the Capitol. I know there' are quite a :num
ber here who do not favor the Senate amendment and none 
perhaps like it as a whole. · I have several objections to it 
myself. One is that it contains a lump sum, to be turned 
over to the War Department for distlibution and allotment 
as the Secretary of War, · acting under the advice of the Chief 
Engineer, may see proper. I do not regard that a wise plan 
for the improvement of our rivers and harbors. I eXpressed 
my objections fully to such legislation when the 1914 bill came 
back from the Senate and was before this House; hence it 
is unnecessary that I should repeat them here. 

Then there are other objections to the measure. I would 
not, if I were framing this · bill, without further information 
on the subject, insert the Swan Creek proposition. Certairily 
I would not have favored such a provision if it had come before 
me with only the information I had before hearing the re: 
marks of the gentleman from Ohio, Gen. SHERWOOD. I am 
not sure that I would have done so in any event. Most 
assuredly--

Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Just one moment. Most assuredly I 

would not have desired to insert that, or-any other proVision 
of no more value to the country at large than is that, in a bill 
of such great importance to the people and rim the risk as we 
are now doing of defeating the whole measure. · · 

Mr. COOPER. Wbat is the Swan Creek proposition? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. It is a proposition to declare nonnavi-

gable a little creek that runs into the Maumee River at Toledo. 
Mr. COOPER. That is in Ohio? . 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes: 
Mr. COOPER. That is where Senator BURTON lives? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. 
1\Ir. COOPER. At least, he lives in the State of Ohio? 
.Mr. SP ~KMAN. Then there are some other provisions in 

the amendment to which I would object, and which I would -, 
not insert in a bill of this kind. Brit, ' Mr. Speaker, I shall not 
take up the time of the House in a detailed statement of all 
of the objections I have to this particular amendment. 

"rhat I wish to say now is that, in my judgment, we would 
get nowhere by carrying this bill to conference, and by so 
doing we would run the risk-a very serious one, too-in my 
judgment, of defeating the whole measure. So, if we are going 
to make certain of having legislation at this session to take care 
of great works of river and harbor improvement throughout 
the country, then my judgment is we should vote to suspend 
the rules and concur in the Senate amendment. 

Mr. JACOW AY. W111 the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. In a moment. 
I think, Mr. Speaker, it is of the highest importance that 

this bill should be passed appropriating even this sum of money. 
In fact, I think it should be more. But it is the best we cari 
do, and the engineers will no doubt allot and expend the money 
judiciously. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes. 
1\Ir. SHERLEY. Who advises the gentleman that we can 

only have this particular bill or no bill? . 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Oh, I got that impression from what I 

know, of conditions at the- other end of this Capitol. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Have we got to accept this rlder in order 

to get the concurrence of Senators to pass a national rivers 
and harbors bill? Are those the terms that are made? 

Mr. SP ARKMA.N. I am afi·aid so; at least I am afraid we 
will have to accept it if we get a bill. 

Mr. SHERLEY. What do you think of the House accepting 
conditions so humiliating? 

Mr. SP ARKl\1AN. As far as I am concerned, I may say . that 
I have often had to accept things here that I did not want to 
accept. I did not want to accept this bill, but in order to take 
care of these great works I am willing to swallow my pride, at 
least for this time, and pass this bill. I think it of the highest 
importance that this work should go on. · 
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· Mr. JACOW AY. On page 14, section 15, it says: 

That the following projects now under improvement shall be re
t!xamined-

And. so forth. ' 
. And it names among those the Red River, the Ouachita, and 
the Arkansas. I wanted to ask the gentleman if any improve
ment will be carried on on these rivers while these three exami
nations are being made? 

Mr. SP ARKl\fAN. I would answer " yes," in my opinion. 
Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman from Florida yield? 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Certainly. 
Mr. GOULDF.N. I want to ask the gentleman if this bill as 

it come~ from the Senate, amended by that body, does not con
tain all the surveys, resurveys, and rna tters of that kind of very 
great importance to the entire country, especially to our con-
stitutents? · 

.Mr. SPARKMAN. It contains, as I understand it, all the sur
veys that were in the bill when it passed through the House and 
quite a number in addition. 

1\Ir. MOORE. Will the gentleman yield? This bill . was 
debated in the House for four days, as I recall, and gone over 
item by item, and for the second time another body has turned 
down the work of the House and presents a stand-and-deliver 
proposition. They say, "You take what we offer you or you get 
nothing." · That is the· situation to-day, is it not? 

1\Ir. SPARKMAN. That is about it as I view the situation. 
1\Ir. MOORE. Now, it is the second time it has occm;red. 

Does the gentleman see any relief for the 1\Iembers of the House 
of RepresentatiYes who are the spokesmen for a great people on 
a measure like this? 

1\Ir. SPARKl\lAN. I should say that at the next session if 
we should pass a river and harbor bill through this body I 
shall look for better results, inasmuch as it will be a long ses
sion, at which we will, I trust, have more time. 

1\Ir. DUPRE. Will the gentleman from Florida state whether 
the chief obstructionist in the Senate to ·legislation of this 
character will be a Member of the next Congress? 

1\lr. SPARKMAN. I can not say as to that, but conditions 
for fair consideration are always better at a long than at a 
short session. 

1\Ir. GALLAGHER. 1\Ir. Speaker--
1\Ir. SPARKMAN. I yield to my colleague on the com

mittee [1\Ir. GALLAGHER]. 
1\Ir. GALLAGHER. I would like to ask the chairman of the 

committee if he knows from what source the suggestion was 
made to take away the million dollars that was appropriated 
for the Lakes-to-the-Gulf matter? 

1\Ir. SP ARKl\IAN. I do not know. I do not belie-re it came 
from the engineers. 

l\Ir. Speaker, no one can condemn these lump-sum appropria
tions for river and harbor improvement too strongly to suit 
me. The selection of projects upon which money is to be ex
pended and the allotment of amounts from time to time to 
carry them to completion are functions the people have dele
gated to us, and we should not, save on rare and exceptional 
occasions, delegate them to others. But this I regard an ex
ceptional occasion, as this seems to be the only way we can 
avoid great loss and damage to the people, the shippers, and 
the commerce of the country. There are hundreds of projects 
already completed and needing maintenance; hundreds more 
under way which would be greatly damaged if work upon them 
should cease for any considerable length of time before they 
are finished. In addition to all this, any long delay in the com
pletion of these great works will entail heavy loss to the com
merce of the country awaiting the development of these water
ways in order to make use of them. There is therefore every 
reason why this amendment, objectionable though it is in 
some of its important features, should be adopted, and I hope 
the motion will prevail. 

:Mr. Speaker, how much time ha\e I used? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has used 11 minutes. The 

gentleman from Ar·kansas [ fr. GooDWIN] is entitled to 20 
minutes. . 

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
be notified when I have used three minutes. 

I will say at the outset that I am not an opponent of river 
legislation. I think I am an enthusiast on that question. How
ever, I do want something like sane and reasonable legislation, 
and I like to have it diffused throughout the length and breadth 
of the country. 

I do not want this bill defeated. If I may be selfish enough 
to refer to my district I will say that the Mississippi River 
borders it on the east and the Red River borders it on the west, 
and through the heart of it runs the Ouachita River, upon 
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which n system of locks and dams fs being constructed now. 
But on page 15, lines 4, 5, and 6, among other items in the bill, 
the Arkansas, the Red, and Ouachita Rivers are to be finally 
chloroforJlled; and, ·sir, I am afraid those projects are to be 
discontinued and a resurvey made with a view of either " modi
fying or discontinuing " them. I appreh.end that the result will 
be that after four or five years a report may be made, and then 
when a report is made, it may be an adverse report, and in the 
meantime we would not receive any river legislation pertaining 
to those streams. In otber words, the Ouachita Ri-rer project, 
which is about 55 per cent complete as to its system of locks and 
dams, would be abandoned and not receive one dollar of appro
priations ~r the next four or five years. The great Red River, 
with a country as fertile as the Valley of the Nile, would receive 
no river appropriations, and the Arkansas River, second only 
to the Mississippi, as large, if not larger, than the great Ohio 
itself, would be abandoned in the meantime. That river runs 
through the center of my State, and tra-rerses a very fertile 
country indeed. · 

As I stated in the outset, I am not opposed to the bill, Llut I 
would like to have these lines stricken from the bill when 
referred to conference, because I know full well that in the 
next four or five years no appropriations whatever will be re
ceived by those streams. 

Permit me to quote, l\Ir. Chairman, section 15, that the House 
may see the blow that is aimed at three of the principal ri-rers 
in my State. I quote as follows: 
· SEc. 15. That the following projects now under improvement shall 

be reexamined, in accordance with the law for the original examination 
of rivers and harbors, with a view to obtaining reports whether the 
adopted projects shall be modified or the improvement abandoned : 

Then follow lines 4, 5, and 6, the Red River, the Ouachita. 
Ri-rer, and the Arkansas River. That ~eans, Mr. Chairman, 
the final abandonment, I am afraid, of these three great rivers 
from further improvement, because in all probability three or 
four years would elapse before a report would be obtained upon 
these projects as touching their modification or abandonment. 

In other words, sir, the projects already begun on these rivers 
shall be either modified or wholly abandoned. If modified, it 
will mean to diminish the assistance now being given or to be 
entirely abandoned. I submit, 1\Ir. Chairman, it is not fair to 
discriminate against these important ri-rers in my State, which 
are capable of being made great carriers of commerce and as 
competitors in freight rates against the railroad companies of 
my section of the country. So I favor, Mr. Chairman, this bill 
going back to conference that the committees of the two Houses 
may get together and strike out at least a. part of section 15 
and restore these rivers to their normal attitude; that is to say, 
that they may hereafter be treated by Congress as they deserve 
to be treated and as other ri-rers of the country are treated. 

What is the present attitude, Mr. Chairman, of the annual 
rivers and harbors bill? The one that we passed through this 
House se-reral weeks ago, however imperfect it may have been, 
has been o-rerhauled, it seems, by one Senator at t.l:l.e other 
end of this Capitol, and we have before us a substitute for the 
House bill carrying $25,000,000 in appropriations and lC'aving 
it to the Board of Engineers to distribute over the country. In 
addition to that, many worthy items have been stricken from 
the House bill, including the riYers of my State, abo-re referred to, 
and now we are told, sir, by the chairman of the committee that 
it means this substitute or no legislation at all. In other words, 
Mr. Chairman, 100,000,000 American people are to be domi· 
nated and controlled by one man as to ri-rers and harbors 
appropriations. And it is said ·that inasmuch as Congress 
adjourns within the next 24 hours we must take this substitute 
or nothing. I do not believe it, 1\fr. Chairman. I believe this 
matter might be worked out in conference by both sides, giving 
and taking if necessary. 

The legislation here for the past few days has been any
thing but commendable to the American Congress. The annual 
approprjations of $1,000,000,000 must be made and agreed upon 
by the two Houses before we adjourn, and all of them within 
two or three days. If this House stands for anything at all, 
it should stand for its own rights and proper dignity. We 
should notre appended as a kite to the coat tail of any one man 
or any set of men, but should in a courageous, sensible, dig- . 
nified way assert. our rights in the premises. I am a better . 
friend to rivers and harbors legislation when I desire that all 
legitimate streams should be cared for, without discrimination, 
than those who seek to grab, if possible, all the Government 
funds and stick them here and there over the country in their 
respective districts, regardless of worth and. merit to the items 
they affect. So I repeat in conclusion, sir, that I am for this 
bill, but I do not want those great rivers in my State hamstrung 
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and' chiseled out of tli:etr just dese<ts at the closing Session of" 1 b!II as a rider, for uD.tll the bill came up " feiv riromeritS agO I~ 
busy Congress, with: a threat that we must swallow this in- never had heard of Swan Creek. Since then I have had a I 
justice-, w.hetheT it be palatable or not. chance to examine into it, and I will put some of these protestu 

l\Ir. GOODWIN of Arkansas. I yield eight minutes ta the in the REcoRD .. I say to you, measuring my words, I would t 

gentlemiiii from Kentucky [Mr; SHERLEY]~ not be responsible-! would not take the responsibility-for J 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, this House has to decide legislating that proposition into law, because in doing it I be
whether it proposes to keep its self-respect and be a part of lieve I would be lending myself to a scheme that will not bear 
the lawmaking body of America or not, and it has to decide daylight. I may be mistaken as to that fact, but you can not 
it without any more yielding in tile ·hope that next time the know and neither can I Jrnow, in the few minutes that a:re gi\en 
demand will not be made. I am not going to discuss the merits us to consider it; and when men can not know whether there is 
of· the ri-ver and harbor bill that passed this House, but I am something wrong it is a good time to wait until they can know. 
g-oing to say a few plain words about the rights of the House. I repeat, here are the protests which have been filed before Mr. 

The House passed a ri-ver and harbor bill and it went to the Adamson's committee. The original biTI was passed through 
Senate. It comes back here now with an the House bill the Senate by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BURTON} without · 
stricken out, and arbitrary power o-ver $30,000,000 gfverr the these men having a chance. to protest. As they state in tbeil" 
Army engineers, and with such provisions as happen to suit correspondence, the first they knew of it was when the news 
two or three Members of that body, and could only come back CD.L'ried the fact that the Senate had passed the bill d·eclnring 
be(!ause it did suit them, an.d we are told that unless we accept Swan Creek nonnavigable. 
their exact viewpoint upon what shall be done for 90,000,000 The SPEAKER. The gentleman's time has expired. 
of people, no legislation can be- had. I am interested. in river Mr. SHERLEY.- I ask unanimous consent to extend my re-
and harbor legislation. My district is· vitally interested in tt, marks in the RECOIID. 
but I would rather see river and harbor bills- fail forever than The SPEAKER~ The gentleman asks unanimous · consent to 
lose all of my self:. respect and :to have the House of Representa- extend his remarks in the R'ECOBD. Is there objection? 
ti"ves made a negligible factor in legislation for the, -people of There was no objection. 
America. [Appla-use.] Mr. SHERLEY. Under leave to extend, I submit the· follow-

Not only is that true, but here is an illustration of the most ing among many protests now on file in the Committee on 
vicious piece of one-man domination that I have ever known : Interstate and Foreign COmmerce of the House. 
in my 12 years' service here. There is put on this bill as a [Protest against Senate bill 6113, passed Aug. 25, 1914, addressed to 
rider a p;roposition over which the River and Harbor Committee Ron. WILLI~M C. ADAMsoN, cha:trman Foreign and Interstate Com-

. . . . . . . merce Committee, and members of said committee, of House of Rep-
has no JUrisdictiOn, and which has been pendmg beiore the I resentatives, Washington, D. c.] 
Interstate and Foreign Committee for months, with the pro- I DEAR Sms: We hand you herewith a protest against Senate bill (S. 
tests oi a great portion of the city and community affected. 6113) to authorize the closing to navigation of Swan Creek, in the city 
F · th 1 t half ho I h ·e d · ti of 'l'oledo, Ohio. t;n e as ~r ave I. a some papers ill con~ec on 1. We wish to show that no public official for the city of Toleuo or 
With the protest agaillst declarmg Swan Creek nonnavigable. the State of Ohio is asking or urging the aforesaid le"'islation. 
It runs through the city of Toledo. I do not think there should 2. That said Swan Creek is con~idered a navigable stream t:rom its 
be any man reading those protests willi.nO' to pass the bill !Douth at the Ma.u~ee River for a distance southwesterly of 3 Iniles and 

• • . • • • • t::t • 1s now used extensively for shipping and wha.rfing. That It has for a 
Without any real conSideration of It at thiS time. gr!lat dist.wce a depth of 15 feet of wate1·. we, the undersigned, aU 

Charge-s are made that the closing of this creek ·will deny bemg property holders on said Swan Creek and the Miami & EJrie Canaa 
eertain water facilities to one raih·oad and that others will have ~f~~g.:a_a.{e~·sc~~~~ a~~dd~~:mf ~h~·rf;ad:;~1 ~6~d~~ ~~n~~~l~~~~;·t!flt-
thereby a monopoly in water terminals. Three times the mat- ing business, and all of us and our predecessors have used same for a 
ter has gone to the Toledo council and three times the pro- period o.f 70 years. We are owners of several boats that ply regularly . 

th li b k f th. h ,;. ' . t . upon smd Swan Creek during season of navigation, operating upon the 
posal at es . ac o IS ~s ueen reJ~ ed. Br~d Whitlock, Great Lakes, .handling many thousands of tons of cargo. For many 
:rs mayor of that town, appomted a special COlllmlSSion to look years the docks of Swan Creek were used as the center of the lumber 
into it and they rejected the proposal. Now the distinguished and coal :yards, but in recent years the shipping and docks have been 
gentl~an representing that district [Mr. S~wooD] says that ~~!a\o~,~ ~fthrfore~~ing of so per cent of the builders' supplies for the 
they simply want to take away the Federal Go-vernment's juris- Under separate cover we offer you photographs and affidavits to show. 
diction a-nd then the merits of these various controversies can the exten~ of f!UCh traffic on said stream. These vessels are regularly 

0 . . employed m said traffic we represent it being one of the largest single 
be settled f>y the State of h10 and the City of Toledo. But traffic units in the city of Toledo. The dock properties in the city of 
there are rights involved that are bigger than the city OT the Toledo along the Maumee River are practically all in the hands of the 

1 State Pennsylvania Railroad Co., New York Central Railway Co., Toledo & 
· • . Ohio Central Railroad Co., Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Railroad · 

That IS not all. The City of Toledo has recently built docks Co. Hocking_ Valley Railroad Co., Wabash Railroad Co., Michigan Cen- · 
. right on Swan Creek. It is navigable for 3 miles, and on trai R,ailroad Co,.1 and the Termin~I Railroad Co., as well as the utl~ity 
it are a number of wharves and terminal facilities that ai·e of corporations of 1;11e city. of Toledo, so that the kind of watE>r traffic in which we are enO'a.ged 1s now restricted to the banks of Swan Ct·eek.. 
great value to the people there. and with the rapfd growth of the city of Toledo the use of this body of 

Now what has happened? Think of the humiliation of it' water becomes ~ore apparent, being the poor man's J;lome against the 
D ' th t th id • # • • • • railroad compames and public-utility corporations havmg taken posses-

0 you suppose a any o er r er au.ectmg any otheT City m slon of practically all the available dock property on the Maumee River. 
this Uni-on could have been put on this ri-ver and harbor bill in The abandonment of Swan Creek would cause a great hardship and I 
the Senate? Not for a minute. ·But it is one of the terms upon financial loss ~on all those wh.o are now pe~cefully pl_;ving thetr busi-

. t · ~ . ness upon srud creek. Revlewmg this elimmatlon still further, you 
which we are to accep a nver and harbor bill. We are prac- must keep in mind these facts that the state of Ohio has a greater 
tically told that unless we take this rider and the bill written interest In Swan Cree-k thDn atiy of the undersigned interests in same. ,' 
as one man says we are to· have no· river and harbor bill Why The Miami & E.rie Cana~ onE.' of the branches of the canal system in 

. . . ~ . . · the State of Ohw, locks mto Swan Creek by a set of two locks marked 
did the distlngmshed gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] on maps accompanying this protest at a point that is about 1 mile 
have this bill before his committee for months if there was no from thE.> mouth of said stream, these locks being the eastern terminus 
question about the merits of it? He is not a man who neO'- of said canal conn2cting. it with the Great Lakes and the _Atlantic- I 
l h . d ty t 1 · I ·t· · . t:> Ocean. The State of Ohio for many years maintained a towmg ~ath 
ects IS u as o egis a lOll pending there. I hold m my along said swan Creek to the point of its mouth at the Maumee R1ver. 

hand th~ protests against the scheme. I hold photographs certi- We also h~md you reference to case No. 3731, common pleas court, 
ned to as being accurate pictures of the water facilities that Toledo, Ohw, _from records county clerk of Lucas County, Ohio. 1 

are on Swan Creek now. I say to you that Congress can not [State of Oh1o v. Charles Carpenter. _Record, vol. 17, p. 616, filed 
aft' d · th · t st f h ty t thi . Apr. 29, 18i:>9.] 

. or , m . e m .ere. o co~on ones ' o pass s. r:der The common pleas court of Lucas County in said case No. 3731, 
Without an illvestigation. This House had no chance to c-onsider which action was confirmed and approved by the Supreme Court of the 
it. The gentleman says you can not get a bill otherwise. I do State of Ohio, which is reported in the -r:welfth Ohi? State under title 
not believe that, but if I did believe it I would be willing to of Charles Carpenter v. State of Ohio, this case havmg gone up to the , 

" b"ll " d I j t h · t t d . . supreme court on error. . ! say no I ; an am us as muc ill eres e m nver and Tile court held that the State of Ohio never appropriated Swan Creek 
harbor matters as a:ny- man on. this floor. The gentleman from as a part of the present Miami & E1ie Canal; that Swan Creek was a. 
Florida co·uld either have made a- motion to send the bill to navigable stream open to the commerce pf the world. But that the j ' . State of Ohio did. acquire a fee simple title to 10 feet of land along the 
conference and try It out or he- could have made a motion to southerly bank of Swan Creek for a towing path. From the foregoing 
concur wfth certaiJ?- amendments, but he surrenders his case facts it will be readily . understood that Swan Creek became .the 1 
before the ficrht begms He runs up the white flag of surrender terminus of the Miami & Erie. Canal and connected it with the Great 

• t::t •• • .., Lakes from Toledo, Ohio, to Cmclnnati, Ohio, on the Ohio River. 1 
Without ever undertaking to fight. Of course we can not get We have in Toledo an organization known as the Swan Creek Elimi- / 
tile Senate to make concessions as long as we lie down the natiop ~eague, who have carried on i't>r the past four years a campaign'. 
moment they ask us to to elurunate said stream. This league has been supplied with large i 

. . 11ums of money from various sources. They have advertise«;} most ex- ~ 
Mr. GORDON. ·We can not get anything. tensively in all of our daily papers also by special circulars, sectional 
l'ifr. SHERLEY. Tilis· fs no Uttie matter. When I went after meetings in our city, and through. this agitation have eng_aged th~ service 

thl S . C · k •t · th .cr_ t ·· t •t b I · of men at comp.ensation to secure name-s to a petition askmg the s . wan re~ 1 ~- In e JJIS Ins anc.e 1 wa.s ~use q1d common council of the city· of Toledo and the State and Federal legis-
not like the VIOlation of all precedent m puttmg It onto the Iative bodies to eliminate this waterway. This petition was. presented 
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to the common council in the year of 1911 under what is known as the 
Brand Whitlock administration. This council, after hearing all argu
ments and accepting said petitions, appointed an engineer of standing 
to make extensiv~ maps and survey of this Swan Creek Valley, and th$ 
mayor1 Brand Whitlock, also appointed a commission to investigate the 
conditiOns and report upon improvements in Swan Creek and Ten Mile 
Creek and their valleys. After many public hearings and a report from 
the said committee the council of the city of Toledo, both in 1912 and 
1913, r ejected the request of said petitioners. In the year of 1914 the 
city of Toledo moved into public office an entire new administration, 
including the mayor and common council, and again this lea~e offered 
their project to this new common council, and more public hearmgs were 
held, and again within this year of 1914 this project was rejected by 
the present common council. During all of these periods these maps 
and orators appeared before the Business Men's Club of the city of 
Toledo, th~ largest public commerce club of our city, and this club 
refused to indorse tl:iis project. It was then taken before the central 
labor body of the city of Toledo, and through the Tugmen's Union, one 
of the branches of the CentL·al Labor Union, resolutions were adopted 
ppposing the elimination of Swan Creek, and the Toledo Tugmen's 
Protective Association issued a booklet, which we offer you as Exhibit 
No. 1, entitled "Swan Creek, its use and abus~." 

The commission appointed by former Mayor }lrand Whitlock, who is 
now United States minister to Belgium, made the following report: 
" That it was opposed to the elimination of Swan Creek-

" 1. Because no general benefit would follow th~ large expense 
involved. 

"2. The stream is valuable for navigation purposes, and great 
benefits would result by proper improvement. 

" 3. The stream could not only be made useful for business purposes 
but an interesting feature of the city. 

"4. The cost of elimination would eventually become a very great 
sum involving the expenditure of millions of dollars." 

The commission further recommends a systeln of intercepting sewers 
and the appointment of a commission to make a comprehensive study 
of the best system for improving the low territory and marshy lands 
not sufficiently improved. Also, by the elimination of sewage matter, 
the water of the creek would become comparatively pure and inoffensive 
leaving the physical improvement of the stream a matter of mechanicaf 
construction. 

There is not a single newspaper of standing in Toledo advocating 
this elimination, and all items appearing in favor of this elimination 
are marked paid advertisements, and the News-Bee, of Toledo, having 
the largest circulation in our city, refused to accept paid adv~tise
ments. 

In the year of 1913 this league had pending before the Legislature 
of the State of Ohio an act to vacate Swan Creek and the Miami & 
Erie Canal, but this act was also defeated by a large majority at that 
time. A commission was appointed by a resolution of the Ohio Legis
lature in the year of 1913 for the purpose of investigating all of the 
canals of the State of Ohio. Said legislative committee visited Toledo 
Jn the year 1913, making an extensive survey and giving a public 
hearing upon the elimination of Swan Creek and the Miami & Erie 
Canal, and after careful de'liberation this committee filed its report 
against said elimination. Said report is now a matter of record at 
Columbus, Ohio. The commission recommended that the proposal of 
certain Toledo citizens be held in abeyance in view of the commission's 
own report for a barge canal from the Ohio River at Cincinnati, Ohio, 
to Lake Erie at Toledo, and also in view of the proposition of. a dee!> 
waterway from Toledo, Ohio, to Chicago, IlL, by way of Defiance and 
Fort Wayne, Ind. 

In view of the foregoing facts and reports you will note that the 
State of Ohio should be considered the most important factor in con
junction with those who are now using Swan Creek for the conduct of 
their business. 

At an open meeting held in Toledo, Ohio, on June 3 1913 in coun
cil chamber by 1\-Iaj. Bromwell, chief engineer, for the Federal Govern
ment in our district with offices at Cleveland, Ohio, another extensive 
hearing was given on the question of Swan Creek elimination. But up 
to date no report has been furnished the city of Toledo from the War 
Department, but it was considered that Maj. Brownwell felt that the 
question should be settled by the State of Ohio and the city of Toledo 
before the Federal Government should take any action. 

Nineteen large sewers empty into Swan Creek which has caused great 
pollution of its waters, and the State board of public health have 
ordered that a trunk sewer be located along said creek to carry said 
sewage to Maumee Bay. Legislation is now pending in city council 
to carry out this mandatory order from the State board ·of public 
health. 

It is our impression that Senator BunTON was misled by the gentle
men who delivered this extensive petition and requesting the passage of 
an act ( S. 6113), by not giving him all of the preceding facts leading 
up to their request, and without further investigation he presented this 
act for its passage. We had no hearing or opportunity for protest and 
no knowledge of its consideration until after such time when the public 
press carried it as a news item. This league have at all times been 
able to employ eminent counsel, who have made splendid arguments, 
and with unlimited capital for their campaign has enabled them to go 
from one legislative body to another, and when final hearing has been 
given they have at all times lost their point. The superintendent of 
public works, John W. ])filler, for the State of Ohio, who is also the 
chief engineer under the laws of the State of Ohio and who has charge 
of all of the canals of our State, has never approved these projects and 
should be called as a witness before your committee and no action 
should be taken by your honorable committee without his consent or 
approval. Mr. Mlller would be the most available man to bring before 
your committee to gl.,e you an unbiased opinion on the matter of Swan 
Creek and the Miami & Erie Canal. 

Under Exhibit No. 2 we otrer an ordinance, being a certified copy of 
council proceedings, city of Toledo, December 9, 1912, to provide for 
the issuing of bonds of the city of Toledo for the purpose of opening 
and extending Superior Street from Swan Creek to Clayton Street by 
curving both St. Clair Street and Superior Street in one street, extend
Ing from the cut-otr to Clayton Street. in the city of Toledo, Ohio. This 
bond issue was for the sum of $114,000 and was expended during the 
year 1914 by the city of Toledo to straighten Swan Creek at a certain 
point on St. Clair Street, as shown by maps on Exhibit No. 3, trans
ferring a bridge from a northerly point on St. Clair Street to this new 
(!Ut-ofl', dredging the Creek to a uniform depth of 15 to 16 feet of water, 
and building a municipal dock 900 feet in length on both sides of said 
creek, which is also shown on maps under Exhibit No. 3 as well as by 
photographs of same. This improvement removes certain undesirable 
:features of said creek and improved its navigation by the change of 
ellminating part of the bend of Swan Creek and cutting a new channel 

as shown on Exhibit No. 3, the city of Toledo saved an additional ex
pense of. building a new bridge for Superior Street extended and also 
Short Street extended, and also removed the waste lands within this 
territory. 

You will notice that not a single public officer of the State of Ohio 
or the city of Toledo will ask or are asking for the passage of this 
act (S. 6113), which should condemn it without any further argument. 
This league should have hesitated before going · before your honorable 
body asking f~ this legislation until such time when our home State 
and home city took action upon this matter. 

Under Exhibit No. 2 we also offer you resolution authorizing and 
directing the director of public service to enter into a contract or lease 
with the board of public works of the State of Ohio in relation to the 
abandonment of the part of the Miami & Erie Canal, known as Swan 
Creek, and the construction of a side cut from the easterly bank of 
Swan Creek to the abandoned side cut on the easterly side of St. Clair 
Street. This contract was entered into between the city of Toledo and 
the State of Ohio, and sald improvements have been made under this 
contract. The chief engineer for the United States Government also 
gave his consent and approval for this improvement, so that all of his 
details have been excuted in proper manner. Under Exhibit No. 2 we 
also offer you a history of the Miami & Erie Canal as located within 
the city of Toledo. Under Exhibit No. 3 we offer you map showing 
proposed plan for changing Swan Creek and also abandonment of same, 
a detail sketch of Toledo side cut, a comprehensive plan for the diver
I'Jion of Swan Creek, and the making of all necessary improvements with 
bridges, streets, and docks. ' Exhibit No. 3 also contains a map of the 
city of Toledo, a map in detail covering the special section of th~ city 
of Toledo covered by Swan Creek and Miami & Erie Canal. and also 
showing a map of Lucas County, Ohio, showing that Swan Creek origi
nates in Henry and Fulton Counties, Ohio, and is at least 25 miles in 
length. If Swan Creek was eliminated at its present month, it woul<l 
be necessary to divert thi.s stream at some other point southwesterly 
from the city of Toledo, and this again would entail the building of 
many new bridges and also a river bed to drain the Swan Creek Valley 
watershed to the Maumee River. From every economic and business 
viewpoint you will note that this plan would be impractical and 
visionary. 

We might say in conclusion that many of those that are promoting 
this league expect to gain some financial benefit by the change of the 
Summit Street location and it is also common gossip that the railroad 
companies wt.o are under cover have some plan through this diversion 
that they anticipate compll"tlng. 

We, the undersigned, otYer the foregoing brief as matters of record 
and fact pertaining to our conduct of business upon Swan Creek, the 
use of waters upon the Miami & Erie Canal, and all procedures and 
hearings that have been held in the past before the Common Council of 
the City of Toledo and its public officers, the members of the Legisla
ture of the State of Ohio, the committee representing the members of 
the Legislature of the State of Ohio the chief engineer of the State. of 
Ohio, and all such public organizations as have heard this question 
discussed; that these statements and records are true and accurate, to 
the best of our belief ana understanding. 

THE TOLEDO BUILDEBS' SUPPLY CO., 
Per A. R. KUHLMAN, Secret-ary and Treasurer. 

THE TOLEDO GRAIN & Mn,LING co., 
Per D. W. CAMP, President. 

'l'HE OHIO BUILDERS' SUPPLY Co., 
By R. E. Do VILLE, President and Manager. 

THE W. 0. HOLST BUILDERS' SUPPLY CO., 
Per W. 0. HOLST. 

ExHIBIT DOCKS AND BOAT. 
TOLEDO, OHIO, December 23, 191-'f. 

We, the undersigned, officers of the W. 0 . .Holst Builders' Supply 
Co., a corporation under the State laws of Ohio, located in the city of 
Toledo, Ohio, make the following statement: 

1. That we employ two boats in the conduct of our business during 
the season of navigation, who regularly travel the Great Lakes and 
also enter the Canadian waters for the purpose of delivering sand and 
other material to our docks. 

2. That during the season of 1914 we handled. 46,300 tons of sand 
on our docks, situated on Swan Creek. near Erie Street. 

8. W--e hereby attach Exhibits A, B and C, which are true photo
graphs of recent date of our docks on Swan Creek, as now located. near 
Erie Street, said dock being 500 feet, more or less·. Exhibit C is one 
of the boats regularly used in transporting our sand. 

STATE OF OHIO, Lucas Oounty, ss: 
I, William 0. Holst, being first duly sworn, on my oath say that the 

foregoing statement has been made by myself from · the records of the 
books of the W. 0. Holst Builders' Supply Co., at Toledo, Ohio, and 
the same are true and accurate, to the best of my knowledge and 
belief. 

(SEAL.] . THE W. 0. HOLST BUILDERS' SUPPLY Co., 
By W. 0. HOLST, President. 

W. 0. HOLST. 
Sworn to and subscribed in my presence this 26th day of December, 

1914. 
(SEAL.] LEVERETT 0LCOT'.I.' ROWLEY, 

Notary Public, Lz~cas Oounty, Ohio. 

TOLEDO, OHIO, December :?3, 1914. 
We, the undersigned, officers of the Toledo Builders' Supply Co., a 

corporation tmder the State laws of Ohio, located in the city of Toledo, 
Ohio, make the following statement: 

1. That we employ three boats in the conduct of our business, regis
tered under the followlng names: Walter D., 250 tons; Laura D., 220 
tons ; DUBsauZt, 78 tons. 

2. These boats during the season of navigation regularly travel the 
Great Lakes and also enter the Canadian waters for the purpose of 
transporting and delivering sand and other material to our dock. 

3. That during this season of 1914 we built a new dock on Swan 
Creek 400 feet in length, so as to more conveniently handle our prod
ucts. We were enabled to make this latter improvement on account of 
the improvement made by the city of Toledo in straightening this chan
nel and dredging Swan Creek to uniform depth of 15 to 16 feet at its 
lowermost point near the Maumee River. 

4. During the season of 1914 we handled 16,300 tons of sand on our 
small dock on Swan Creek, but on account of our new equipment we wlll 
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be able to handle 100,000 tons during the season ·of · l9J.54 We :ha-ve 
been forced to handle much of our product on other d{)cks on .accGunt 
of lack of facility. 

5. We hereby attach Exhibits A and B, which are true photographs ot 
recent date of our docks on Swan Creek as now located near St. Clair 
Street, giving us approximately 650 feet of do.ck trontag:e upon Swan 
Creek. 

(SEAL.] THE TOLEDO BUILDERS' 'SUI'l'.LY Co., 
By A. R. KuHL~IAN, Secretary. 

• rATE OF OHIO, Lucas Oountv, &S: 
I, A. R. Kuhlman, being first du1y sworn, on my oath say that the 

foregoing statement has been made by myself from the records of the 
books of the Toledo Builders' Supply Co. at Toledo, Ohio, and the same 
are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

A. R. KUHLMAcN. 
Sworn to and subscribed in my 1_)resence this 26th day of December, 

1914. 
(SEAL.) LEVERETT ALCOTT ROWLEY, 

Notary P-ublic, Lucas OotmtJJ, OhiD. 

[A. R. Kuhlman, chairman protest convention, Toledo, Ohio, secretary 
and treasurer Toledo Builders' Supply Co., Toledo, Ohio.] 

Protest against Senate bill S. 6113, passed August 25, 191-i, addressed 
to Hon. 1VILLIAM C. AD.BlSON, chairman Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Committeeh and members of said committee of House of 
Representatives, Was ington, D. C. 
DEAR S:rns: We hand you herewith a protest against Senate bill 
. 6113) an act to authorize the closing to navigation of Swan Creek, 

in the city of Toledo, Ohio. 
1. We wish to show that no public official for the city of Toledo .o.r 

the State of Ohio is ask-Ing or urgin&" the aforesaid leltisla.tion. 
2. That said Swan Creek is eons1dered a navigabfe stream from Its 

mouth at the .Maumee River for a distance southwestet•ly of S miles and 
is now used extensively fm· shipping and wharfing. That it has for a 
~reat di tance a depth of 15 feet of water. We, the undersigned, all 
b~ing property holders on said Swan Creek and the Miame & Erie Canal, 
using said creek and docks in the peacefu1 conduct of our business and 
also water from said Miame & Erie Canal for the conduct of our mill· 
ing businc s, and nll of us and our predecessors have used same for a 
period of 70 years. We are owners of several boats that ply I'egularly 
upon sald Swan Creek during season of navigation, ope:rating upon the 
Great Lakes, handljng many thousands of tons of cargo. For many 
years the docks of Swan Creek were used as the center of the lumber 
and coal yards, but in recent years the .shipping and docks have been 

mployed in the handling of 80 per cent of the builders' supplies tor the 
great city of 'J.'oledo. · 

Under separate cover we offer you photographs and affidavits to show 
the extent of such traffic on said sh·e~~.m. These ve sels are regularly 
employed in said traffic we represent, lt being one of the l!u·gest single 
traffic units in the city of Toledo. The dock pToperties in the city of 
Toledo along the Maumee River a.re practically all in the hands of the 
Pennsylvania Railroad Co., New York Central Railway Co., Toledo & 
Ohio Central Railroad Co., Cincinnati, Hamilton & Dayton Railroad Co., 
Hocking Valley Railroad Co., Wabash Railroad Co., Michigan Central 
Railroad Co., and the Terminal Railroad Co., as well as the utility 
corporations of the elty of To"ledo. So that the kind of water traffic in 
which we are engaged is now restricted to the banks of Swan Creek, and 
with the rapid growth of the city of Toledo the use of this body of 
water becomes more apparent, being the poor man's home, against the 
1·ailroad companies, and public-utility corporations having taken posses
sion of practically all the available dock pt·operty on the Maumee River. 

The abandonment of Swan Greek would cause a great hardship and 
financial loss upon all those who are now peacefully plying their busi
ness upon said creek. Reviewing this elfmination still further, you 
must keep in mind these facts : That the State o:f Ohio has a grenter 
interest in Swan Creek than any of the undersigned interests in same. 
The Miami & Erie Canal, one of the branches of the canal system in the 
&ate of Dhio, locks into Swan Creek by n. et .of five l{)eks, marked on 
maps accompanying this protest, a1: a point that is about 1 mile from 
the mouth of said str&•un, these locks being the eastern terminus of 
sn.ld canal, connecting it with the Great Lakes and the Atlantic Ocean. 
The State of Ohio for many years maintained a towing path along said 
Swan Creek to the point of its month at the Maumee River~ We also 
ha.ttd you reference to ease No. 3731, common pleas court. Toledo, 
Ohio, from records county cler.k of Lucas County, Ohio. 

· [State of ·Ohio v. Charles Carpenter. Record, vol. 17. p. 61G, filed Apr. 
29, 3.859.] 

The Common Pleas Court of Lucas County in said case, No. 3731, 
which action was confirmed and approved by the Supreme Court of the 
State of Ohio, which .i Teported in the 1~th Ohio State, under title 
of Charles Carpenter v. State of Ohio, this case having gone up to the 
sup,reme court on en·or. 

The court held that the State of Ohlo never appropriated Swan 
Creek as a part of the present Miami & Elrie Canal ; that Swan Creek 
was a navigable stream open to the C{)mmerce of the world; but that 
the State of Ohio did acquire a .fee _simple title to 10 feet of land along 
the southerly bank of Swan Creek for 11 towing path. From the fore
going facts it will be readily understood that Swan Creek became the 
terminus of the Miami & Erie Canal and -connected it ·with the 'Great 
Lakes, from Toledo, Ohio, to Cincinnati, Ohio, on the Ohio River. 

We have in Toledo an organization known as the Swan Creek Elimi
nation Le:1.gue, who have carried on for the past four years a campaign 
to eliminate said stream. This league has been supplied with large 
sums of mone.v from various ·sources. They have advertised most e.x
tensively in all of our dally papers, also by special circulars. sectional 
me-etings in our city, and through this a!!itation .have en~aged the serv
ice of men at compensation to secure names to a petition askina the 
common council of the city of Toledo and the State and Federal iegis
lative bodies to limlnate this waterway. This petition was ;presented 
to tlle common council of Toledo, Ohio, in the yea.r of lSU, under what 
is uow known as the .Brand Whitlock administration. This ·council, 
after hearing all arguments and nceepting ·Said petitions, appointed ·an 
engineer of standing to make extensive maps and survey of this Swan 
Creek Valley, and the mayor, Brand Whitlock, also ·appointed -a com
mission to investigate the conditions and report u-pQn unprovements ln 
S"·an Creek and Tenmile Creek and their valleys. After many pubUc 
heJrings and a report from the said committee, the council of the ·city 
of 'l'oledo, both ln 1912 and 1913, rejected the request of said peti
tioners. 

In the year of 1014 the city of Toledo mo-ved into public office a.n 
entit-e riew ndmlnistraUon, including the mayor and C{)mmon -council, 
and again this league otl'ered their project to this new cummon coun<!ll, 

and more publi!! hearings were held, and again within this year of 1914 
this project was rejected by the pt·esent common ,council. During all -of 
these periods these maps and .orat{)rs appeared befot·e the .Business 
Men's Club of the dty cOl Toledo, the largest publlc eommerce club o1 
our clt:r, .and this club .refused to indorse thls Froject. lt -was then 
taken before the central labor body of the city '() Toledo, and throug-h 
the Tugmen's Union, cOne of the branches of the Central Labor Union, 
re olutlons were adopted opposin~ the .elimination of Swan Greek and 
the Tol-edo ~en's Protective association Issued a bookl-et, whic'h we 
otl'er you as Exhibit No4 1. entiUed "Swan Creek: Its Use and Abu e." 

The commission appointed by former M.a7or Brand Whitlock, wh<l J.s 
now United States minister to ~~urn, made the following report: 

That lt was opposed to the e · ation of Swan Creek-
~· Because no general benefit wou1d follow the large expense involved. 

- 2. The stream ls valuabl-e for navigation purposes, and great bcnefi ts 
would resolt by proper imJJrovement. 

3. The stream colild not only- be made useful for business pnrposcs. 
but an interesting feature of the city. 

4. The cost of elimination would eventua'lly become a very great sum, 
involving the -expenditure of milUons of dollars. 

The commission further recommends a system of intercepting sewers 
and the appointment of a -commission to make a comprehensive study of 
the best system .for improving the ·low territory and ma.rsh:.v lands not 
sufficiently improved. Al-so by the elimination of sewage "matter the 
water of the creek would become comparatively pure and i.no!fensive 
leaving the physical improvement of the stream a matter of mechanical 
con tructlon. 

There is not a single newspaper of standing in Toledo advocating this 
elimination, and llll Items appearing in favor of this elimination ar-e 
marked "Paid advertisements" and the News-Bee, of Toledo, having 
the largest circulation in our elty, Tefused to accept paid advertisements . 

In the year of 1913 this league had pending before the legislature of 
the State of Ohio an act to vacate Swan Creek and the Miami & Erie 
Canal, but this act was also defeated by a laTge majority at that time. 
A commission was appointed by a reso.Jution of the Ohio Legislature in 
the year of 1913 for the J)urpose of investigatin&" all of the canals of the 
State of Dhio. Said legislativ-e committee visited Toledo in the year 
1913, making an -extensive survey and giving a public hearing upon the 
elimination of Swan Creek and the Miami ·& IDrie Canal, and after 
careful deliberation this committee filed its report against said elimina
tion. Said report is now a ·matter of record at Columbus~ Qhio. The 
commission re.commended that the proposal of certain TOledo citizens 
be held in abeyance in view of 'the commis ion's own report for a barge 
canal from the Ohio River at Cincinnati, Ohio, to Lake Erie at Toledo, 
and also in view of the proposition of a deep waterway from Toledo, 
Ohio, to Chicago, Ill., by way of Defiance and Jj'o.rt Wayne, Ind. 

In view of the foregoing facts and reports you will note that the 
State of Ohio should be considered the most important factot· in con
junction with those wbo are now using Ewan Creek for the conduct of 
their business. . 

At an open meeting held ln Toledo, Ohio, on June 3, 1013, in 
council chamiJcr, by Maj. Bromwell, chief engineer for the Federal 
Government in our district, \vith offices at Cleveland. O)llo, another 
extensi"ve hearing was given on the question of Swan Creek elimination. 
But up to date no report has been furnished the dty of Toledo from 
the War Department, but it was considered that Maj. Bromwell .felt 
that the question should be ~ettled by the State of Ohio nnd the city 
of Toledo before the Federal Government should take any .action. 

Nineteen . large sewers empty into Swan Creek;, which has caused 
great poUuti.on -of its waters, "ftlld t}le State board of public health 
have · ordered that a trunk sewer be located along said creek to carry 
said sewage to Maumee Bay. Legislation is now pending in city 
council to carry out this mandatory order from the State board of 
public health. 

It is um· impression that Senator BURTON was misled by the gentle
men who delivered this extensive petition and requested the passage 
of an act, S. 6113, by not giving him all of the preceding iacts leading 
up to their request, and without furthet• in-vestigation he presented this 
act foT its passage. We had no hearing or opportunity for protc t and 
no knowledge of its consideration until after such time when the public 
pr s carried it ns a news item. This league have at all time been 
able to employ -eminent counsel, who bave made splendid arguments. 
nnd unlimited capital for their campaign bas enabled them to go 
from one legislative body to .another, and when final hearlng bas been 
gi~n tllpY have at all times lost their point. The "SUperintendent of 
public l'ks, J"olm W. Mill~r. fot• the St:nte of Ohio, who is also the 
chief engineer under the laws of the State of Ohio and who has chat·.-re 
ot all of the canals of our State, has never .approved these projects. 
and ·shou1d be called as a witness before your committee, and no action 
should be taken by your honorable committee without his consent m: 
approval. Mr. Miller would l.Je tbe most available man to brin"' before 
~':v-~n -~;:tr:!~~ ~ge ~ro)o~ ~~ie ~~~d ~pini{)n on the matter of 

Under Exhibit No. 2 we offer an ordinance, bein"' a certified copy of 
council proceedings, city of Toledo, December 'V, i912, to provide for 
the issuin~. of bonds of the city of· Toledo for the ·purpose .of opening 
and ertenaing Superior Street from Swan Creek to Clayton Street l~y 
cm·ving both !St. Clair Street and Superior Street in one. street, extend
ing from the cut-off to Clayt{)n Street, in the city of Toledo, Ohio. 
T:his bond issue was f{)r the sum of $114,000 and was expended dming 
the year of .1914 by the city of Toledo to straighten Swan Creek at 
a certain point on St. Clair Street, as shown by maps on EXhibit No. 3, 
transferring :a bridge from a northe·ly point on St. Clair "Street to 
this new cut-otl', dredging the creek ro a unif{)rm depth of 15 to lG feet 
of water, and building a municipal dock 900 feet in length on b{)th 
sides of said creek, which iis also shown on maps u.nuer Exhibit ·o. 8 
as well as by photographs of same. Thi!'1 improvement removed certain 
Uildesirable features 'Of aid creek and 'improved its Da>igation by the 
change of eliminating part of the bend of Swan Cr k and cutting a 
new channel, n:s shown on Exhibit No. 3. The city of Toledo saved an 
additional rexpense of buildin"' a new bridge for Superior Street x
tended nnd also Short Street extended and also removed the waste lands 
within this territory. 

You will notice that not a sjnglc public officer of the State of Obio 
or the city of Toledo will ask or are nsking for the passage of tbi.s 
act, S. 13113, which should condemn it without any fm·ther argument. 
This league- should have hesitated before going before your honorable 
body asking ·foT tbis legislation until such time when our home Stare 
and home :city took action upon this matter. 

Under Exhibit No. 2 we also offer you rresolution authorizing ·and 
directing the director of public service to enter into a contract or lease 
with -the board o.f public work of the State 'Of Ohio in relation to the 
abandonment .of the part of the Miami & Erie Cnnnl known .as Swan 
Creek ana the construction of a side cut from the easteri..v, bank ef Swan 
Creek to the abandoned side .cut on- tbc easterly side of dt. Clair Street. 
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This cor.tract was entered into between the city of Toledo and the
State of Ohio and said improvements have been made under this con
tract. The chief engineer for the United States Government also gave 
his consent and approval for this improvement, so that all .of his 
details have been executed in proper manner. Under Exhibit No. 2 we 
also offer you a history of the Miami & Erie Canal as located within 
the city of Toledo. Under Exhibit No. 3 we offer you map showing 
proposed plan for changing Swan Creek and also abandonment of 
same, a detail sketch of 'l.'oledo side cut, a comprehensive plan for the 
diversion of Swan Creek, and the making of all necessary ixp.Pr9YI.l
ments with bridges, streets, and docks. Exhibit No. 3 alSO cbfltains 
a map of the city .of Toledo, a map in detail covering the spe~ial section 
of the city of Toledo covered by Swan Creek and Miami & Erie Canal, 
and also showing a map of Lucas County, Ohio, showing that Swan 
Creek originates in Henry and Fulton Counties, Ohio, and is at least 25 
miles in length. If Swan Creek was eliminated at its present mouth 
it would be necessary to divert this stream at some other/oint south
westerly from the city of Toledo, and this again woul entail the 
building of many new bridges and also a river bed to drain the Swan 
Creek Valley watershed to the Maumee River. From every economic 
and business viewpoint you will note that this plan would be im
practical and visionary. 

We might say in conclusion that many of those that are promoting 
this league expect to gain borne financial benefit by the change of the 
Summit Street location, and it is also common gossip that the railroad 
companies, who are under cover, have some plan through this diversion 
that they anticipate completing. 

We, the undersigned, offer the foregoing brief as matters of records 
and facts pertaining to our conduct of business upon Swan Creek, the 
use of waters upon the Miami & Erie Canal, and all procedures and 
hearings that have been held in the past before the common council of 
the city of Toledo and its public officers, the members of the Legislatur~ 
of the State of Ohio the committee representing the members of the 
Legislature of the State of Ohio, the chief engineer of the State of 
Ohio, and all such public organizations as have heard this question 
discussed ; that these statements and records ..are true and accurate to 
the best of our belief and understanding. 

THE TOLEDO BUILDERS' SUPPLY Co., 
Per A. R. KUHLMAN, Secretary and Trea8urer, 

THE TOLEDO GRAIN & :MILLING Co., 
Per D. W. CA~IP, President. 

THE OHIO BUILDERS' SUPPLY Co., 
By R. E. DE VILLE, President and Manager. 

THE W. 0. HOLST BUILDERS' SUPPLY Co., 
Per W. 0. HOLST. 

~ 

TOLEDO, OHIO, December 23, 1911,. 
We, the undersigned, officers of the Toledo Grain & Milling Co., a 

corporation under the State laws of Ohio, located in the city of Toledo, 
Ohio, make the following statement, to wit: 

The Toledo Grain & Milling Co., which Is located on the Miami & 
Erie Canal at Locks 3, 4, and 5, just above where the canal emptle~ 
into Swan Creek, has a mill and storage elevator which Is dependent 
upon this creek for its power in the conduct of the aforesaid business. 
This company bas a lease from the State of Ohio .for water power from 
this canal, calling for 4,800 cubic feet of water per minute at wier at 
Lock 6, sufficient to give them 150 horsepower. This water passes 
through their water wheels, then into the levels below, and thence into 
Swan Creek. Our lease does not expire until December 31, 1942, or 
28 years. This company's mill has a capacity of 500 barrels of flour, 
200 tons of meal. chop, and feed per day, also has a . grain-soorage 
capacity of 200,000 bushels. Should Swan Creek be declared not navi
gable and closed for all navigation, as per .bill S. 6113~-. before your 
honorable body, the next step would be taken to ask the ;:state of Ohio 
to relinquish their rights to the canal terminal, and thereby damage 
this growing and thriving industry without an adequate compensation 
for damages. 

In the year of 1907 the State of Ohio, af tremendous cost, bul1t five 
new locks, lockin~ the water from the Miami & Erie Canal into Swan 
Creek. These locks are built of concrete and very permanent construc
tion. This present milling property and their poi.-edecessors have occupied 
this property for the conduct of their business since the year of 1848. 

(Exhibits A and B are true photographs of recent date of our mills 
located on the Miami & Erie Canal.) 
STATE OF OHIO, Lucas Oounty, ss: 

I, D. W. Camp, being first duly sworn, on my oath say that the fore
going statement bas been made by myself from the records of the books 
of the 'l.'oledo Grain & Milling Co., and also from common knowledge 
of conditions affecting the Miami & Erie Canal and ~wan Creek, and 
the same are trne and accurate to the best of my knowledge and beliel . 

[SEAL.] THE TOLEDO GRAIN & MILLING Co., 
By D. W. CAMP, President. 

D. W. CAMP. 

19~;,orn to and subscribed in my presence this 24th day of December, 

[SEAL.] .. w. G. SHEPARD, 
• Nota1·y Pitblic, Lucas Dotmty, Ohio. 

(1\ly commission expires Feb. 16, 1917.) 

Whereas every nation in the world 1s trying to increase its waterways 
and dockage, in the knowledge that water transportation is the cheap
est known transportation, and believing that the surest and speediest 
way to develop the resources of our city and the growth. of the com
munity and promote prosperity to every interest is to improve all 
our waterways as fast and as far as we can; and 

Whereas there is some discussion with reference to the elimination of 
that part of Swan Creek which is now navigable and is J.eiilg used 
by many industries for dock purposes : Therefore be it 
Resolved, That we, members of the Toledo Produce Exchange, are 

opposed to the elimination of S>tan Creek and the loss of any of its 
dock properties by the diversion of this stream ; and further be it 

Resolved, · That we would favor the deepening and straightening of 
the present stream, thereby increasing its present usefulness. 

F. 0. PADDOCK, President. 
OFFICE OF THE TOLEDO PRODUCE EXCHANGE, 

Toledo, Ohio, December 23, 1911,. 
I, Archibald Gassaway, secretary of the Toledo Produce lilxchimge of 

the city of Toledo, hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of a 
resolution passed _.bY the Toledo Produce Exchange on the 2d day of 

June, 1913, the original of which is on l:ile in the office of said ex: 
change at Toledo, Ohio. · 

In witness whereof, I have hereunto subscribed my name and affixed 
the seal of the said exchange the day and date above written. , .1 [SEAL.] ., ,.. A.RCHIBALD GASSAWAY, SecretanJ .. , 

~ 
;-.· t,-·· P ·-·•• • • TOLEDO, OHIO, December 28, 't9.V,. 

We the undersigned officers of the Ohio Builders' Supply Co., a cor
poration under the State laws of Ohio, located iu tlle city ot Tol~dot . 
Ohjo, _ P-lake the following statement: 

1. That the boats of the Doville Lake Sand & Gravel Co., of Toledo, 
Ohio, regularly during the season of navigation deliver at our dock 
the neces·sary sand imd other materjal for the conduct of our business. 

2. That during the season of 1914 we handled over our docks 19,277 
tons of sand and gravel fi·om the Great Lakes and the Canadian 
waters. 

3. We hereby attach Exhibits A, B, and C, which represent a true 
photograph of our dock located on Swan Creek at Toledo, Ohio. 

[SML,j THE OHIO BUILDERS' SUPPLY CO., 
By RAYMOND E. DOVILLE, . · 

Preside1~t ana Manage,._ 
STATE OF OHIO, l.Atca8 Oounty, ss: 

I, Raymond E. Doviile, being first duly sworn, on my oath say that 
the foregoing statement has been made by myself from the record of 
the books of the Ohio Builders' Supply Co. at Toledo, Ohio, and the 
same are true and accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

RAYMOND E. DOVILLE. 

19~;orn to and subscribed in my presence this 26th day of December, 

LEVERETT ALCOTT ROWLEY, 
Notary PttbUc, l.Atcas Oout~ty, Ohio. 

Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani
mous consent to extend llis remarks in the REcoRD. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. GOODWIN of Arkansas. I yield three minutes to the 

gentleman from Ohio [1\Ir. WHITACRE]. 
Mr. WHITACRE. :Mr. Speaker, the Chinese have no mo

nopoly on tricks that are vain; n.nd the remark made by the 
gentleman from Kansas here a few minutes ago-that when you 
have something rotten and want to get it through, bring it in 
in the last hours-applies to this. 

1\Ir. GORDON. Riders on appropriation bills. 
Mr. WHITACRE. Bring it in in the last hom·s and shut off 

. all debate; shut the mouths of everybody who has anything to 
say about it. This proposition to declare this creek nonnaviga
ble is rotten from top to bottom. The purpose of it is to take 
away the private property of a few private citizens in order to 
e:Ub.ance the value of the private property of a few other private 
citizens. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITACRE. No; I can not yield; I have only three 

minutes. You have had your debate and you have cut off all 
other debate. 

1\Ir. SHERWOOD. If the gentleman wants the truth be will 
yield. 
. Mr, WHITACRE. I will yield if the gentleman will gi\e me 

five minutes of his time. 
Mr. SHERWOO:Q. I can not get any time. 
Mr. WHITACRE. Then do not take up my time. This creek 

is navigable and is used every day in the year except when it 
is frozen up. 

1\Ir. SHERWOOD. I challenge the gentleman to produce a 
single vessel that ever sailed up that creek. 

1\fr. WHITACRE. I can show the gentleman a picture of th~ 
. creek. 

Mr. SHERWOOD. The gentleman can not name a vessel tbn t 
ever sailed up that creek. 
· Mr. WHITACRE. I can name lots of them. I will tell you 

gentlemen what that creek is used for. There are people on 
the creek who have sand docks, and they supply the city witil 
sand. The sand is taken from up the Maumee River and 
brought down on sand barges and is unloaded on these docks 
on Swan Creek and then distributed to all the builders and 
people of the city who want to build. All the .docks on this 
part of the river [indicating· on the map] are taken up and 
monopolized, and there is no place for these people to unload, 
except to go _way down the river, along here. The purpose is 
to drive these men out and monopolize the sand business in the 
hands of a few men who happen to have the luck to get a dock 
that is along the river here. 

Mr. KEY of Ohio. , Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WHITACRE. No; I will not yield. f have not fue time. 

If these people are driven . out of there, the city of Toledo for 
all time to come-all the builders-will be compelled to pay an 
extra cost for their sand. It costs about 25 cents per ton per 
mile, for trucking, and they will have 4 or 5 miles to haul 
that load of sand, and that is a perpetual burden on all tbe 
building operations in the city. 
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Mr. MOORE. How much water is there in this creek? 
Mr. WHI'l'ACRE. Twelve to fifteen feet at high water. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

. expired. . 
Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield four minutes to the 

gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. SMALL]. 
Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, co Member can more seriously 

object to the manner in which this bill comes back here than I 
have, and I doubt if any Member of the House has more 
grounds for objection for local reasons, and still I am going to 
vote for the motion to concur in the Senate bill. The only 
reason I shall do so is the information that comes to us that 
it is a concurrence with this bill or no river and harbor bill 

. at thi~ session. The failure to pass the bill would be a public 
calamity. Works in progress would cease, Government plants 
would deteriorate, and our water-borne commerce would suffer. 
This bill carries ~ $25,000,000 appropri~tion from the Treasury, 
and $5,000,000 diverted from appropna tions heretofore made 
for various projects and not used, making a total of $30,000,000. 

Mr. GORDON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. SM~L . . No; I can not yield. I wish to present just 

two propositiOns, however, as illustrating the inconsistency of 
the Senate in the manner of presenting this. bill to us. The 
House framed the best bill which it could present after months 
of patient consideration. All the important projects undei· con
struction were provided for by appropriations sufficient to con
t~nue work until June 30, 1916. There were evidently objec
twns by some Member or Members of the Senate to items of 
apl)l'O~riation in that bill because of lack of merit, and yet 
eT"ery Item as reported by the House Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors and as passed by this House had previously received 
the unqualified approval of the Army engineers. It is under
stood that this Senate bill was submitted by the Senator from 
Ohi~ [Mr. BURTON}, and that the Senate reluctantly felt con
stramed to accept It or have the bill as reported by the Senate 
committee talked to death. 

Now, what do we find, in spite of the objections to the items 
in the bill as passed by the House? 

We find the Senate passing a lump. appropriation of $30,000,-
000 to be spent-how? In the discretion of the engineers, and 
to be allotted by them. Presumably the engineers will make 
th~ allotment. to the projects selected by your committee and by 
this House. Could there be an example of greater inconsistency 
than that which is presented to us? The other body could not 
accept the House bill, every item of which had been recom
mended by the Army engineers ; and yet they appropriate the 
lump sum of $30,000,000 to be expended in the (liscretion of 
these same Army engineers.· 

Just one other illustration: This bill provides for the re
examination of certain projects upon which favorable reports 
have he.re~ofore been made and which have bee-n adopted and 
appropnatwns made therefor. Among those projects for which 
reexamination is provided is a section of the intracoastal water
way from Norfolk, Va., to Beaufort, N. C. If there has been 
any one project heretofore adopted by Congress which has been 
suneyed n:iore than any other, it has been this section of the 
intracoastal waterway. Beginning with 1875, there liave been 
at least fi:~e examina~ions and surveys, every one favorable; 
and yet this bill provides that there shall );)e a reexamination. 
I might advert to other items in the Senate bill which provides 
for reexamination of other projects, but I cite this simply to 
show the inconsistency which is back of the Senate bill and 
upon which it is predicated, and I hope that this will be the 
last time that the House will be called upon to approve such a 
bill as this. 

Referring again to the intracoastal waterway from Norfolk 
to Beaufort Inlet, N. C., there have been an unusually laree 
number of examinations and surveys of this inland waterway. 
In 1875 Congress ordered a surYey from the southern end of the 
Dismal Swamp Canal to the Cape Fear River, and a most valu
able report by S. T. Abert was made, which is to be found in 
the Annual Report of the Chief of Engineers for 1876, page 376. 

There were several subsequent reports, but the most im
portant was that authorized in the river and harbor act of June 
13, 1!)02, submitted to Congress February 19, 1904, and is printed 
as House Document No. 563, Fifty-eighth Congress second ses
sion. ~his report cove.r;s the route from Norfolk, "'~a., to Beau
fort, N. C., Inlet. The authorization was to determine the most 
advantageous route, with a channel depth of not less than 16 
feet, and the law further directed the engineers to include the 
probable cost of any existing privately-owned waterway which 
might f?rm a part of ,the I?roposed route an_d which it might be 
to the mt~rest of the Umted States to acquire.. The special 
board detailed thereon made an elaborate favorable report. The 
Board of Engineers for Rivers and Harbors in I;eYeiwing this 

report~ while co?ceding the importance of this waterway, stated 
as their concluswn. that the cost of a waterway 16 feet in depth 
was greater than the resulting benefits would justify and recom
mended that another survey be had between Norfolk and Beau
fort with a .view to securing a depth of 10 or 12 feet, as might 
be most desrrable, and they further expressed the opinion that a 
waterway of this lesser depth would greatly benefit commerce 
and possess military advantages. 

Congress authorized another examination and survey from 
Norfolk. to Beaufort in the river and harbor act of March 3, 
100u, With a depth of 10 to 12 feet, and this work was assirned 
to a specia~ board of engineer officers, and their report, ;ith 
the concurrmg approval of the Board of Engineers for Rivers 
and Harbors and the Chief of Engineers, was submitted to Con
g:ess on ~eceTI?-ber 3, 1906, and is printed as House Document 
No. 84, F1fty-nmth Congress, second session. This report con
t~ins estimate of ·cost for a depth of 10 and 12 feet, respec
tively, but recommended the latter depth. It also recommends 
the purchase of the Albemarle & Chesapeake Canal as a part 
of ~e route, provided the said canal could be purchased by the 
Umted States for a sum not exceeding $500,000. This report is 
altogether favorable to the project. . 

By the act of March 2, 1907, Congress provided for the con
struction of one section of this waterway from Norfolk to 
Beaufort, by making an appropriation for the construction of 
the Ada~s Creek Canal connecting Neuse ltiver with Beaufort 
Inlet, with a channel depth of 10 feet. This canal was so con
structed a~ to admit of dredging it to a greater depth. 

In. the river and harbor act of March 3, 1909, Congress au
thoriZed the survey for a continuous waterway from Boston 
to Beaufort, with a maximum depth of 25 feet and such lesser 
depths along any portion as may be found sufficient for com
m~rcial, naval, and military purposes. This report was ~ub
mitted to Congress on January 4, 1912, and is printed as House 
Document No. 391, Sixty-second Congress, second session. This 
is an elaborate report and discusses in detail all the inter\en
ing links between Boston and Beaufort, including the link from 
Norfolk to Beaufort. This report recommended the construc
tion of a waterway 12 feet deep between Norfolk and Bea nfort 
at a total cost of $5,400,000, which included $500,000 for the pur
chase of the existing Albemarle & Chesapeake Canal. 

Congress adopted the project from Norfolk to Beaufort in 
accordance with the report last named in the river and harbor 
act of 1912, and appropriated $600,000, of which $500,000 was 
to be used in the purchase of the Albemarle & Chesare:tke 
Canal property. This canal has been purchased and is now the 
property of the United States. 

In the river and harbor act of 1913 an additional approt~ria
tion of $800,000 was made for this project. It is understood 
that contracts have been made which involve the expenditure of 
substantially all the existing appropriations. The work on 
this project so far undertaken is on that section between Nor
folk and Albemarle Sound. 

Out of the lUlllp appropriation contained in the river nnd 
harbor act of 1914, no allotment was made for this project for 
the reason that it was assumed that the existing appropriations 
would continue the work up to March, 1915. 

There has never been an unfa 'orable report on this inland 
waterway from Norfolk to Beaufort as to its commercial and 
military ad\antages. 

Mr. SPARKMAN . .Mr. Speaker, how does the time stand? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (l\Ir. GARNER). The gentleman 

from Florida has five minutes remaining. 
1\fr. SP A.RKl\IAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 

gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GoEKE],. 
Mr. GOEKE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to say just a few words 

about the provision in this bill that withdraws jurisdiction of 
the United States over Swan Creek in the city of Toledo. As 
far as I am personally concerned, I am content to rest my vote 
on that proposition upon the advice of my distinguished col
league, Gen. SHERWOOD, who represents that district and city. 
There is no man in Congress or out of Congress who knows 
more about the merits of the question than he does, and when 
he says that the people of Toledo want this bill passed in this 
form, I believe him. He would not misrepresent the facts. 
This House can well afford to follow his judgment and vote for 
the bill. [Applause.] · 

Mr. SHERWOOD. I would say to the gentleman that every 
newspaper in Toledo but one, 20 civic societies, every lending 
business on Summit Street, with 6,000 names in the petition, 
approve the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GORDON. And every city official in Toledo is against it. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GOEKE. Yes. . 
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Mr. SHERLEY. There is a protest filed here in which it is t by the engineers that have been abandoned-wasted money? 

stated that in order to get the newspapers to publish this propo- Read the RECOBD of last night and find a list mentioned in the 
ganda. they had to have paid advertisements. Senate which have been abandoned after having been com

M:r. SHERWOOD. This is an editorial from the Toledo menced by the engineers. How many projects in this House 
Blade. have been defeated that were recommended by the engineers? 

Mr. GOEKE. These- protests that the distinguished gentle- One-of $18,000,000 during the past session. How many projects 
man from Kentucky produces here-and I have seen them- are land-reclamation projects, water-power projects, or projects 
are furnished by a gentleman named John. B. Friend, the paid for various other special interests? The engineers are to be 
attorney of the people who are protesting against the passage given the sole right by this bill to expend $30,000,000 of the 
of this bill. people's money for the first time in the history of the country, 

:Mr. WHITACRE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? with $30,000,000 of an unexpended balance now on hand. And 
Mr. GOEKE. Yes. - this vast amount and power is for a river and harbor bill. 
Mr. WHITACRE. Is there any other paid attorney of the Army engineers now pass on all propositions; now they are 

other interest here? to legislate by determining where this extravagant, wasteful 
Mr. GOEKE. I have no knowledge of that. · appropriation shall be expended. Why not abrogate all powers 
Mr. WHITACRE. I have. to the Army engineers? What iniluence may govern their 
Mr. GOEKE. If the gentleman has be ought to make it action? 

known; but I would like to say to my distinguished colleague . Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I yield two min
from Ohio, for w:Pose judgment I have a great deal of respect, utes to the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. CooPER]. 
that I can not understand why be is meddling in this thing so 1\lr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, the attaching of riders to gen-
voeiferously this morning. [Laughter and applause.] eral appropriation bills is a vicious way to legislate. The 

Mr. SHERWOOD. Selling bricks. rider on this appropriation, a rider having nothing to do with 
Mr. GORDON. Why was not this sent to the Committee on appropriations, but declaring a stream to be nonnavigable, is 

Interst.:'tte and Foreign Commerce? . absolutely without excuse and worthy only of condemnation. 
J\Ir. GOEKE. 1\Ir. Speaker, the only ·thing that the United The question whether this stream should be declared. non

States Government and the people of the United States relin- , navigable ought not to be here as a rider on an appropriation 
quish, if we pass this amendment, is that in the future the Gov- bill but as a separate proposition, so that it could be decided 
ernment can not appropriate money to improve this little c1·eek on its own merits. If it could not pass on its merits, then it 
in the city of Toledo that has been a common nuisance for 20 ought not to pass at alL A bill to make this stream nonnavi
years. . gable was introduced in the present House; but numerous and 
.. 1\Ir. SHERLEY. Does it not mean that the Federal Govern- strong protests against ·the bill came from business men in 
ment gives up all control of any kind oT"er it? ' Toledo, and the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
. l\Ir. GORDON. Certainly. merce has never had hearings on it, and, of course, has neYcr 

l\fr. GOEKE. And when it does that the only material control reported it to the House.· And yet here it is as a rider. 
t~ gives up is th~ right'to expend money on that creek-nothing These protests set forth, among other things, that the city 
more and nothing less? of Toledo has just completed a dock 915 feet long on this 

l\fr. SHERLEY. Is it not true that there are terminal facili- stream at a total cost of $115,000. 
ties there that one railroad has, and that all of the other rail- The Clover Leaf Ter~al Co. has its only dock on this 
roads have terminal facilities on the l\Iaumee, and that by . stream, and the closing of this creek would deprive them of 
closing this you cut out competition? ! all of. the benefits of the river cargo navigation. There is a 

Mr. GOEKE. I want to answer that by saying that if there certain kind of traffic that comes to this railroad, which has 
are any private rights involved in this question the courts of its only terminal facilities on the creek. 
Ohio will see to it that every man's rights are protected. And if we deprive it of these terminal facilities that par-

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman. from Ohio has ticular kind of traffic will go to other railroads. The mayor 
expired. and all of the officials of the city, so these protests say, have 

l\Ir. GOODWIN of Arkansas. l\Ir. Speaker, I yield three refused to ask for this legislation. And it is most remarkable 
minutes to the gent;leman from Wisconsin [l\fr. FREAR]. that it shoUld be here now in the form of a rider upon a river 

1\Ir. FREAR. l\Ir. Speaker, for four days I endeavored as and harbor bil~, tJ:e _Ri;e~ and Har~or Committee of the 
best I could in a humble way to try to point out defects in this House not havrng JUriSdiction over bills to declare streams 
year's river and harbor bill when it was -before the House in nonnavigable. 
January. Now I have three minutes in which to discuss a But we are asked to vote for this rider and declare a streum 
$30,000,000 proposition that has not been discussed as to its in the city of Toledo nonnavigable OT"er the protest of many 
merits by anyone thus far. You haT"e talked for a half hour business men of the city, and without the sanction of the 
on a Swan Creek proposition to vacate a creek. It has been officials of the city or of the State, and, as we know, without 
stated here that the House is making itself ridiculous because the recommendation of our own committee headed by the gen
of action in the other branch of the Capitol. Let me say to- tleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. No committee of the 
you, gentlemen, it may. be true. Think of the proposition -you Hou~e has even considered the proposition. This method of 
have here. voting for $30,000,000 for . rivers and harbors and making laws ought not to be tolerated. 
putting that money into the hands of one man, an Army engi- The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
neer. Never before in the history of this country have you done The ¥e?-tleman from Arkansas [l\lr. GooDwiN] has one minute 
such a thing, except in the case of a President, and then during remammg. 
war for war purposes. To-day $30,000,000 is the unexpended Mr. S:\IALL. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex-
balance on all projects, or it was on the 1st day of last J"anu- tend my remarks in the RECORD. 
ary. Twenty-five million dollars are appropriated here in a The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
lump sum by this substitute bill, and $5,000,000 more of unex- unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is 
pended balance is added to that for 1915. That makes $30,000,- there objection. [After a pause.] The Chair , hears none. 
000 more to be expended-how? A~cording to the judgment l\fr. SPARKl\IAN. Mr. Speaker, I make_ the same request. 
and the wishes of one man, an Army engineer. Congress has Mr. TREADWAY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Arkan-
surrendered its representative capacity to one man. I agree sas agreed to yield to me. 
with you on that; but we have surrendered to an Army engi- The SPEAKER. - The gentleman from Massachusetts is rec-
neer, who determines where this $30,000,000 is to go. Think ognized. 
of the responsibility, when 10 years ago this appropriation Mr. TREADWAY. l\Ir. Speaker, I regret exceedingly as a 
was only $10,000,000. Now you· are making it $30,000,000, and member of the Committee .on Rivers and Harbors to be obliged 
let me say to you, gentlemen, that with $42,000,000 balance in to v.ote against the motion of the distinguished chairman. He 
~e Treasury, the low.est balance you have had for years, and himself says that he does not believe in the motion he makes, 
that is the report of yesterday, you are now assuming the that it is not good legislation for us to abrogate all our rights, 
respo:q.sibility of placing $30,000,000 in the hands of the engi- as this great legislative body will do, if we accept the amend
neers of this country to expend as they see fit-all of that vast ments. His only reason for the motion he makes is that he 
amount on one ._ proposition, if they choose. You have lost all feels it will be impossible to secure anything. else. Further 
control of legislation by this Senate amendment. I desired to than that, I want to · call attention to the fact that we are con
offer an amendment to red1,1ce the $?0,000,000 substitute to five fusing the provisiQns of very important legislation, as most of 
or ten million dollars, covering the cost of maintenance, and this debate l;la.s been confined to a little stream in Toledo, Ohio. 
I would have done so, but that privilege under the parlia- Do not vote on that propo~ition, gentlemen, but vote on the 
mentary situation has been lost. :You say that the engineers meTits of whether or not we should allow our legislative rights 
are to be trusted. · How many projects lli,lve been ~pprQved to be abrogated enttrely_ and takep away frQm us a:nd placed in 
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the hands of one department. Do just the .same for the War 
Department; do it for the Navy. Department; do it for all the 
departments, if ~on do it for one. Do not let us continue this 
policy any further. 

We were confronted by the same situation at the last ses
sion, and then yielded without the least effort to have the 
method of appropriating for rivers and harbors which bas been 
in vogue for many years continued. What object can there be 
for the existence of the Committee on Rivers and Harbors if, 
after months ·of careful study, their work is to be swept aside 
and all authority concentrated in the hands of the Chief of 
Engineers? It is neither fair to the committee nor a proper 
D;lethod of appropriating moD;ey. I never have been able to 
bring myself to support measures in which I did not believe, 
and I can not do so in this case. · 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman :from Massa
chusetts has expired. 

[By unanimous consent, 1\lr. SPARKMAN, 1\lr. GoEKE, 1\lr. CARA
WAY, 1\lr. HAMILL, Mr. WHITACRE, 1\fr. JACOWAY, and Mr. MAD
DEN were granted leave to ex.-tend their remarks in the RECORD 
on the river and harbor bilL] 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the 
Murray resolution. 

The. SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\fr. RAKER. 1\fr. Speaker, in the rush last night I forgot 

to ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks on the apple
box bill. I do it now. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks in the ·RECORD on the apple
box bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, r ask unanimous consent 

to extend my remarks in the RECORD on the same bilL 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

• The SPEAKI~R. Tlie gentleman from Florida [l\Ir. SPARK
MAN] is entitled to thJ·ee minutes. 
~ Mr. SP .ARKMAN. ~fio. Speaker, I yield two minutes to the 
gentleman from MisRouri [Mr. RussELL]. 

l\Ir. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I represent a large territory 
in the heart of the Mississippi Valley and a constituency that 
is deeply interested in the improvement of the Mississippi River 
and in the improvement of its levees for the protection of that 
rich agricultural country against frequent floods :from that 
ri\er. Not only because I live in that valley am I interested 
in this bill, but because I know that the Amelican people and 
all of the commercial interests of this country are deeply inter
ested in the improvement of the waterways of the country and 
in water transportation. 

There has been an effort in this House to-day to prejudice 
this bill because of one-man power, so called, in another branch 
of the American Congress. I myself am opposed to that sort 
of dictation as much as any man in this House, but it is a con
dition that confronts us to-day, and not a theory. The chairman 
of the Rivers and Harbors Committee [l\lr. SPARKMAN], and 
nearly all of the members of that committee, if not all of them, 
express themselves as believing that it is this bill to-day or 
nothing. ·I know that the opposition say there is an objection
able item in this bill making nonnavigable Swan Creek, in the 
city of Toledo, Ohio. The body at the other end of this Capi
tol has as much right to legislate as we have, and I am not 
yet ready to vote to abolish the United States Senate. They 
had a right to put that item in this bill, and I understand that 
the two United States Senators from the State of Ohio, one a 
Democrat and one a Republican, are both in :favor of this 
proposition. 

1\Ir. GORDON. Who told you that? 
Mr. RUSSELL. Gen. SHERWOOD told me that. 
l\lr. GORDON. I am advised that is not so. 
1\Ir. RUSSELL. The ·gentleman who represents the Toledo 

district, and not only represents that district but lives in that 
city, the grand old man of this House, Gen SHERwooD [ap
plause], stands here and says that he is willing to take the 
responsibility of making Swan Creek nonnavigable. If he and 
the two Senators from Ohio favor this item, why should we 
from other States object? 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
1\lr: SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my 

time to the gentleman from Tennessee [1\Ir. AusTIN]. 
Mr. AUSTIN. 1\Ir. Speaker, this House cau not afford to 

stop work on the improvement of the hundreds of waterways 
in this country for 15 months. We can not afford in the in
terests of the public service to have the engineering force dis-

organized and discharged, a trained and experienced force, 
turned loose in every State of the Union. This is a serious 
proposition before us. Our responsibility as representatives of 
the people, as custodians of the interests of the valious de
partments of this Government, should cause us to lay aside 
all spite and pique at the action of certain Members of the 
Senate and pass this bill. We might as well fail or refuse to 
vote· the necessary supplies for running the Army or the NavY. 
or the Department of Agriculture. All of these existing proj
ects have been adopted, millions of dollars have been ex
pended on them, and we are corifroilted now with. a cessation 
of work and an injury to the public works of this country on 
rivers a1;1d harbors which will run into the millions. If this 
work is not continued-if it is stopped-what has been done 
will be largely washed away, and we shall be called upon later 
on to vote thousands and thousands of dollars to repair the 
great injury to the rivers and harbors because we fail to pass 
this measure. · 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. SHERLEY. Division. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky demands a 

division. 
The House divided; and there wer~ayes 104, noes 47. 
1\Ir. SHERLEY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and riays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
1\fr. RUSSELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

extend my remarks in the RECORD. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules 

and taking this bill from the Speaker's table and concurring in 
the Senate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that, in 
the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds had voted in the affirmative. 

The question was taken ; and there were-yeas 222, nays 99, 
not voting 102, as follows: 

Abercrombie 
Adair 
Adamson 
Ainey 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson 
A swell 
Austin 
Baker 
Barkley 
Bartholdt 
Bathrick 

· Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Cal. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Brockson 
Brodbeck 
Browning 
Bruckner 
Brumbaugh 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Burgess 
Burnett 
Butler 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Candler, Miss. 
Caraway 
Carlin 
Carr 
Carter 
Casey 
Church 
Clancy 
Clark, Fla. 
Cline 
Coady 
Collier 
Connolly, Iowa 
Conry 
Cox 
Crisp 
Cullop 
Curry 
Danforth 
Davis 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dixon 

Aiken 
Ashbrook 
Avis 
Bailey 
Baltz 

[Roll No. 98.] 
YEAS-222. 

Donohoe Johnson, Ky. 
Doremus Johnson, Utah 
Driscoll Johnson, Wash. 
Drukker Jones 
Dupre Kahn 
Eagan Keating 
Eagle Kelley, Mich. 
Edmonds Kennedy, R. I. 
Edwards Kent . 
Evans Kettner 
Falconer Kitchin 
Farr Knowland, J. R. 
Fergusson Konop 
Ferris Kreider 
Fess La Follette 
Fields Langham 
Flood, Va. Langley 
Floyd, Ark. Lazaro 
Francis Lee, Ga. 
French Lee, Pa. 
Gallivan. Lesher 
Garner Levy 
Gru:rett, Tenn. Lewis, Pa. 
Garrett, Tex. Lieb 
Gilmore Linthicum 
Godwin, N.C. Lobeck 
Goeke Loft 
Goulden Logue 
Greene, Mass. Lonergan 
Gregg McKellar 
Griest McLaughlin 
Griffin Mahan 
Hamill Maher 
Hamilton, Mich. Manahan 
Hamlin Mapes 

~~~fs frfl,~r 
Harrison Mitchell 
Hawley Mondell 
Hay Moon 
Hayden Moore 
Hayes 1\Ior~an, Okla. 
Heffln Mmray 
Helm Nolan, J. I. 
Hinds Oglesby 
Holland ·Padgett 
Houston Paige, Mass. 
Howell Palmer 
Hughes, Ga. Park 
Hughes, W.Va. Parker, N.J. 
Hulings Parker, N.Y. 
Hull Patten, N Y. 
Humphrey, Wash. Patton, Pa. · 
Humphreys, Miss. Peters 
Igoe . Phelan 
Jacoway Porter 

Barton 
Beakes 
Borchers 

. Brown, N. Y. 

NAYS-99. 

Bro~n, W. Va. 

Browne, Wis. 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Bulkley 
Bu1·ke, S.Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 

Pou 
Powers 
Price · 
Quin 
Ragsdale 
Raker · 
Reilly, Conn. 
Riordan 
Roberts, Mass. 
Rothermel 
Rouse · 
Rucker 
Russell 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Shackleford 
Sherwood 
Sims 
Sinnott 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith, N.Y. 
Smith, Saml. W. 
Sparkman 
Stedman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stephens, Nebr. 
Stevens, linn. 
Stevens, N.H. 
Sumners 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Taylor, Ala. 
TenEyck 
Thacher 
Thomas 
Tribble 
Underbill 
Underwood 
Vare 
Vinson 
Vollmer 
Walker 
Walsh 
Watkins 
Weaver 
White 
Wilson, Fla. 
Winslow 
Young, Tex. 

Byrnes, S. C. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Cramton 
Davenport 
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Decker 
Dillon 
Doolittle 
Esch 
Finley 
FitzHenry 
Foster 
Fowler 
Frear 
Gallagher 
Gard 
Glass 
Goodwin, Ark. 
Gordon 
Gorman 
Gmham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa. 
Gray 
Green, Iowa 
Greene, Vt. 

Helgesen · Mott 
H~nry Murdock 
Hill Neeley, Kans. 
Johnson, S.C. Nelson 
Kelly, Pa. O'Hair 
Key, Ohio Oldfield 
I\:iess, Pa. Page, N.C. 
Kirkpatrick Rainey 
Korbly Reilly, Wis. 
Lenroot Rogers 
Lewis, Md. Rubey 
Lloyd -Rupley 
McAndrews Sabath 
McKenzie Scott 
MacDonald Sherley 
Madden Sloan 
Maguire. Nebr. , Smith, Tex. 
Mann Stafford 
Morrison Stone 
Moss, Ind. Stringer 

NOT VOTING-102. -
Anthony · Estopinnl Kennedy, Iowa 
Barchfeld Fairchild Kindel 
Barnhart Faison Kinkaid 
Bartlett Fitzgerald Lafferty 
Bowdle Fordney L'Engle 
Britten Gardner Lever 
Broussard George Lindbergh 
Bryan GetTY Lindquist 
Bmke, Pa. Gill McClellan 
Calder Gillett McGillicuddy 
Cantor Gittins McGuire, Okla. 
Cantrill Goldfogle Mat·tin 
Carew Good Montague 
Cary Gudger Morgan, La. 
Chandler, N. Y. Guernsey Morin 
Claypool Hamilton, N. Y. Moss, W. Va. 
Connelly, Kans. Hart Mulkey 
Cooper Haugen Neely, W.Va. 
Copley . Helvering Norton · 
Crosser Hensley O'Brien 
Dale Hinebaugh O'Sbaunessy 
Donovan Hobson Peterson 
r>ooling Howard Platt 
Dougbton Hoxworth Plumley 
Dunn Keister Post 
Elder Kennedy, Conn. Prouty 

Tal~tt. N.Y. 
Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark. 
Temple 
Thompson, Okla. 
Thomson, Ill. 
Towner 
Treadway 
Vaughan 
Volstead 
Watson 
Webb 
Whaley 
Whitacre 
Williams 
Win~o 
Witherspoon 
Woods 
Young, N.Dak. 

Rauch · 
Rayburn 
Reed 
Roberts, Nev. 
Saunders 
Sells 
Shreve 
Sisson 

. Smith, J . M. C. 
Smith, Md. 
Stanley 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stephens, Tex. 
Stout 
Taggart 
Talbott, Md. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, N.Y. 
Townsend 
Tuttle 
Wallin 
Walters 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Woodruff 

So the motion to suspend the rules and concur in the Senate 
amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
On this vote: 
Mr. TUTTLE (for motion) with 1\fr. PROUTY (against). 
Until further notice: 
Mr. TALBOTT of Maryland with Mr. GooD. 
1\Ir. BARNHART with Mr. LINDQUIST. 
1\Ir. DALE with Mr. RoBERTS of Nevada. 
Mr. BARTLETT with Mr. ANTHONY. 
1\fr. CROSSER with Mr. -BARCHFELD. 
1\Ir. BROUSSARD with 1\fr. DUNN. 
Mr. CANTRILL with 1\Ir. BRITTEN. 
1\fr. CoNNELLY of Kansas with Mr. BUBKE of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. DooLING with Mr. CALDER. 
Mr. DOUGHTON with Mr. CARY. 
Mr. ESTOPINAL with Mr. COOPER. 
1\fr. FITZGERALD with 1\Ir. GILLETT. 
1\Ir. GOLDFOGLE with Mr. CoPLEY. 
Mr. RAnT with Mr. FAIRCHILD. 
Mr. HowARD with Mr. FORDNEY. 
Mr. McGILLICUDDY with Mr. GUERNSEY. 
Mr. MoRGAN of Louisiana with Mr. HAMILTON of New York. 
Mr. MONTAGUE with Mr. KEISTER. 
Mr. NEELY of West Virginia with Mr. HINEBAUGH. 
Mr. O'SHAUNESSY with Mr. McGUIRE of Oklahoma. 
Mr. PETERSON with Mr. KENNEDY of Iowa. 
Mr. STOUT with .Mr. KINKAID. 
Mr. RAUCH with Mr. MARTIN. 
Mr. RAYBURN with Mr. UORIN. 
Mr. REED with 1\fr. Moss of West Virginia. 
1\fr. SAUNDERS with Mr. PLATT. 
Mr. SISSON with l\fr. PLUMLEY. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Mississippi with Mr. J . l\I. C. SMITH. 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas with Mr. WALLIN. 
Mr. TAGGART with Mr. SHREVE. 
Mr. HENSLEY with Mr. SELLS. 
Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the hall listening 

when his name should have been called? 
Mr. BRITTEN. I was not. 
The SPEAKER. That bars the gentleman from voting. 
Mr. GILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the hall listening 

when his name should have been called? 
l\fr. GILL. I was not. 
Tile SPEAKER. The gentleman does not come within the rule. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I was in and out of 

the hall two or three times. I do not know whether I was in 
the hall 'Yhen my name was called or not. · · -

· The SPEAKER. The Chair does not think the gentleman 
brings himself within -the rule. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
PENSIONS. 

1\fr. KEY of Ohio. . Mr. Speaker, I present conference reports 
on fhree pension bills, and I ask unanimous consent that the 
statements be read in· li~n of the reports. , _ _ 
· The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio presents con
ference reports on three pension bills, and asks unaB.imous con
sent that the statements of the House conferees be read in lieu 
of the reports. - Is there objection? 
· There was no objection. 

The Clerk read the statement of the House conferees on 
House bill 21089. 

The conference report and statement are as follows: 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1506). 

The committee of conference on the -disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
21089) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of ~ars other. than the . Civil War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That . the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 10, 
11, 14 . . 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, 6, 8, !}, 12, 13, 15, 16, 
and 17, and agree to the same. . _ 

Amendment numbered 1: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 1, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment with an amendment as 
follows : In Jieu of "$17" insert "$12"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. . 

Amendment numbered 3: That_;fhe House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
agree to. the same with "an amendment as follows : Restore the 
matter stricken out by said amendment with an amendment as 
follows: In lieu of ." $17" insert "$12"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. . 
. Amendment numbered _7: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of tbe Senate numbered 7, ant.:l 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: .llestore the 
matter stricken _ out by said amendment with an amendment 
as follows: In lieu o! " $17 " insert " $12 " ; and the Senate 
agree to the same. 

JOHN A. KEY, 
WM. H . 1\fURRAY, 
SAM R. SELLS, 

Managers on the part of the House. 
BENJ, F. SHIVELY, 
CHARLES F. JOHNSON, 
REED SMOOT, 

Managers on the part ot the Senate. 

STATEME_ T. 
On am~ndment No. 1 the House recedes from its disagreement 

to the amendment of the Senate No. 1, and agrees to the same 
with an amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out 
by said amendment with an amendment as follows: In lien 
of" $17" insert "$12"; and the Senate agree to the same. It is 
not believed that the facts of this case justify a higher rate than 
$12 per month. 

On amendment No. 2 the House concurs in the Senate amend
ment. The allowance of pension in this case is not justified or 
warranted by the facts presented. 

On amendment No.3 the House recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate No. 3 and agrees to the same 
with an amendment as follows : Restore the matter stricken out 
by said amendment with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
"$17" insert "$12"; and the Senate agree to the same. From 
the facts as presented in this case it is not believed that a higher 
rate than $12 per month is warranted. 

On amendment No.4 the Rouse concurs in the Senate amend
ment. This is only to change the phraseology. 

On amendment No. 5 the House concurs iu the Senate amend
ment. It is not believed that a pension in this ca e is war
ranted by the facts presented. 

On amendment No. 6 the House concurs in the Senate amend
ment. It is not .believed that the allowance of pension in· this 
case is warranted. 

On amendment No. 7 the House recedes from its disagreement 
to the amendment of the Senate No. 7 and agrees to the same 
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With :Inc amendment as follows: Restore the matter stricken out j EXPLORATION FOB' COAL, PHOSPHATE:'~ ETC. 
by said amendment with an amendment aSJ follows: In lieu of 1 Mr FERRIS I ask unanimous consent to tak fr th 
".$17 " insert '' $12" ; and the ~enate . agr~e to the same. A , Speaker's table ·the bill (H. R. 16136) to a utherize ~xpl~~tio~ 
bi~her rate than $12 per month lS not JUStified by the facts of for and disposition of coal phosphate gas: potassiu o · dium 
this c::use 1 • ' • ' ' · m, r so 1 

On am~ndment No 8 the House concurs in the Senate amend- i With Senate amendments, and to disagree to the Senate amend-
. . · . . ments and ask for a conference. 

ment. This IS only a change m the serVIce; The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the S t ·d-
On amendment No. 9 the House concurs m the Senate amend- ments ena e amen 

ment. A higher rate than $12•per month does not appear to be · 
.warranted by the facts of this case. The Senate amendments were read. 

On amendment No. 10 the Senate recedes. By the facts of The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani-
this case it is believed that a pension is warranted and justified. mous consent to take this bill from the Speaker's table, disagree 

On amendment No. 11 the Senate recedes. From the evidence to all of the Senate amendments, a.nif ask for a: conference. Is 
filed in support of this case it is belie-red that a pension is jus- there objection? 
tified. There was no objection, and the Speaker appointed· as con-

On amendment Nos. 12 and 13 the House concurs in the Sen- ferees on the part of the House Mr. FEBRIS, Mr. GRAHAM of 
ate amendments. This is merely a change of phraseology. Illinois, and Mr. LENBOOT. 

On amendment No. 14 the Senate recedes. An allowance of 
pension at $17 per month appears to be justified by the evidence 
filed in support of this case. 

On amendment No. 15 the House concurs in the Senate amend
ment A. hJgher rate than $12 per month is not warranted by 
the evidence filed in support of this case. 

On amendments Nos. 16 and 17 the House concurs in the Sen-
ate amendments. This is merely a change in phraseology. 

JoHN A. KEY, 
WILLIAM H. MURRAY, 
SAM R. SELLS, 

Managers on the pa'rt of the Hou,se • . 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the conference report on House bill 20643, as 

follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1505). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20643) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and- to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors, having met,. after full and 
free conference ha.ve agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered.Z, 8, 10, 
13, 21, 24, 28, 30, 33, and 34. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 11, 12, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23, 25, 26, 27, 29, 31, and 32,. and agree 
to the same. 

JOHN A. KEY, 
WM. H. MURRAY, 
SAM R. SELLS, 

Managers on the pa1'"t of the Hou.se. 
. BENJ. F. SHIVELY, 
CHARLES F. JOHNSON, 
REED SMOOT, 

Managers on the pa1·t of the Senate. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the conference report on House bill 21218, as 

follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1512). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R .. 
21218) granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain 
soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy and certain 
soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil War, and to 
widows of such soldiers and sailors,. having met, after full and 
free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend 
to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 1, 3, 
and G. 

That the House recede .from its disagreement to the amend
ments of the Senate numbered 2, 4, 5, and 7, and agree to the 
same. 

JOHN A. KEY, 
WM. H. MURRAY, 
SAM R. SELLS, 

Managers on the pa'rt of the House. 
BENJ. F. SHIVELY, 
CHARLES F. JOHNSON, 
REED SMOOT, 

Managers on the pm·t o.t the Senate,. 

The conference report. was agreed to. 

MESSAGE FBOM THE SENATE. 

A messrrge from the Senate by 1\Ir. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced thar the Senate had passed the following resolu
tion: 

Senate concurrent resolution 38. 

Resoh:ed by tl&e Senate (the House of Representatives cottcut-ring), 
That the action of the Speake1· of the House of Representatives and of 
the Vice President of the United States and President of the Senate 
in signing the enrolled bHI (S. 3362) to authorize the Secretary of 
Commerce, through the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the. Bu:reau of 
Fisheries, to make a survey of natural oyster beds and rocks and 
barren bottoms contiguous thereto in waters along the. coast · of and 
within. the State of •.rexas. be, and is hereby, rescinded, and that in 
the reenrollm.ent of the bill the words " and directed," in line 4 of the 
bill, be stricken out and the words " in his d1scretion " substituted. 
therefor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report ot:. the committees of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses to bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 19909. An act making appr9priations for the legislative, 
executive;- and judicial expenseS' ot 1 the Government for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes. · 

H. R. 20201 . .An act m-aking appropriations for tlle diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, 
and for other purposes. 

LEAVE 'EO EXTEND· REMARKS. 
By unanimous consent, leave was granted to Mr. SMALL to 

extend his remarks in· the RECORD on the naval appropriation 
bill. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's table the Indian appropriation bill (H. R. 
20150), disagree to the Senate amendments, and agree to the 
conference asked by the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the Indian ap
propriation bill (H. R. 20150), disagree to the Senate amend
ments, and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. Is 
there objection? 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the. right to object, 
the Senate has plaeed in this Indian appropriation bill 171 
amendments, most of which are very important. I will ask the 
gentleman, ought we not to go into Committee of the Whole, at 
least to let the membership of the House know something about 
what we are going to consider and vote on, rather than wait for 
a conference report, which we must adopt in whole or reject in 
whole? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mississippi 
well knows what that means. It means, perhaps, that the 
House would not finish the bill and that we would have no 
Indian appropriation bill this year, because if we went into. the 
Committee of the Whole to discuss these 171 amendments it 
would probably kee.P the House running until adjournment 
comes to-morrow at noon. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Is it. not a fact that a large 
number of these amendments relate to the placing. back in the 
bill o:f items for the maintenance of Indian schools, which went 
out on a point of order? 

Mr. FERRIS. I think that is true, but I have not had an 
opportunity to examine it. 

Mr. HARRISON. I object, 1\Ir. Speaker. 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I m~ve to tuke from the 

Speaker's table the bill H. R. 20150:, suspend the rules, and dis
. agree to the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference 
! asked b-y the- Senate. 
I The- SPEAKER. The gentleman ' from Oklahoma moves to 
suspend the ru1es and take from the Speaker's table the Indian 

(appropriation bill, disagree tQI all the Senate amendments, ~d 
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agree to the conference asked by the Senate. Is a second de. 
manded? 

Mr. HARRISON. I demand a second. 
Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 

considered as ordered. 
Mr. HARRISON. I object. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair appoints as tellers the gentleman 

from Oklahoma [Mr. FERRis] and the gentleman from Missis
sippi [Mr. HARRISON]. 

The House divided, and the tellers reported that there were 
94 ayes and 3 noes. 

So a second was ordered. 
Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I make a point of order that 

there was not a quorum voting. 
Mr. MANN. That is not a good point of order. 
The SPEAKER. It does not take a quorum to vote on the 

question. 
Mr. HARRISON. I make the point of order that no quorum 

is present. 
Mr. MANN. That is too late to affect this vote. Other busi

ness . has intervened. The gentleman first made a point of 
order that there was not a quorum voting, and it does not 
require a quorum to vote. Now, it is too late to make a point 
of order that there is no quorum present and have it affect the 
vote. 

The SPEAKER. Making the point of order that there is no 
quorum present would not affect the result of this vote. If the 
gentleman wishes to make the point of order simply to have a 
quorum, he has that right. 

Mr. HARRISON. I make the point of order that no quorum 
is present. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
Two hundred and fifteen Members present, a quorum. The gen
tleman from Oklahoma has 20 minutes and the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] has 20 minutes. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I only desire to make the 
short statement again that there are 171 different Senate amend
ments to this bill. It will take the conferees quite a length of 
time, as the House will understand, to try to come to an 
agreement with the Senate conferees on these matters, so I am 
not going to take up the time of the House at this late hour in 
the day. I will make no further statement, but I will reserve 
the balance of my time. 

1\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The .SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. HARRISON. Is it in order for me to ask unanimous 

consent while a motion to suspend the rules is pending? I 
want to ask the gentleman from Oklahoma if he will not con
sent, before a vote is taken on the adoption of the conference 
report in the House, that the conferees will allow us to have a 
separate vote on amendment 120. 

Mr. 1\IANN. If the gentleman from Mississippi will yield, 
that vote, if a separate vote is to be had, should be had now. 
It will do no good to come in here to-morrow morning and have 
a separate vote on that amendment, for it will be too late. If 
the gentleman ,wants a separate vote, he ought to have it now. 
We might as well have a half an hour debate on the amend
ment as to have 40 minutes' debate on this proposition. 

Mr. CARTER. I did not quite understand the gentleman from 
Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Oklahoma would ask 
unanimous consent to disagree to all of the Senate amend
ments except the one which the gentleman from Mississippi is 
interested in, and that there be 20 or 30 minutes' debate, I do 
not think he would meet with any objection. 

Mr. CARTER. I have no objection to that. 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. Let me suggest that that 

would be a good solution of the matter, if the gentleman from 
Mississippi will agree to abide by the result of the vote upon 
that amendment and not continue his obstruction. 

Mr. MANN. That will be over with. 
l\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. At some later time the gentle

man might raise a point of no quorum. 
1\fr. HARRISON. Of course, Mr. Speaker, I would have to 

submit to the result of the vote of the House on the question 
voted on, but I would not like to agree as to any future action. 

1\lr. BURKE of South Dakota. Inasmuch as we only have 
19 or 20 hours left, the gentleman might make an agreement 
covering that time. 

Mr. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker, it ought to be said by somebody 
that this amendment, upon which the gentleman wants a sepa
rate vote, is not a Mississippi Choctaw amendment. There was 
no Choctaw amendment. 
~ Mr. CAMPBELL. May I ask what the question involved is 
in the Sen·ate amendrilent upon which the gentleman wants a 
separate vote? 

Mr. CARTER. It is reopening the rolls to another set· of 
people who do not claim as Mississippi Choctaws. 

Mr. FERRIS. It has been voted on time and time again. 
Mr. HARRISON. If it does not apply to the Choctaws, why 

does the gentleman object to it? 
Mr. CARTER. I am as much opposed to opening the rolls 

to anybody as to the Choctaws when it has been closed by, 
Congress, closed by the commission, and closed by the court. 
I am in favor of keeping the agreement with the Indians. 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from Oklahoma will make 
the request to take the bill from the Speaker's table, disagree 
to all Senate amendments except the one that the gentleman 
from Mississippi speaks about, and then have an agreement as 
to time for debate, and have a separate vote on the amendment. 
I doubt whether the gentleman can carry his motion if he does 
not do it. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my motion to 
suspend the ruies and ask unanimous consent that a separate 
vote be had immediately. 

Mr. MANN. Why does not the gentleman ask unanimous 
consent to take the bill from the Speaker's table? 

Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent to take the bill 
from the Speaker's table, disagree to all the amendments except 
Senate amendment No. 120, and that debate on that be limited 
to 10 minutes on a side. 

Mr. HARRISON. I would like 10 minutes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oklahoma asks unani

mous consent that this bill be taken from the Speaker's table, 
disagree to all Senate amendments except Senate amendment 
No. 120, and that there shall be 10 minutes debate on a side. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have five 
minutes. · 

Mr. CARTER. Then make it 15 minutes on a side. 
The SPEAKER. Debate to be 15 minutes on a side, the 

gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] to have 10 minutes 
and the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] 5 minutes, 
and the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. CARTER] 15 minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. :MAJ\TN. Mr. Speaker, let us have the amendment of the 

Senate, No. 120, reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report Senute amendment 

No. 120. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 27, line 15, after "Act" insert: , except where contracts have 

been heretofore approved by the Secretary of the Interior, in accord
ance with existing law: A.nd pt·ovided further, That such contract shall 
first be approved by the existing Department of the Interior: Pro
vided further, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be hereby 
is, authorized and directed to readjudicate those applications for en
rollment upon the rolls of the Five Civilized Tribes which wet·e pending 
unadjudicated in the department on December 1, 1906, and also those 
which came to said department between said date and the final closing 
of the rolls on March 4, 1907, and to add to the appropriate rolls the 
names of those persons shown to be equitably entitled to such enroll
ment: Provided, That such readjud.ication shall be made upon the 
record as it stood on March 4, 1907: A-na provided f urther, That upon 
such enrollment the said Secretary shall pay to each of said enrolled 
persons, in lieu of an allotment of land, the sum of money directed to 
be paid to each person enrolled, upon said rolls, by the Act of August 
1, 1914. 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, this amendment was offered 
in the Senate this morning by Senator LA FoLLETTE. There 
has been much discussion in this House and at the other end of 
the Capitol over this enrollment question. Senator LA Forr 
LETTE offered this amendment, which in part and to a very large 
extent will settle the question. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
[Mr. CARTER], I understand. states that this would not affect
the Mississippi Choctaws. I have not read the debates of the 
Senate of this morning, because the CoNRGESSIONAL RECORD does 
not carry them, as the Senate did not adjourn, I think, until about 
5 o'clock; yet, in my opinion, this amendment will cover some 
of the Mississippi Choctaw claimants, for the reason that it says 
that the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to readjudicate those applications for enrollment npon the rolls 
of the Five Civilized Tribes, and the Choctaw Tribe is one of 
the Five Civilized Tribes, which were pending unadjudieated 
in the department on December 1, 1906, and alSo those which 
came to said department between that date and the final clos
ing of the rolls on 1\farch 4, 1907. Senator OwEN, from Okla
homa, in a brief that he filed in the Court of Claims, wherein 
he was suing for his fee as attorney for the Mississippi Choc
taw claimants-and this is the milk in the coconut-in speak
ing of the McKinnon report, said: 

In this r eport the commissioner made a schedule of 1,925 Mississippi 
Choctaws whom be identified a·s Mississippi Choctaws entitled to citizen-
ship by treaty rights. . 

The report declares that the Mississippi Choctaws were poor, ig
norant.!. and helpless. This report in behalf of the full blood Missis
sippi \.:hoctaw, signed and · submitted to the Dawes Commission, was 
disapproved eight years later by Mr. Hitchcock on March 4, 1907. 
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Without notice or wnrning, s-o that no person UJ]On this roll ever knew The 'SPEA.K:ER pro tempore. The gentleman from Oklahoma: 
for eight years whether be wa!r so identified! aw- tl:t be- entitle-d• to be has 15 minutes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRL· 
removed as an identified Mississtl}pi Choctaw. SON] has 6 minutes. 

Finally he said: Mr. CARTER. I Yield eigl:lt minutes to the gentleman from 
The entire schedule was rejected without notice. Oklahoma [Mr. FERRIS]. 
Mr. Speaker, there are new on this roll in the Interior Office Mr .. FERRIS. Mr. Speaker. at evecy sessi'On of Congress and 

about 1,100 of these Mississippi Choctaws who went before ' several times every session this old threadbare enrollment ques
Commissioner McKinnon, representing the Dawes Commission, tion is brought in, ana it is asked that it be retried and tried 
and the other commissioners, and identified themselves as Mis- I again. ~Q decision will close it;. no conclusion of any committee 
sissippi Choctaws, and they proved themselves entitled to enroll- can stop it. The Interior Department can report again.st it, but 
ment. They thought they would be enrolled when the final rolls still, like Banquo's ghost, with the galleries full of attorneys·, • 
were approved on the 4th of March, 1907, and without reason who wlll be enriched if they can get these peepie enrolled, this 
those men who were properly identified by those commissioners question appears on the scene. 
were not placed upon the !ffial rolls of the nation. Their: names I hold in my hand a letter from the Secreta1'Y of the Interior, 
are there. They are entitled to enrollment, and they m part Mr. Lane, under date of January 8, 1915, which says, among 
were the ones that Senator LA FoLLETTE wanted to see enrolled. other things, that on 1\Iarch 4, 1907, the Congress came along 
This Senate amendment does not say they sh-all be enrolled, and- said that the rolls were forever closed. It deals with Mis
but it says that the Secretary of the Interior shall readjudicate sissippf Choctaw matter in full. He knows what he is talk
those cases and enroll those who, .in his opinion, ought to be ing~ about. He had the facts before him. It is as follows: 
enrolled. IS there anything unfair· lll that a:tnendment? Would BEPORT OF THE- SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR ON THE HARRISON BILL 
it not save much time in the future in this House if that ques- (H. R. 125ss). -
tion Can be Settled and thiS amendment can be COnCurted in? OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR, 
I submit that this House could do RO better service to an out- Washington, Janttary B, 1915. 
raged and needy people than to adopt this Senate amendment M"F DFiaR MR. STEPHENS : I have the honor to refer herein to a com-
so that at least for a time this question will be settled. [Ap- municatlon of August 12, 1914, from Hon. C. D. Carter, then acting 

chairman of the Committee on Indian .Affairs of the House of Repre-
plause.] . sentatives, with which was inclosed a copy of H. R. 12586, entitled "A 

I reserve the remainder of my time. bill to reopen the rolls of the Choctaw-Chickasaw Tribe and to provide 
0 S th. •t• h b d" for the a.warding of the rights secured. to certain persons by the four· 

Mr. LENRO T. Mr. peaker, IS proposi IOn as een IS· teenth article of the treaty of Dancing Rabbit Creek, of date September 
cussed by me upon several occasions in the House. I am satis- 27.r 1830." He also referred to H. R. 4536 and requested that I con· 
fied that if the House this afternoon understands just what it slaer· the two bills together and make a report thereon. 

"ll b d in C Upon examination of H. R. 4536, I find that said bill is identical with is proposed in this amendment it Wl e concurre · on- H. R. 19213, introduced by Mr. H.uun:soN, of Mississippi, in the Sixty-
tracy to the statement that has been made, this proposition has second Congress, second session, upon which last-mentioned bill the 
neYer been voted upon by this House. The gentleman from d~partment submitted to your committee a report dated July 2, 1912. 

ff d dm t t · H. R. 12586, introduced in the present Congress by Mr. HAlmiSON is a 
Mississippi [Mr. HARBISON] has 0 ere amen en s o varrous similar bill to the above-mentioned bills except that in said H. R. i2586 
appropriation bills relating to the Mississippi Choctaws, but an additional paragraph is included in section 2 to provide for the 
this does not open up that question except as to such Mississippi enrollment of all persons who were identified as Mlsslsslppi Choctaws 

1906 h d li t . f by the Dawes Commission in its report of March 10, 1899, commonly 
Choctaws who on December 1, , a app ca Ions or en- known as the McKennon roll, and of all persons identified as M~sissippi 
rollment pending before the Secretary of the Interior. My Choctaw(:! by the :r;>awe~ Commission from March 10, 1899, to JUarch 4, 
contention has always been with reference to those Choctaws 1907, whose identification was approved by the Secretary of the Inte
that because of the condition in the Department of the Interior gg~c~~ ii!g·s~~~fae:a~dN~~o~~~ear on the final citizenship rolls of the 
when the statute of limitations of March 4, 1907, applied, the The claims of Mississippi Choctaw Indians to recognition as citizenR 
Secretary of the Interior did not and could not consider a very of the Choctaw Nation of Oklahoma and to share in the property of said 
lar!!'e number of these cases at all, and they _ were disallowed nation are based upon article 14 of the treaty of September 27, 1830, 

~ . (7 Stat. L., 335.) Pursuant to the terms of the treaty, a large number 
without consideration. He himself begged of Congress to ex- of Choctaws were transferred from Mississippi to the country west, 
tend the time for the adjudication of these claims. Congress later known as Indian Territory. These Choctaws wpo so removed and 

t t f th I t · h · t their descendants now constitute the main body of what is known as the 
failed to do so. The Depar men o e n er10r as m a repo.r Choctaw Nation. There were, however, a considerable number of Choc~ 
stated that these same 2,700 cases .ought to be reexamined and taws who remained behind in Mississippi, some of them under the pro
ought to be readjudicated, and I want to say that this amend- visions of article 14, above mentioned. 

f S t d t ch th Said article 14 provided that the persons who claimed thereunder 
ment as it comes to us rom the e.na e oes no ange e should not lose the privilege of a Choctaw citizen. but if they ever re~ 
law in any particular. It does not give new rights to a single moved were not to be entitled to any part of the Choctaw annuity. The 
Choctaw. All in the world that it does is. to provide that the Indlans who remained behind under the provislons of said article 14 
Secretar·y of the Interior as to cases· that were pending before received either land in Mississippi or scrip,~, which gave the applicants 

the right to enter public lands in certain .,outhern States. A part of 
him between December 1, 1906, and March 4, 1907, he shall re- said sorip, however, was later commuted by a money payment. Some 
examine the cases and readjtJ.dicate them. The amendment pro- of the fourteenth-article claimants later made their way West and joined 

f th th t the hall b idence taken but the main body of the tribe in the Indian Territory. The Choctaw Coun-
vides ur er a re s e no new ev ' ell by various acts recognized the right of sru.d absentee Mississippi 
that the readjudication shall be had upon the record then filed Choctaws to remove to the nation, and actually invited them to do so. 
with the department. Under the provisions of the Atoka agreement with the Choctaw and 

f · d h · thi sition Chickasaw Tribes contained in the act of Congress of June 28, 1898 (30 I want to say to my r1en s W o a.re opposm-g s propo Stat. L., 495), the supplemental agreement contained in the act of Jul.v 
that when you oppose it you either take the position that you 1, 1902 (32 Stat. r..., 641), and later acts of Congress for the purpose of 
are not willing to trust the Secretary of the Interiot• to do carrying out the provisions of said agreements, the claims of individual 

h I d . h h d th · li t" s filed ho Mississippi• Choctaw Indians to be identified and to be enrolled as en-justice to t ese n 1ans w o a ell' app ca lOn • w titled to share in the property of the Choctaw Nation were fully con-
did everything that the law then existing required them to do, sidered by the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and by the de
or else you are afraid that if he does so he will find that some parfui.ent after· full heal'ing, at which the claimants had ample oppor-

f th Ch ta · Old h d m in th~ State of tunlty to present all the evidence which they could procure in support 
"0 ese oc ' ws ln a oma an so e "'" of their claims. Very few claimants were able to prove descent fl·om an 
Mississippi are entitled to be placed upon the rolls; and you ancestor who received or applied for beoofits under the provisions. of 
will be put in this position, that although there may be. some article 14 of the treaty of 18.30. 
hundreds of Indians entitled to be placed upon the rolls just The history of the· Dawes Commission enrollment work relative to 
as much as any Indian lll. Oklahoma to-day who has received Mississippi Choctaw claimants is very fully set out in a communication 

of April 14, 1914, from William 0. Beall, at one time secretary of the 
his allotment, yet you do not propose that they shall have their Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes. A copy thereof is inclosed for 

· ht · your information. 
rlg s. f For your further information as to the history of the Missis ippl 

Now, gentlemen will say that this question has been be ore Choctaw claims and of the department action in the preparation of the . 
the House and voted upon time and time again. I say this final rolls there is inclosed a copy of depa1·tment letter of July 2, 1912

1 proposition has· never been befo.re the House. I say further to the chairman of the Committee on Indian A!Iairs of the House or 
that if we could have had this proposition squarely presented ReJ~d~e:~?lli~m a:. H. Clayton in his decision in the case of Jack Amos 
before the House-and it could not be, because it was subject ~- The Choctaw · Nation a copy of which may be found iJ?. the appendix: 
to a point of order-if you could have had this proposition of the annual report of the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes for 
Presented to this House When thi"s bill orl"ginally passed, 1·f the fiscal year ended June; 30, 1901, said that no treaty or acts of the 

Choctaw CounciL or of any officer of the Choctaw Council since tho 
it could have been presented last year, I have not hesitation treaty ot 1830 could be cited, or at least he had not found them, 
in saying that · this amendment would have been adopted by whereby any right or privilege had been conferred, gt·anted, or recog-

lm. · •ty d "f •t ht t b ed nized in or to a Mississippi Choctaw so long as he remained away from an overwhe mg maJOrl , an , 1 SO, 1 oug 0 e concurr lils. people, and that no right was recognized or conferred upon such 
m now. absent Indian except upon the condition that he should remove to the 

The SPEJAJ{ER pro tempore [1\I.r •. HAY]. The time of Ute nation,. and the right was not to be consummated or enjoyed until actual 
h · d removal. 

gentleman as expire · :Mississippi Choctaw Indlans wh(), while the opportunity wa~ theirs 
1\lr. CARTER. !fr. Speaker, how does· the- time stnnd·? under the privileges accorded them, refused to emigrnte with the tribe 
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to the new -country West, and who never shared in the burdens and 
hardships of the pioneer life incident to the esta.bllsh.ment ot the new . 
tribal government west of the Mississippi, have at this late date (now 
that the tribal property of the Choctaw Nation made valuable by the 
emigrants is being divided per capita among the enrolled recognized 
citizens of the nation) no equitable right to share in said property. 

With respect to the persons who were identified by the Dawes Com
mission -as Mississippi Choeta ws under the provisions of the act of Con
gress of June 28, 1898 (30 Stat. L., 495), but who failed t{) remove and 
make settlement in the Choctaw-Chickasaw country, as required by the 
act of Congrt>ss of July 1, 1902 (32 Stat. L., .S41, -sees. 41, 42, 43, and 
44), it mn.y be said that irrespective of their unfortunate condition ot 
poverty and ignorance, there is no ground, legal or equitable, for hold
ing the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations responsible for the failure of 
said identified persons to comply with the law as to removal and settle
ment. No obligation rested upon the United States to provide means 
for the removal of such Indians. 

Referring to the class of claimants. whose names were contained in 
an identifi-cation roll submitted by the Commission it> the Five Civilized 
1.'ribes on March 10, 1899z but never approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, your attention IS invited to the fact that the commission 
soon reeognized the inaccuracy and incompleteness of that roll and 
requested the department to disregard it and to return the same to 
the commission. In order that th€re might be no doubt as t{) the 
standing of said roll, it was di approved by the department on March 
1, 1007. The larger part of the persons whose names were contained 
on that disapproved roll were afterwards placed on the approved iden
tification .rolls, and those who complied with the law as to removal and 
settlement were enrolled on the final rolls of Mississippi Choctaw 
Indians. 

In the investigation and examination 'Of Mississippi Choctaw claims 
made in 1900 and the years following by the Commission to the Five 
Civilized Tribes every effort tha.t was possible to be made was made 
by said commission to reach all persons who had a.ny equitable claim 
to reeognition as Mississippi Choctaws, and especialfy to find those 
who were full-blood Cho<!taw Indians. 

H. R. 4536 and 12586 in elrect provide, so far as the Mississippi 
Choctaw claimants are concerned, a general reopening of the l'olls of 
the Choctaw Nation, necessitating a review of all the cases which had 
been adversely decided by the United States courts, the Department 
of the Ini:erior, and the Ch{)ctaw and Chickasaw citizcenship eourt, as 
well as the consideration of claims not heretofore presented or con
sidered, and empower the Secretary of the Interior to determine the 
rights of the claimants upon such evidence as may be produced by 
the applicants without regard to any adverse judgment or decision 
heretofore rendered by any court or Commission to the Five Civilized . 
Tribes1 or the Department of the Interior, and without regard to any 
condition or disability heretofore imposed by any act of Congress. 

The records of the department show that Mississippi Choctaw claim
ants have been to an unusual extent the victims of numerous extor
tionate contracts, and the correspondence in many cases indicates that · 
contracts were obtained through misrepresentations as to the facts, and 
in some cases that such contracts were obtained from claimants who 
believed that the persons obtaining the contracts were Government 
agents. Your attention is invited to the report of Inspector McLaugh
lin, of this department, whi-ch report appears in print in the CoxGRES
SIONAL RECORD Of July 10, 1914, commencing on page 13022. 

Referring to section 9 of said bills, I am of the opinion that, in view 
of the large amount of tribal property yet to be disposed of and of 
other matters affecting the tribes, it would be inadvisable to abolish 
the tribal o1·ganizatlon of the Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations :s.t the 
present time. 

In view of "the facts as presented to me, I am of the opinion that 
no legislation should be enacted for the reopening of the rolls of the . 
·Cboctaw Nation for rtbe benefit of the Mississippi Choctaw claimants. 

Very truly, yours, 
FRANKLIN K. LANE. 

Ron. JOHN H. STEPHEXS, 
Chairman Oo·mmittee on Indian A.f}airs~ 

House of RepresentaUv es. 

The resident Indians who have always obeyed their treaties . 
and remained on their lands are entitled to their peace. The 
Oklahoma Indians should not be subjected to these troublesome 
and expensive enrollment propositions until the original In
dians sent there have all died and passed away. The rolls were 
Wide open for 10 or 12 years prior to March 4, 1907. Each 
day every citizen who had any right to participate in that 
property was invited to come there and have their cases tried 
and in all things adjudicated. The Oongress of the United 
States passed an act creating the Dawes Commission, which 1 

was a board of eminent lawyers, and sent to Oklahoma. What 
for? TO' settle once and for all this enrollment question. They 

careful and painstaking attention to this proposition say that 
he will go in the faee of a decision of Congress, a decision of 
the Federal court, a decision of the Dawes Commission, a de-
cision of Seeretary Lan~ and his predecessor, Secretary Fisher, 
and the latter's predecessor, Secretary Ballinger, and the de
cision of the three Indian ()ommissioners, and enron· people on 
our rolls that never lived a day in our State! 

How long will the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. IlABRI
SON] champion the rights of a lot of sca\enger attorn:eys who 
roost in these galleries and who are n·ying to rob these Okla
homa Indian people? I ask him the question, and I ask him 
to take his time to answer it. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FERRIS. I wilL I want to see the gentleman's face 

and observe what a man can mean. by persistently carrying 
on the tactics which he has carried on in this House. 

Mr. HARRISON. I wish to say that I will continue to fight 
for the Mississippi Choctaws just as long as I am continued by 
my people to be a Representative in this House. 

Mr. FERRIS. And he will continue to receive the plaudits 
of those grafting attorneys who prabably now sit in the gallery, 
and the gentleman will receive the condemnation of the Indians 
whose property he is trying to take away. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FERRIS. I will. with pleasure. 
Mr. IIAHRISON. Does uot the gentleman know that in the 

last Indian appropriation bill we passed a law that said no 
contract made by any attorney with any Indian claimant was 
valid unless it wa-s approred firr~t by the Secretary of the In
terior, and it is the law now, and consequently they could not 
be grafters? 

:Mr. FERRIS. 1 have a reply to the gentleman's statement 
that will satisfy him for all time. My reply to-dayJ and yester
day, a:nd to-morrow, is that attorneys are and will be prose
cuting claims for attorney's fees fm.· themselves by reason of 
the enrollment of ·those names that were enrolled the last 
session of Congress. These same attorneys last session came 
to the Indian Committee and said if the Congress would enroll 
those few men they would quit this enrollment business. Con
gress unwisely, a.s I believe, took the bait and did enroll them, 
an<l these attorneys are now hovering around the Indian Office 
fighting for and trying to secure the fees for their enrollment 
and the Indian Office is trying to settle it amidst trouble. That 
is the reason the gentleman from Mississippi is in error aoout 
his interruption a mom-ent ago, 

Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FERRIS. I will. 
Mr. NORTON. Is it not a fact that these attorneys are hold

ing up money in ,the Indian Bureau? 
Mr. MURRAY. Eight hundred dollars out of $2,000. 
Mr. FERRIS. And the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

lliRRISON] is standing here, I believe in error, trying to help 
them get more fees. It is a shame; it is a disgrace. No man 
can long sustain himself in such a position; no Congr-ess could 
sustain itself if it should e•ter yield to such proposals. Surely 
this Cong1:ess will not go in th-e fa'Ce of all law, all treaty 
stipulation, all decisions of courts, and every precedent on tlw 
subject that any man or set -of men ean marshal forward. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FERRIS. With pleasure. 
.Mr. HARRISON. I read a moment ago from the brief, that 

the distinguished Senator from Oklahoma, a statement--
1\fr. FERRIS. The gentleman has often read that before. 
?llr. HARRISON. Of some services as attorney for Indian 

claimants for which he was asking for practically a million 
dollars as a fee. , did settle it. They did close the rolls. They did report to 

Congress. Congress. acting on their decision, closed the rolls 
by an affirmative act of Oongre~s. 

Mr. CARLIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Ur. FERRIS. I will. 
Mr. CARLIN. Why were these Choctaws not enrolled? 
Mr. FERRIS. Because they never lived there and are livin.g 

Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman lms read it before and has 
read it so many times that it is stale. I will take a moment 

, tO' explain what th.at is. The Senator from Oklahoma, long be
, fore he was a Senator, used to represent the Choctaw Indians, 

but he represented the Choctaw Indians who had removed to 
Oklahoma. All of this was before the rolls were closed, and 
many of them were enrolled. many of them were entitled to in Mississippi now. They refused to come and live in Okla

homa in accordance with the terms of their treaty and their 
patent. The very terms of the patent issued by President Tyler . 
in 1842 prescribed that they must come there, they must live 
there, and they must remain there. There is not even asserted 
to be any compliance with these terms. 

Now, the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. IlARBrsoN] would 
have this Congress thrown into a filibuster at every session, 
three or fom· times. What for? To enroll peopl-e who never 
li"ed a day in Oklahoma; to enroll a lot of people who do not 
now live in Oklahoma; to enroll a lot of people who still refuse 
to li\e in OklahoJ?la. Can any thoughtful man who has g~ven 

enrollment. Tlie Indians whose cause the gentleman from 
.Mississippi is championing DDW do not live in Oklahoma, and 
they never have lived there. They do not desire to live there. 
There is a group of attorneys, with contracts, whose names 
I could recite, that are trying to enrich their pocketbooks, and 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] sits here and 
introduces their bills foT them. 

The files of the Indian Committee show, and the record shows, 
that one of these attorneys drew the bill that the gentleman 
introduced, and that tatement is in his own testimon.y. 

Air. IIARlliSON. The gentleman is mistaken about that. 
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l\Ir. FERRfS. No; I am not. 
Mr. HARRISON. Oh, yes. The record does not show that. 
Mr. FERRIS. Let me ask the gentleman a question then. 

1 will make him my own witness. He is a pretty good witness. · 
Did the gentleman, in answer to a question before the House 
Subcommittee on Indian Affairs, say that Cantrill and Crews 
drew the first bill that he introduced? 

1\lr. HARRISON. I stated that the first real information I 
had about the facts concerning those claims was when some 
attorney came to me and showed me a bill and stated the facts 
to me as he understood them, and I then thoroughly and care
fully investigated the matter, came to the conclusion that 
they had rights and their cause was just, and then redrafted 
the bil1, and introduced that bill which I redrafted, and in that 
bill I included a provision that no attorney should get over a 
certain amount, and that the amount of fee an attorney might 
obtain should be left to the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior. I would not have countenanced a bill unless such a 
provision relative to attorneys' fees had been included. 

Mr. FERRIS. I have examined the bill, and it is the most 
loosely drawn attorney-fee bill that was ever introduced in this 
House. Now, let me say, in explanation of the earnest and 
vehement remarks to which you have listened, that I belong to 
the delegation of eight members from a new State. Our burdens 
are many and heavy. We have in our State one-third of all 
the Indian population in this Republic. It is a heavy draft 
on our popularity if we have any; it is a heavy draft on our 
earnestness and our ability, if we have any, to try to defend 
and keep straight these Indian affairs, and it is too much to sit 
in idle submission and allow any member of this House, whether 
it be my beloved friend from Mississippi [Mr. _HARRISON] or 
anybody else, constantly to try to violate, debase, and destroy 
treaty relations between the O~lahoma Indians and the Federal 
Government. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
.1\Ir. CARTER. Does the gentleman desire more time? 
Mr. FERRIS. No; I think that will be enough. 
Mr. CARTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from · 

Oklahoma [.1\Ir. MURRAY]. 
Mr. MURRAY. l\Ir. Speaker, with reference to the state

ment made by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON] 
about the law, that law proYided that no Indian should employ 
an attorney without having the employment approved by the 
Secretary of the Interior, but it said nothing about a United 
States citizen. When a man is not on the rolls he is a United 
States citizen, and he can employ anybody he pleases, and it 
is no violation of the law. 'l'hese applicants can employ all the 
attorneys they want to. In my district there is a man by the 
name of R. E. Brines, wbo was recently appointed by the court 
to be the guardian of some Indians who were enrolled in the 
last Congress. We gave those Indians $2,080 as their share in 
lieu of land. l\Ir. Brines made a contract with attorneys for 
40 per cent, so he wrote me, but he said that prior to that 
time others had made contracts, and that now there were claims 
for 125 per cent of their allotments, and that he can not get a 
dollar, because it is held up. He made contracts for 40 per 
cent, and yet there is outstanding a total of 125 per cent, or 
one-fourth more in fees than the Indian gets. 

I know one man in my cotmty who ought to be enrolled, and 
I wrote him that I would be very glad to get him enrolled, 
but that the outstanding attorneys' fees amounted to so much 
that be would get nothing, and that under those circumstances I 
would never favor his getting an allotment, but that whenever 
he made a reasonable arrangement with these attorneys, so that 
he would get something out of it, then I would favor his en
rollment, but nev-er before. 

The gentleman from Mississippi [l\Ir. HARRISON] uses the 
statute limiting the tribe and limiting the Indians, but which 
does not limit the claimants. You mark what I tell you. If -y,ou 
enroll these Indians under any other condition than a bard 
and fast limitation, the Indians will not get anything, even 
if they get on the roll. Besides, this is nothing but a readjudi
cation of a question that has been decided and settled, and there 
is no more merit in it now than when the House voted against 
it before. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask that the gentleman from Mississippi 
use the remainder of his time. I will conciude in one more 
speech. 

Mr. HARRISON. .1\Ir. Speaker, there is one peculiar thing 
about the Oklahoma delegation. If there is one State in this 
Union that ought to know how attorneys can graft upon the 
Indians, it is Oklahoma, because the history of that State is 
black with the way the Indian has been treated. You will re
member that it was not long ago that the firm of McMurray, 
Mansfield & Cornish got $750,000 for representing this Choctaw 

Tribe-for what? In part for trying to keep from the rolls 
these unfortunate Choctaws who live in Mississippi. There was 
a scandal involved in that contract. They were representing 
the tribe then. 

It has not always been dishonorable for Indians living in 
Oklahoma or elsewhere who thought they had rights to enroll
ment to employ lawyers. I suspect that gentlemen who now 
represent some Oklahoma dis~ricts in Congress formerly repre
sented as attorneys some claimants for enrollment. Of course, 
that was wben they were engaged in the practice of the law and 
before they came here. I do know that one man who to-day 
stands as high ·in the· estimation of the people of Oklahoma as 
any other man, if not higher-1\Ir. OWEN, who is now a distin
guished Senator from Oklahoma-once represented Choctaw In
dian claimants. He filed a suit for his fee. I read from that 
brief that he himself filed, that he himself wrote, in which he 
was trying to obtain practically a million-dollar fee for repre
senting these unfortunate Mississippi Choctaws. Was it dis
honorable tbeti? Shou1d suspicion be cast upon Senator OwEN 
because he represented as attorney these people? I say when 
the time comes when the House of Representatives of the United 
States of America can not write into a bill provisions that give 
to a needy and oppressed people some rights, and at the. same 
time limit the amount of attorney fees that can be paid by 
them, then we have become an incompetent legislative body. 
The bill that .I introduced in behalf of these people was but 
following the line of procedure that Representatives in Con
gress from Mississippi ha v'e followed heretofore. 

Distinguished Senators to-day in the other end of the Capitol 
have fought time and again in behalf of 'these Mississippi 
Choctaws. They have rights; those rights should be protected; 
and the Otey contract bugaboo will not influence any fair
minded Member of this House. The gentleman from Okla
homa knows that under the present law the Secretary of the 
Interior will control absolutely the fee question. 

I am opposed to sending a bill of this importance to con
ference with a provision that would, to some extent, at least, 
help the Mississippi Choctaws and would thereby deprive the 
Oklahoma Choctaws of some funds, when at least one Member 
from Oklahoma, and ~ very influential l\Iember, too, is to be on 
the conference committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. FEllRIS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HARRISO~. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FERRIS. Was there a single member of the Indian 

Affairs Committee who voted for that bill? 
The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from l\Iissis~ippi 

has expired. . 
Mr. CARTER 1\Ir. Speaker, this matter has been settled 

by the courts, on one occasion going as high as the Supreme 
Court of the United States. It was settled by a commission 
appointed and directed by a· specific law to settle. It was after
wards the subject of an agreement with the CP.octaws and 
Chickasaws in Oklahoma and was again settled. It was de
cided and agreed that no man should be permitted to share in 
the tribal estate of the Oklahoma Indians unless he estab
lished a residence in good faith on the reservation. Let me 
say that the native Choctaws in Oklahoma who lived there 
were required to be on the reservation June 28, 1808, or they 
were eternally and forever barred from any participation in ·the 
estate, and some can not participate in it now. 
. But the Mississippi Choctaws were given, by agreement, until 
JuJy 1, 1903, five years after the native Choctaws had to settle 
on the reservation. By a subsequent act they were given until 
March 4, 1907, to settle on the reservation, and nobody knows 
it any - better than the gentleman from Mississippi. . I notice 
that the gentleman from Mississippi when dealing with facts 
never states them if it in the least injures his case. 

Now, since the decision was made in 1902, since the rolls 
were opened as of date of March 4, 1902, this matter has been 
settled three times by the present Congress. It was settled 
three times last year upon three distinct occasions, two by 
roll-call votes, and in each instance the proposition of the 
gentleman from Mississippi was defeated. 

Mr. HARRISON. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CARTER. For a very brief question. 
Mr. HARRISON. Did not the Sixty-second Congress on two 

separate votes in this House adopt my contention? 
Mr. CARTER. This House never adopted any contention of 

the gentleman from Mississippi on the Mississippi Choctaw 
question, and he knows it, and why he should ask this mislead
ing question I can not imagine. 

Mr. HARRISON. The gentleman from Oklahoma is tres
passing upon the proprieties of the House. I do not want the 
gentleman from Oklahoma to say that I have misstated the 
facts. 
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Mr. CARTER. It the gentleman will state his question 

briefly, I will answer. 
Mr. HARRISON. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CARTER. I yield, and do not take all of my time. 
l\Ir. HARRISON. Does not the gentleman know that on a 

-vote whether or not this per capita payment was to be made, 
in the second session of the Sixty-second Congress and the 
third session of the Sixty-second Congress, it was knocked out? 

1.\Ir. CARTER. I know that on a teller vote without a roll 
cal1, and one instance in the Sixty-second Congress, the House 
did vote to eliminate this payment; that was two years ago. 

Mr. FERRIS. That was not a vote to enroll the Mississippi 
Choctaws. 

1\lr. HARRISON. I did not state that it was. 
Mr. CARTER. It was on a question of delaying these pay

ments. At the last minute the proposition came up, somewhat 
similar to this, and the distinguished gentleman from Mis
sissippi had it eliminated by a vote of 25 to 15. I say the 
general proposition has been settled again and again and yet 
he comes here--although he speaks of the Oklahoma Members 
using unfair methods-he comes here in the closing hours of a 
Congre and raises this question, makes a point of no quorum, 
offers every kind of dilatory tactics, so that nothing will be 
done with the bill; hoping to defeat the payment of the claims 
of the Indians and violate the agreement of the Federal Gov
ernment. 

l\Ir. HARRISON. Mr. Speaker, I move to concur in Senate 
amendment 120. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
concur in Senate amendment No. 120. · 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that amendment 120 may be again reported. 

The SPF~KER. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
report Senate amendment 120. 

The Clerk read the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing t6 Senate 

amendment 120. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

HARRISON) there were-ayes 44, noes 69. 
So the motion to concur in Senate amendment 120 was re-

jected. · 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to agree to the confer

ence asked for by the Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER appointed as conferees on the part of the House 

Mr. CARTER, Mr. HAYDEN, and Mr. BURKE of South Dakota. 
SURVEY OF NATURAL OYSTER BEDS, STATE OF TEXAS. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Mr. Speaker, I call up concurrent reso-
. lotion 38, correcting au error in the bill S. 3362. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Represelltatives concun'ing), 

That the action of the Speaker of the House of Representatives and 
the Vice President of the Unlted States and President of the Senate 
in signing enrolled bill S. 33621.authorlzing the Secretary of Commerce, 
through the Coast and Geodenc Survey and Bureau of Fisheries, to 
make a survey of the natural oyster beds, bars and rocks, and barren 
bottoms contiguous thereto in the waters along the coast of and within 
the State of Texas be, and 1s hereby, rescinded, and that in the re
enrollment of the bill the words " and directed," in line 4 of the bill, 
be stricken out and the words " in his discretion " substituted therefor. 

!fESS.A.OE FROM THE SEN .A.TE. 

A mesSage from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Sena.te had agreed to the conference report 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendment 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20347) making appropriations 
for the support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1916. 

- ARMY .APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. HAY. .Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 
the bill H. R. 20347, the Army appropriation bill, and ask 
unanimous consent that the statement may be read in lieu of 
the report. 

The SPElAKER. The gentleman from Virginia calls up the 
conference report on the Army appropriation bill and asks 
unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the 
report. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 
The Clerk read the statement of the conferees. 
The conference report is as follows: 

CONFERENCE BEPOBT. 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on amendment numbered 107 of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 20347) making appropriations for the support of 

the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, ·1~)16, 1iaving mef, 
after full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and 
do recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from amendment numbered 107. 
JAMES HAY, 
S. H. DENT, Jr., 
JULIUS KAHN, 

Managers on the part of the Ho'l.tSe. 
GEO. E. CHAMBERLAIN' 
DUNCAN U. FLETCHER, 

Managers on the part of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. The question i~ on agreeing to the con
ference repo1·t. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. HAY, a motion to reconsider the vote by· 

which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

P .A. TENTS TO CERTAIN LANDS IN UTAH. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill ( S. 7362) authorizing and directing the' 
Secretary of the Interior to patent certain lands to the State 
of Utah and to accom~lish relinquishment from the State of 
Utah of certain other lands in lieu thereof, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have read. · 

The Clerk read as ·follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inferior be, and be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to patent to the State of Utah the fol• 
lowing-described lands situated in · the State of Utah, to wit: 

The northeast quarter of the northeast quarter, the southwest quar
ter of the northeast quarter, the east half of the northwest quarter, tile 
east half of thd southwest quarter, the southwest quarter of the south-

! west quarter, being lot 4, the west half of the southeast quarter of 
section 15 ; the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter, being lot 1, 
and the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter, being lot 2, 
of section 22 ; the west half of the southeast quarter, the east half 
of the west half, the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter, 
being lot 1. the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter, being 
lot 2, the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter, being lot . 31 and the southwest quarter of the southwest quarter, being lot 4, o:r 
section 27 ; the east half of the northwest quarter. the northwest quar
ter of the northwest quarter, being lot 1, the southwest qn1rrter of the 
northwest quarter, being lot 2, the northwest quarter of the southwest 
quarter, being lot 3, and the southwest quarter of the southwest quar
ter, being lot 4, of section 34, all in township 28 south, range 10 west, 
Salt Lake meridian. The northeast quarter of the northwest quarter, 
being lot 3, and the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter, being 
lot 4, of section 3 ; the nortlleast quarter of the northeast quarter, 
being lot 1, the southeast quarter of the northeast quarter, the south
east quarter. and the east half of the southwest quarter of sedon 4 ; the 
east half, the east half of the northwest quarter, and the northeast 
quarter of the southwest quarter of section 9 ; the northwest quarter 
of the northwest quarter, being lot 1, the southwest quarter of the 
northwest quarter, being lot 2 and the northwest quarter of the south
west quarter of section 15 ; the east half of the northwest quarter of 
section 22, all in township 29 south, range 10 west, Salt Lake meridian. 
The northeast quarter of the northeast quarter, being lot 1, the north
west quarter of the northeast quarter, being lot 2, the northeast quarter 
of the northwest quarter, being lot 3, the northwest quarter of the 
northwest quarter, being lot 4, and the south half of the southeast 
quarter of se~tion 1; the east half and the north half of the northwest · 
quarter of section 12 ; the east half and the east half of the west half 
of section 13 ; the south half of the northeast quarter and the south
east quarter of section 15; the west half of section 14; the west halt 
of section 23, all in township 29 south, range 11 west, Salt Lake meri· 
dian, and comprising, all told, 4,197.31 acres, more or less, being a por
tion of the lands segregated to the State of Utah by approval of the 
Secretary of the Interior February 1, 1908, under section 4 of the act 
of August 18, 1894 (28 Stat., pp. 372-422), and the acts amendatory 
thereof and supplemental thereto, commonly known as the Carey Act 
in exchange for unsurveyed State school lands within national forests 
t{;~ sc::t~~f ~f~~e of township deficiency in surveyed townships in 

In township 34 south, range 1 east, Salt Lake meridian: The north
east quarter of the southwest quarter, the northwest quarter of the 
southwest quarter, the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter, the 
southwest quarter of the southwest quarter, in section 16, 160 acres; 
the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter, the northeast quarter 
of the northwest quarter. the northwest quarter of the northwest quar
ter, the southeast quarter of the northwest quarter, the southwest quar
ter of the northwest quarter, the northeast quarter of the southeast quar· 
ter, the northwest quarter of the southeast quarter, the southeast quar
ter of the southeast quarter, the southwest quarter of the southeast quar
ter. the northeast quarter of the southwest quarter, and the northwest 
quarter of the southwest quarter, In section 32, 440 acres. 

In township 33 south, range 2 east, Salt Lake meridian: The north
west quarter of the southeast quarter, the southeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter, the southwest quarter of the southeast quarter, the 
northeast quarter of the southwest quarter, and the southwest quarter 
of the southwest quarter, in section 16, 200 acres; the southwest 
quarter of the northwest quarter, the southeast quarter of the south
east quarter, in section 32, 80 acres ; the southeast quarter of th-e 
northeast quarter, the southwest quarter of the northeast quarter, part 
of the northeast quarter of the northwest quarter, the northwest quarter 
of the northwest quarter, the southeast quarter of the northwest quar
ter, the southwest quarter of the northwest quarter, the northeast 
quarter of the southeast quarter, part of the northwest quarter of the 
southeast quarter, the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter, the 
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter, the northeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter, in section 36, 437.71 acres. 

In township 34 south, range 2 east, Salt Lake meridian: The north· 
east quarter of the southeast quarter, the northwest quarter of the 
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southeast- quarter, the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter, the 
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter, the northeast quarter of 
the southwest quarter, the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter, 
the southeast quarter of the southwest quarter, the southwest quarter of 
the southwest quarter, in section 16, 320 acres. 

In township 34 south, range 3 east, Salt Lake meridian : The north
east quarter of the northeast quarter, the northwest quarter of the 
northeast quarter, the southeast quarter of the southeast quarter, the 
southwest quarter of the southeast quarter, the northeast quarter of the 
southwest quarter, the northwest quarter of the southwest quarter, the 
southeast quarter of the southwest quarter. and the southwest quarter 
of the southwest quarter, in section 16, 320 acres. 

Together with 43.51 acres of loss due to fractional condition of 
township 3 north, range 15 east, Salt Lake meridian. 

In township 23 south, range 4 west, Salt Lake meridian : The west 
half and southwest quarter of the n"Ortheast quarter of section 36, 
360 acres. 

In township 23 south, range 4 west: The southeast quarter, section 
36 160 acres. 

in township 23 south, range H west: Section 2, 640 acres; the 
west half of the southeast quarter and the southeast quarter of the 
southeast quarter section 16, 120 acres; section 36, 640 acres. 

In township 24 south, range 4~ west: Northwest quarter of north
east quarter and southeast quarter of northeast quarter section 2, 
80 acres. 

In township 23 south, range 5 west: .West half of northwest quarter 
and south half of southeast quarter section 36, 160 acres; together 
with 36.9 acres of loss ·due to fractional condttfon of township . 5 
north, range · 4 west, Salt Lake meridia'n; a total of 4,198.31 acres, 
more or less. 

Provided That said patent shall not issue until the State of Utah 
shall have, filed an unconditional relinquishment of all the lands cov
ered by Utah segregation list No. 2, as well as a proper release of any 
Interest or claim which the .State of Utah may have or assert in or 
to the lands offered in exchange for those herein proposed to be pat-
ented. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? [After a pause.] 
No second being demanded the question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

Mr. :MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
bill (H. R. 21139), similar to the Senate bill, be_ laid on the 
table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection it will be so ordered. 
There was no objection. 

WITH DBA W AL OF PAPERS. 

By unanimous consent leave was granted to Mr. SMITH of 
Maryland to withdraw from the files of the House, without 
ieaving copies, the papers in the case of Mary l\Iueller (H. R. 
i 7379), second session, Sixty-third Congress, no adverse report 
having been made thereon. 

Also, the papers in the case of the bill (H. R. 20336) for 
pension to Mrs. Ida V. Stephens, Sixty-second Congress, no ad
verse report having been made thereon. 

Also, to Mr. KAHN, to withdraw from the files of the House, 
without leaving copies, papers in the case of Mary A. Brown 
'(H. R. 1261), first session, Sixty-third Congress, no adverse re
port having been made thereon. 

SHIPMENTS IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE. 

1\Ir. RAYBURN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, S. 4522, to amend an act entitled "An act to 
amend an act entitled 'An act to regulate commerce,' approved 
February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en
large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission," ap
proved June 29, 1906, as amended, which I send to the desk 
and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That so much of section 7 of an act entitled "An 

act to amend an act entitled 'An act to regulate commerce,' approved 
February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission," approved June 29, 
1906, as reads as follows, to wit: 

"That any common carrier, railroad, or transportation company re
ceiving property for transportation from a point in one State to a point 
in another State shall issue a receipt or a bill of lading therefor, and 
shall be liable to the lawful holder thereof for any loss, damage, or 
Injury to such property caused by it or by any common carrier, railroad, 
or transportation company to which such property may be delivered, or 
over whose line or lines such property may pass, and no contract, re
ceipt, rule, or regulation shall exempt such common carrier, railroad, or 
transportation company from the liability hereby imposed : Provided, 
{['hat nothing in this section shall deprive any holder of such receipt 
or bill of lading of any remedy or right of action which he has under 
existing law," be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as 
follows, to wit : 

" That any common carrier, railroad or transportation company sub· 
ject to the provisions of this act, receiving property for transportation 
from a point in one State or Territory or the District of Columbia to 
a point in another State, Territory, or District of Columbia, or from 
any point in the United States to a point in an adjacent foreign coun
try shall issue a receipt or bill of lading therefor, and shall be liable 
to the lawful holder thereof for any loss, damage, or injury to such 
property caused by it or by any common carrier, railroad, or trans· 
portation company to which such property may be delivered or over 
whose line or lines such property may pass, within the United States 
or within an adjacent foreign country when transported on a through 
bill of lading, and no contract, receipt, rule, regulation, or other limi
tation of any character whatsoever, shall exempt such common carrier, 
railroad, or transportation company from the liability hereby imposed ; 
and any such common carrier, railroad, or transportation company so 

receiving property for transportation from a point in one State, Tel'r!
tory, ..or the District of Columbia to a point in another State or Terri
toqJ or from a point in a State or Territory to a point in the District 
of columbia, or from any point in the United States to a point in an 
adjacent foreign country, or for transportation wholly within a Terri
tory shall be liable to the lawtul holder of said receipt or blll of lading 
or to any party entitled to recover thereon, whether such receipt or 
bill of lading has been issued or not, for the full actual loss, damage, 
or injury to any such property caused by it or by any common carriet·, 
railroad, or transportation company to which such property may be de
livered or over whose line or lines such property may pass within the 
United States or within an adjacent foreign country when transported 
on a through bill of lading, notwithstanding any limitation of liability 
or limitation of the amount of recovery or representation or agree
ment as to value in any such receipt or bill of lading, or in any con
tract, rule, regulation, or in any tariff filed with the Interstate Com
merce Commission ; and any such limitation, without respect to the 
manner or form in which it is sollght to be made, is hereby declared to 
be unlawful and void: Provided, however, That if the goods are hidden 
from view by wrapping, boxing, or other means, and the carrier is not 
notified as to the character of the goods, the carrier may require the 
shipper to specifically state in writing the value of the goods, and the 
carrier shall not be liable beyond the amount so specifically stated, in 
which case the Interstate Commerce Commission may establish and 

_ maintain rates for transportation, dependent upon the value of the 
property shipped as specifically stated in writing by the shipper. Such 
rates shall be published as are other rate schedules: Provided turthct·, 
That nothing in this section shall deprive any holder of such receipt 
or bill of lading of any remedy or right of action which he has under 
the existing law: Provided further, That it shall be unlawful for any 
such common carrier to provide by rule, contract, regulation, or other
wise a shorter period for giving notice of claims than 90 days, and for 
the filing of claims for a shorter period than four months, and for the 
institution of suits than two years : Provided, however·, That If the loss, 
damage, or injury complained of was due to delay or damage while 
being loaded or unloaded, or damaged in transit by carelessness or 
negligence, then no notice of claim nor filing of claim shall be required 
as a condition precedent to recovery." 

SEC. 2 .. That this act shall take effect and be in force from 90 days 
after its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? . 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, I demand a 

second. 
Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

a second be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas is entitled to 

20 minutes and the gentleman from Minnesota to 20 minutes. · 
Mr. RAYBURN. 1\Ir. Speaker, in 1906, what is known as the 

Carmack amendment to the interstate-commerce law was 
passed. Before that time the liability of common carriers in 
the different sections of the country was controlled by the laws 
of the different States. In many, and in most of the States, 
the carriers by law were held for the full liability of loss, 
damage, and · injury to property that was committed to their 
care. After the passage of the Carmack amendment the Su
preme Court of the United States held that the Federal Gov
ernment having entered thls field at that time took jurisdiction, 
and in a case upon this question decided differently from what 
had ever been decided before, namely, that the railroad com
panies had the right to limit their liability as common carriers, 
and the bill of lading that the shipper must now sign has two 
rates in it. One of them is a very reasonable rate. That is, if 
the shipper will limit his liability, it is a reasonable rate. 1\Ir. 
Speaker, especially in the shipment of cattle and all character 
of live stock, the people o:t; the South, the Southwest, and the 
West, have been great sufferers on account of this decision of 
the Supreme Court.· It is the purpose of this_ bill alone to ~ure 
that, and to say that hereafter no railroad company shall limit 
its liability lower than the value of the actual loss in· damages 
to the property than that which can be proved in the courts as 
the actual \alue. These amendments that have been offered 
in connection with the bill are simply to make the bill not 
apply to transportation. At this time you can take a shipment 
of cattle in this country and go to the freight agent of the rail
road company, and he will offer you two rates. One of them 
is a reasonable rate, in which the railroad company, we will 
say, will state a value of $10 per head on a load of cattle, 
for which they will be responsible if you take a certain rate. 

If you want the railroad company to assume full and com
plete liability, you must pay a much higher rate, something like 
10 per cent, which tbe railroad attorneys themselves, before the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, said was too 
high. Also that at this time they had a case before the Inter
state Commerce Commission to cut down this rate. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Would not the gentleman go a little 
further ·and say that the first rate offered is the ordinary rate? 

Mr. RAYBURN. Yes. 
1\fr. GREEN of Iowa. And appro\ed by the Interstate Com

merce Commission? 
1\Ir. RAYBURN. Yes; and if a man takes that rate on a 

carload of steers worth $75 per head, and they are damaged or 
injured or lost, he can reco1er only $10, or whatever is stipu
lated in his bill of ladiD:g. 
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Great objection -is made to this bill by some of my friends, 
conscientiously, by saying that especially li~e-stock shipments in 
this country am~nmt to a very small percentage of the whole 
amount of shipments in the country. 

They claim, further than that, that if this bill is passed it 
will give us an increase in the freight rates all over the coun
try. ·This I deny, for I challenge any man in this House to 
pojnt to a single instance in ship111ents _like this where, since 
the decision in the Kroninger case in 1913 by the Supreme Court 
of the United States upholding a bill of -lading like this, ship
pers in this country are getting their freight rates upon live 
stock one cent cheaper than they did before. The p\Jrpose of 
this bill, Mr. Speaker, is to restore what was almost the uni
form decisions of the Supreme Court in ·an unbroken line of 
decisions coming down for many years and to make the railro~d 
companies, regardless of any clause they may write in their 
bills _of lading, responsible to the shipper for the full actual 
damage or loss to property that occurs while in their care. 

.Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will the Speaker notify me a,t 

the end of 10 minutes? 
Mr. Speaker, I very much dislike to oppose this bill, because 

not only do I desire to help wherever I can my good friend from 
Texas who presents it, bnt I entirely sympathize with the pur
pose which is desired to be obtained by the bill. But it is be
cam;;e I am firmly convinced that this bill goes far beyond the 
scope of what is designed to be accomplished,- and if enacted will 
bring many evils unforeseen by the proponents upon the ship
ping public of this country, that I oppose the measure. If it 
were confined only to what the gentleman has stated to the 
House, I think there would be no particular objection to it. The 
difficulty "is that the scope is far beyond that, as I will endeavor 
to show this House. 

First, the House should understand that this controversy is 
already in proper form before the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion. The proceeding for the reduction of these rates has been 
filed, and testimony upon it has been taken, while the commis
sion has entire jurisdiction to order what relief is sought or 
which is necessary in this case. ·So this bill is now presented 
after the case has been presented and before the commission bas 
decided it upon its merits. If one did hot know there is merit 
in the contention, this course would ordinarily be a fatal admis
sion of no merit in the demand. 

Again, the commission has entire authority also in another 
proceeding relative to fixing the terms of the form and substance 
of bills of lading, which would include a very substantial part 
of this controversy. In this case the commission has entire 
jurisdiction, the matter is before it, testimony has been taken, 
but the decision has not been rendered. Again, this same matter 
can_ also . be covered in two other cases before the commission-in 
the express cases, where the practices and rates of the express 
companies are regulated, and in the proceeding concerning re
leased and unreleased rates. All of th.ese cases are now before 
the commission, and they involve all phases of this controversy, 
and their determination will settle this matter. 

The testimony has been taken, but the final decisions have 
not been made. So, if the gentleman would have patience, in 
a few months the matter would be straightened, I have no 
doubt, to the entire satisfaction of the shipping public, by the 
commission itself. It has the entire jurisdiction, the entire 
authority, the matters are pendi.qg, and the testimony is taken, 
but the gentlemen are not content to wait. I submit to this 
House that it is not good public policy to grant a great com
mission plenary aut~ority to settle these controversies, and 
then, while they are in process of litigation, that Congress 
shall take the matters wholly out of the hands of the com
mission regardless of consequences. 
. Mr: Speaker, now let me show what will be accomplished 
if this bill should pass. I am as positive as one can be that 
if this bill shall pass by its terms it will automatically increase 
merchandise and commodity rates in this country by about 10 
per cent in 90 days, when this measure, by its terms, shall take 
effect. And that is the point I want to show to the gentleman 
from Texas. l hold here the copies of the bills of ladin cr the 
official bills of lading, framed and promulgated by the i~ter
state Commerc~ Commission, _ and which are now used by the 
carriel's and the shipping public. These forms are of both the 
straig~t . bill and the order bill of lading promulgated by the 
COmmiSSlOll. -

The condition of -the bill of lading prescribed by the -commis
sion no'v in force provides as follows, by the· second paragraph 
of section 3 of both bills. I read the paragraph covering this 
controversy: 

The amount of any loss or damage tor which -any carrier is liabie 
shall be computed on the b~sis of the value of the property (being the 
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bona fide invoice price, i1 any, to tbe consignee, including the freight 
. charges, if . prepaid) at the place and time of shipment under this bill 
of lading, unless a ],.ower value has been represented in writing by the 
shipper or bas been agreed upon or is determined by the classification 
or tariff.s upon which the rate is based, in any of which events such 
lower value shall be the maximum amount to govern such computation· 
whether or not such loss ~r damage occurs from negligence. ' 

You will note that this paragraph of.both bills of lading pro
vides for two different rates, exactly as the gentleman from 
Texas [l\Ir. RAYBURN] has stated-one a lower rate on limita
tion of val_ue given by the shipper at the time of shipment, and 
the other the higher rate, generally about 10 per cent higher 
with no limitation of value. Remember both of these rates ar~ 
now in force under the various classifications and schedules 
filed with the commission, as required by law. Both are 
equally effective and are at the option of the shipper. This 
bill prohibits and makes illegal the lower rate, thus . auto
matically leaving in effect the higher rate. You must realize 
that if the lower rate be prohibited, the higher rate is the only 
one which would remain in force. It matters not that it may 
be too high, as we all think it is and as the railroads admitted 
before our committee and the commission. Yet that will make 
no difference; this bill cuts out the lower rate and thus leaves 
the higher one the only legal rate in existence all over this 
country. 

Mr. ANTHONY. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. STEVENS of Minnesota. Let me finish this statement 

before I yield. 
So that I am as positive as can be that where the two rates 

exist now under the law, and the low rate is prohibited, the 
higher rate would be automatically· made effective. It would 
increase the merchandise rates in this country 10 per cent 
right off the bat by the operation of this law. I do not believe 
this is just, and I know it should not be done. You do not 
desire it, and yet you will accomplish it by the enactment of 
this bill. 

.Mr. NORTON. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. STEVENS of l\Iinneso~a. If the g~ntleman will excuse 

me, I will not yield now. I am trying to cover these points in 
only a few moments, and so can not yield. There are too many: 
of them to discuss at any length. ' 

Again, a measure of this kind will result in the permanent 
increase of rates to some extent throughout the United States 
for very many of these different articles. There are two rates in 
effect under these bills of lading, the lower rate with limited 
liability, the higher rate with an unlimited liability. Now, the 
courts have held and the commission has held that an element in 
the fixing of a rate is the liability for value that the railroads 
are obliged to assume. 

You prohibit the limited liability and leave only the 
necessity of unlimited liability; then the railroads would be 
necessarily compelled to increase their rates somewhat to 
meet such risk. It may not be much on some things; it may 
be considerable on others. But this increase, whatever it may 
be, would be a serious injury to many industries. Testimony 
was presented to the committee, and it was voluminous, that 
in many cases the cla~s for loss and damage run to nearly 5 
per cent of the revenues received from this class of traffic. This 
increase of -liability must be paid for whether the shippers 
want it or 'not. Most of them have objected to our committee. 
They prefer the lowest rate and lowest risk. 

And now remember that when this increase is made auto
matically by this law it can only be changed either by the 
railroads themselves filing an application for the reduction ot 
rates or by the commission itself initiating a proceeding, hold
ing an inv-estigation, taking testimony, and . making an order. 
You know how long that requires. The provisions of law must 
be complied with to make it legal. It will require months 
possibly years, to have a reduction of rates under the usuai 
operation of law if these reductions are contested. You know 
many, or most of them, will be contested, and that . will make 
interminable delay, as in the proceedings I have already de
scribed to you. Now, the railroads practically told tpe com,
mittee that there ought to be a reduction of the higher rates 
for unlimited liability; that they were anxious to make a re
duction of the higher rates; that they would make a· redu~tion 

. of the higher rates just as soon as the commission would make 
an order prescribing what that reduction and what just and 
reasonable rates under such conditions ought to be. The 
commission should have settled the rna tter before this if the 
testimony had been complete. 

The commission should have granted that relief before this, 
if the cases had been fully presented. But you realiz-e if yoJ.I 
pass .this bill, and the commission is obliged to initiate a new 
proceeding to attempt to reduce these \ery rates, the reduction 
will be postponed for months or years inEtead of a few months 
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"'as ·under -the IJroceedings now under way. 'This bill :will .A.gatn, rthts 'prohibition is not merely against the · limitation of 
·.mean the loss of time for these ·various shippe-rs who ·ar~ llabillty . . It is ·a ·prohibition .against limitation based on value 
anxious to have this matter -speedily closed. ,Jt tis ·a matter o.t .:as•to baggage, as to carriage of explosives, carriage of valuable 
~oed legislation that we have ·given the commission the power documents, jewels, and so 'forth, .and ]jossibly the limitations on 
to fix these rates, to adjust these complaints, · to let them .tlnish ~onditlons of the routing· by the carrier for the handling in tran-
the work they have hegun, instead of bringing forward an ·sit ()f .gr.ain and 'COtton. :n is subject 'to indefinite litigation. · If 
act of Congress and taking the power away ·from ' th~ commis- ·You gentlemen pass this bill, . it may mean litigation for years 

·Sion to CDIDJ)lete the work we have already ordered it ·to do. ' to determine what it means in the carriage of your cotton and 
' Now, another fact that 1s of great importance in this bill. your gratn. 

~When the gentleman from "'Illinois [Mr. MANN] · haa charge One 'thing more. The provision abolishes notice for loss, dam
of the framing df the :Mann-Elklns bill and was ·such -an in- ages, and liability, -except for theft. That is the open door to 

~ fiuential factor in the 'framing of the Hepburn bill, this was Tebating. It will be productive of all kinds of fraud and discrim-
1the one ·fact that was tnad~ the basis ·of our railroad leglsla- ·ination. The ~nly i klnd of notice then will be for loss ·by theft. 
!tlon, and that is, that the railroads themselves must take the This will ·encourag~ the unscrupulous among railroads anU 
initiative in the making ·and.' the fixing Of their rates. There ·shippers to rebate. It·will encourage the old sort of dishonesty 
was a good reason for it, in that the carriers and their officials that we sought to · wipe out by the· Mann-Elkins Act ·and . by the 

' had ~ practical knowledge of conditions, had a motive to up- ·Elkins Act of 1903. ·under these 'Circumstances, •much as ii 
build their traffic, could more easily ada-pt their ·knowledge to ' regret it, 'I realize that this bill, if passed in its •present form, 
conditions and changes and :anticipate the neetls and demands will cause indefinite evils to the shipping interests of this ·coun
of the , future. ·But when a rate was unsatisfactory, the com- :try. We all want the rates for unlimited lia'bility by the car-

' mission itself; either on complaint or on its own' initiative, could riers to be reduced. They ought to be, and will be. Under 
. hen by proper proceedings · fix wh'at should be a . proper rate. these circumstances, where there ·can be but a sh-ort delay before 

This ' bill rrevolutionizes that theory ·as applied to all traffic the decision of the commission, where the matter •is now prop
based on value. It takes away from the railroads the power to erly presented, the shippers better wait untll after the ·decision 
initiate rates fixed on value and leaves this power entirely and of the commission. Then, if ··further ' legislation be needed, this 
.solely to the commission. Realize what that means. The ·com- ·Congress will be very glad to grant whatever may be needed 
mission is overburdened with work now. It easily has many without working · any of the evils w-hich this measure will pro-

• times more -work than it ought to do and do well. If you take duce. The committee ·did not report some amendments referred 
away from ·the carriers the power to tnlttate •rates based on· ~to in the Senate report restricting recovery to the represented 
rvalue and leave that -entirely to the commission, which under ·-value; but it can not be done now. 

·· the Constitution and under the ·decisions of the SOIJreme Court Mr. Speaker, I -reserve the remainder of my time. 
•is ofiliged to• take competent testimony .for its 'Proceedings, you· Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the .gentleman yield for ;a 
·realize that it means an indefinite delay and constant compU-· question? 
cations in fixing the rates based on ·value · all O"Ver the country. Mr. STEVENS of'.Minnesota. I really have notr the . time. I 
It means a very serious disadvantage to a considerable part have ·refused these gentl~en, -Inuch as ·I would like to yield. 
of the commerce of-the ·c<mntry ·solely on tha~ :.acco.u;tt. J?elay1 I will yield later if I have the time. 

•-will only be a . pa'l't of the difficulty. 'Lack of adaptation Will be Mr. RAYBURN. I yield ·to the _gentleman from Iowa [Mr. 
Jfully ·as injurious. l 'ToWNER]. 

· -There is another requirement, that goods to be wrapped and! Mr. TOWNER. 1\Ir. ·Speaker, to listen to -the speech o.f tb:e 
packed must have value declared in 'udvance in writing ·inl _gentleman who h.as just: left the .:.fiooT .[1\Ir. STEVENs of 1\Iinne
order to have·a reduction of rates. J'ust think ~at that mean~,, sota] one would think that this was an entirely new and revolu

t ~t:goods wrap!)ed !lnd packed :must have T then· ·value decl~r~ . tlonary proposition. -As a matter of fact, the conditions that 
rm advance. ·The shipper knows the value bette.r than .the c;:ar- now exist have been in existence only since February, 1913. 
1rier !)ossibly can. This is so as to cattle '::llld merchandise. -This ·bill is intended to I'estore conditions as · they existed prior 
::He seeks a Tate based on 1the value as he states ·tt and pays to that date and .not to establish. a new status. 
ihis-ra.tes on that basis. T~at is just as is adtnitted in our hear- Under the common law carriers could. not limit their liability 
iings. The less -valuable ;pays for what lt is~orth; th~ more for their own negligence by contract. The temptation to do· so 
valuable on what the owner declares. :Yi)U -change this rule! was . so strong, however, that ·all manner of. sChemes we-re de
against the lesB valuable nrticle. . . I -vised to evade the rule. To meet -these conditions the -various 

The SPEAKER ,pro tempore -(MroJ RUCKEB). The gentl~man ·states enacted sta.tutes .to prevent the·practice. These statutes 
as ·used 10 minutes. I were approved by the Supreme Court. 
Mr. STEVENS Df Minnesota. Please notify me at .the end of' In 1906 the Carmack amendment to the antitrust law was 

three minutes more. The difficulty is not only a questi-on of lia- passed which provided: 
' f:>ility but of Q.Ctllal ·hamlling of the traffic. In the city .of New No c~ntract, recelp~ rule, or regulation shall exempt such common 
York every . night the express companies collect more than 60,-: carrier, railroad, or transportation company from the liability het·eby 
000 packages ·of this kind; throughout the country :more than imposed. 
2 000 000 000 .in the course of the year. In order· to come within It was supposed that thi-s amendment would prevent limita
this iaw 'and to have the low rate the value must be ·declared in1 tions of liability on interstate shipments, and it was effective to 
.writing in advance. That ls a physical impossibility. The col- prevent abuses until February, 1913, when the case of Adams 
lectors are extremely busy, have not the ability nor the oppor- ·llJxpress Co. against Groninger was decided by the Supreme 
tunity to do the writing and prepare the bills of lading in ad- Court of the U'nlted States. This decision held that railroads 

•vance. Most of the package freight that is ship!)ed throughout could limit their liability when a. rate was based on a fixoo 
the country from· the jobbing houses or· manufacturing establish- valuation of the property. The· effect of th1s decision is to leave 
ments, in order to .have the low rate must have the value de- the sbi!)pers in a worse situation than ever before. It not only 
clared tn advance. Now, more than 95 per ·cent of the commerce takes from them the supposed protection of the Carmack amend
.of this country is carried on the lowest rate, with a limitation Df ment, but it deprives them of the protection given· by the State 
liability. That is what the shippers want-to have the lowest laws, and even the protection which the shipper had under the 
lrate, carry their own risk, and take advantage of conditions common law . 
. which will give them the widest market. This bill takes that Under the practice at present the railroads ha"Ve a prepared 
rprivilege away from the shippers. It takes away from the ship- printed shipping contract which the shipper is requested to sign 
·p.· ers the ~ower : rates. Automatically it makes higher rates. It which provides that in case of total loss of the live stock cov
interferes with the normal course of traffic. It will reduce the ered by the contract the railroad company shall be liable on1y 

trating 'Of tramc for tlle heavy, bulky, and cheaper goods, and for the actual cash value of the stock, but in no ca.se to exceed 
so gravely injure many communities and interests in the coun- $100 for horses, $50 for cattle, $10 for hogs and calves, and $3 
fry. It will completely revoluti~nize the business of the ex- for sheep. If he places :a higher valuation on his stock, the ship-

rj;>ress companies by· compelling this declal.'ation of value in ~it- per .must pay him fro~ 10 to 25 per ce~t increase on rates. . 
·iJ.ng in -advance, which can net be made. It makes oan indefimte The regular rates, m order to obtam which the shipper IS 
{lelay in the express business an'd in the merchandise· business, forced ·to accept in case of loss one-half the value of his stock 
und • this will ·- work to the erious disadvantage of the shipping in many instances, were approved by the Interstate Commerce 
public. This bill was not intended to affect or' injure-tbe expr~ss1 · Commission, .which took into ·consideration as part ·of the operat-

,'f>usiness, but it does ·so · riously, because it .compels 'RD unlim- 1ng.·expenses of the roads payment in full of ·all such losses--to 
I !too liability on all traffic, and so will comp~l -an·entlre change' . compel · tile shipper to pay 10 to 25 per cent increase in order 
and increase of expre s rates. Kow, w-e are all content · wi~1 to secure an undoubted right is a rank injustice. 
a limited liability anti low rates. This will prohibit exact! . Mr. GARRETT of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 

1whnt \\e do anti w:mt. - ' "Mr. TOWNER. 'lam sorry, but I have not t_ime to yield. 

'· ' I 
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The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] seems to be

lieve that to pass this bill will increase shipping rates for stock 
10 per cent. Such a belief is entirely unwarranted. It is based 
on the idea that because the railroads under existing law can 
compel a shipper to pay 10 per cent increase above normal and 
reasonable rates in order to obtain full compensation in case of 
loss, that to compel the railroads to pay full compensation would 
"automatically" increase the rates 10 per cent. That such a 
contention is unjustified a slight consideration of the facts is 
sufficient to show. 

The rates fixed and approved by the Interstate Commerce Com
mission in Iowa .territory in 1910 were based upon full payment 
of all losses as part of the operating expenses of the roads. The 
law as then interpreted prohibited contracts limiting liability 
and compelled full payment in case of damage or loss. There 
has been no change since in the rates. But since February, 1913, 
the railroads have been allowed to settle their losses at their 
own valuation, which lessened to that extent their operating 
expenses, while they have made no corresponding reduction in 
their rates. 

The idea that a general advance of 10 per cent in rates would 
follow. the restoration of the original status on which the rates 
were fixed is most absurd. If such an advance could be thus 
secured, the railroads would all favor the proposition. In the 
hearings before the House Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce Mr. Thorne, of Iowa, representing the shippers, very 
clearly showed the fallacy of the 10 per cent automatic advance 
idea, when the following colloquy occurred: 

Mr. THORNE. I do not believe that Mr. Wright seriously considers 
that there is any intention on the part of the railroads to clalm--

Mr. WRIGHT (interposing). I said that It was doubtful whether they 
might do it; but I think it is true that the commission would straight
way readjust the rates. However, I think it would result In slight vari
ations and increases in rates. 

Mr. CowAN. If the railroads thought it would result in an advance 
of rates do you know why they would not be for the bill--

Mr. WRIGHT (interposing). There would be no permanent advance to 
that extent at all. N()body would consider it. 

Mr. Wright is the general solicito~ of the Chicago & North 
Western Railway Co., and was there representing the western 
railway companies. When he says frankly that nobody would 
consider the 10 per cent automatic advance proposition the sug
gestion need be regarded as of no more value than a " bogie " to 
induce acquiescence in present conditions. 

Rates are made upon all the conditions that affect the cost of 
traffic. One of the Hems of operating expenses of railroads is 
the amount paid as damages for losses occasioned by their own 
negligence. Such losses should be fully paid, not partially 
paid. The shipper is willing to pay a reasonable rate based 
upon full payment. But he is unwilling to pay a rate based 
upon full payment when he can receive in case of loss only half 
value for his shipment. 

Some of these limited-liability shipping contracts provide: 
And in no event shall the carrier's liability exceed $1,200 upon any 

carload. 
· Twenty head or a carload of good fat steers at $150 a head 

amount to $3,000 a car. If destroyed by the carelessness of the 
railroad the loss to the shipper would be $3,000 and the railroad 
would settle such loss under the contract for $1,200. This 
would not be a"large item in the operating expenses of the rail
road, but to lose $1,800 on one car of steers might mean the loss 
of a year's work to a farmer in Iowa. 

What is asked by this bill is simply that the railroads shall 
respond for their own neglfgence just as others do. It has been 
many times decided that to permit a common carrier to contract 
against loss by reason of his own negligence is against public 
policy. Any plan or scheme by which this is done must be un
fair and unjust. The shipper is compelled in most cases to ship 
his stock over the railroads and is compelled to accept their · 
terms. It is only right that the law should compel the railroads 
to deal fairly with the people in this as in other regards. It is 
just as wrong to allow the railroads to escape half their lia
bility as it would be to allow them to escape all of it. Anyone 
would admit that a shipping contract which provided that if the 
shipper accepted the rates given the railroad should be absolved 
of all liability for its own negligence would be wrong. It is 
just as wrong to allow the railroads to escape half of their lia
bility in the same way. 

Carriers are public se~·vants. For the monopoly· and the quasi 
public functions they perform they are under obligations to 
deal fairly with the people. That is all that is required, and 
that is all this bill requires. It is not proposed that more than 
actual values should be paid. It is only proposed that when the 
railroads by their own negligence destroy property which they 
are paid for carrying they shall respond in damages for the full 
value of the property, whatever it may be, just as everybody 

else is compelled to do. More than that is not asked, and less 
than that I do not believe anyone is justified in demanding. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. I yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. EscH]. 

Mr. ESCH. Mr. Speaker, although I am in favor of the prin
ciple of this bill, I feel that it is inopportune to ask for ·any 
decision thereon at this time. In the first place, there are no 
large interests to be immediately affected if the bill becomes op
erative. The cattle industry, which was the principal industry 
that came before the committee asking for legislation, does not 
cover possibly more than 1 per cent of the interstate ship
ments, and of that 1 per cent a small fraction would be lost 
through accident or injury in transit. 

With this comparatively small loss, therefore, I think we can 
well afford to defer consideration and action on this matter 
until the Interstate Commerce Commission has concluded its 
hearings and rendered its decision. That commission, as the 
gentleman from Minnesota has stated, has had hearings extend
ing over a period of months, has had the best traffic -talent in 
the cou:dry on the question of a uniform bill of lading and re
leased values of shipments, and thtse hearings are not yet ·con
cluded, but they are to be in the near future, . as we are in
formed. Why can not we afford to wait until these findings are 
made and these recommendations are offered to the Congress? 
When they are made we will have the data on which we can 
act wisely in -the matter. 

With reference to the proposition of increasing the rates by 
the passage of this bill, we have warrant in the testimony of 
Mr. Lincoln, who was for a long time secretary of the Traffic 
League and at present is connected with a large New York ship
ping bureau. His testimony before the committee as to the 
effect of this bill was that it would result in an increase of 
rates. If that be the effect of it, certainly we ought not to act 
now, especially when the findings of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission are soon to be handed down to us. As a part of 
his testimony, permit me to read: 

Mr. LINCOLN. As I have said, over 95 per cent of shippers' transac
tions are undoubtedly handled under the limited liability provided for 
in the uniform bill of lading, or, in other words, the business of practi
cally all the shippers of this country, outside of the live-stock interests, 
is handled that way. They are shipping under conditions contained iri 
the bills of lading and on a basis of rates that does not provide for a 
limitation of liablllty as to value, and they are using the "uniform" 
and " standard " bills of lading. There is a fear on the part of our 
shipping public that if by Federal statute, as proposed the carriers are 
prohibited from establishing rates based upon any limitation of liability 
or limitation of the amount of recovery the present limited liability 
rates would become void and carriers would apply the rates now sub
ject to their common-law liability, which would rl(sult in a material 
Increase in the transportation charges they are now paying. 

Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota. Will the gentleman from Texas 
close in one speech? 

Mr. RAYBURN. No; but I will yield three minutes to the 
gentleman from Missouri [M.r. BoRLAND]. 

Mr. BORLAND. Mr. Speaker, this bill is in the interest of a 
large body of shippers iii this country, more particularly the 
live-stock feeders and live-stock shippers of the West and South
west. This bill does two things in restoring the old common
law rule that has prevailed before the interstate-commerce law 
took the jurisdiction away from the State courts in February, 
1913. It forbids the railroad companies in the first place from 
limiting their liability for the loss of merchandise which is 
equally open to the inspection of the carrier and the shipper. 
In the second place, it forbids the company to make any un
reasonable limitation on the time of filing a claim or bringing 
suits. 

The second of these, the item of filing suits, was part of a 
bill which I introduced in this House and presented to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, and is embodied 
in this bill. It has become customary for the railroads to limit · 
to an unreasonably short time the time for filing a claim, and 
that resulted in the greatest hardship and frequently inevitable 
loss to small and inexperienced shippers. 

The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. STEVENS] says that to 
pass this bill and deprive the roads of the right to limit time 
for filing claims would be to open the doors to fraud and to 
a secret rebate. I say exactly the contrary, from experience, 
because the man who is see!p.ng a rebate in collusion with the 
railroad company will file his notice of claim very promptly, 
while the man who fails to file .it is the little occasional 
shipper who overlooks the provisions of his bill of lading and 
does not know that he is caught until he is caught. This bill 
says 90 days for filing a claim and two years for bringing suit. 
That is a reasonable time. If the railroad company has given 
a shipper an illegal rate, it can sue him at any time before 
the statute of limitations runs for the real rate, but the shipper 
is shut off, is prevented under the present practice from suing 
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tile railroad' company by this limitation that they themselves 
have imposed. 

I want to say another thing to the gentleman from Minnesota. 
He says this law automatically raises the rate 10 per cent on 
all' o:f the commodities in this' country. He knows that 10 per 
cent difference- between an unlimited liabilitY, and a limited lia
bility is· a gross overestimate o:f the cost of insuring- the freight. 
If' we had to insm·e the freight under one rate-and did not insure 
It under the other, 10 per cent difference is too high, but I wa:nt 
to call the attention of' the gentleman to his own views as ex
pre sed· before the committee. The low rate- supposed' to. be for 
the limited liability is in fact the ordinary rate, and was the 
ordinary rate until the Supreme Court decided that the Oa.rmack 
amendment permitted these limitations. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentreman from Missouri 
has expired. 

.1\Ir. BORLAND. r will ask the gentleman to let me have one 
more minute. 

111r. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield the gentleman one-halt 
minute. 

Mr. BORLAND. The gentlem:m from Minnesota said before 
th.e committee : 

The proposition is fundamental, and I think you have struck the 
keynote. Your people paid a certain rate when the Uability was not 
limited, and they l)ay the same rate when the liability is limited,.. and 
they think the present rate is too high, and I agree with. them. 

.1\Ir. Speaker, I agreed witir the g~ntleman from Minnesota 
when he was before the committee. 

1\fr. STEVENS of M.innesotlL Mr. Speaker, I yield the re
mainder of my time to the gentleman from illinois [~Ir: 1\IA.NN]. 

The SPEAKER. The- gentleman frnm illinois is recognized 
for four minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, rafuoad.. rates are filed with the 
Interstate Qommerce"'Comrnission:. They are now on file with 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. If a railroad desires to 
increase its rates, it must file a new schedule of rates: The 
Interstate Commerce Commission may suspend that schedule's 
going into operation until they have had a hearing and made 
an order upon it. Recently for a long time the eastern roads 
hacl pending an application for pe.rlllission to file schedules in~ 
creasing- their rates 5 per cent. The western roads ar:e now 
ha-ving a hearing before the commission upon that subject. So 
that at presen.t railroads can not increase their rates unless 
we do it for them, without the permission of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. What a-r.e. the facts? There are two 
r.ates now on file, one for a limited liability and ane for an 
unlimited Uability. The unlimited-liability rate averages· about 
10 per cent more than the limited-liability- rate~ If we. pass 
this law forbidding the limited-liability rate,. we put into· ex
ecution. at once all over the c<>untry the unlimited-liability rate, 
10 per cent higher than the· limited-liability rate. The limited
liability rate to-day· covers 90 to 95 per cent of. the· traffic; and 
it this bill becomes. a. la · , at o~ a.t the end: of 90 days1 you 
can no longer charge the limited-liability rate because this 
forbids it, and the unlimited-liability rate automatically goes 
into operation. It does not require the consent at the Inter
state Commerce Commission. In order to change the rate ordi
mu:ily there would have to be hearings, protracted. far years, 
covering all of these subjects. If Congress- has reached. that 
11oint where it proposes to increase the railroad rates to per 
cent at this time by legislation,. then you should vote foJt this 
bill. While I think the railroads quite g"ffi.erally; am entitled 
to some increase in their rate, I do not think they ought to 
have a flat increase of 10 per cent at this· time, which is be
vond the power of anyone- to stop. 
• 1\!r. NORTON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 

1\Ir. 1\IANN. No. I have only four ininutes. I think I will 
contribute more information in this way than I would the 
other. r do not mean to be discourtru:>us. That is the situa
tion. Of course, I know that a good many of the live-stock 
people, especially those raising- heavy beeves, where the limited 
liability is less than the value, pl'Otest; and yet I hold in my 
hand a letter from Swift & Co., th.e largest purchasers of beef 
in the world, or in the United States, stating that the only effect 
of this bill, so far as the ordinary shipments of beet are con
cerned, would be to increase the fi.'eight rate- 10 per cent. Of 
course it would be a good thing for the people who raise fancy 
cattle; but the people who raise fancy cattle, if they desire a 
limited rate on anything else, are now maldng a mistake. A 
man who has a bull or a cow worth fifteen hundred dollars and 
who ships it on a limited-liability rate and loses it,_ gets $50 for 
it,_ but he- can get an unlimited liability by paying 10 per cent 
more ; and in order- to take care of a few of those, it is pro
posed that by this bill we shall raise the rate on all of the 

other cattle 10 per cent. I have in my hand a letter from the 
best-posted traffic man on the side of the shippers in the United 
States, Mr. Barlow, the traffic manager for the Chicago Asso
ciation of Commerce, who has had . more to do in furnishing 
valuable advice to Congress and its committees on the side ot 
the shipper in regard to railway legislation than any other man 
in the country, and he says, without question, that the only 
result of this bill will be to raise by 10 per cent the railroad 
rates on 95 per cent of the traffic of the country. I have heard 
a good deal of discussion and criticism here about the recent 
order of the commission granting an increase of about two and 
a half per cent to the eastern railroads, but vote for this and 
you vote an increase of 10 per cent all over the country. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from illinois has 
expired. 

Mr. GREEN of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, with all deference to 
the distinguished gentlemen who have oppos~d this bill, I do 
not think I need take one minute in which to answer their 
argument. It· has been stated that the result of this bill would 
be immediately to raise rates 10 per cent. The fact is that all 
the traffic to which this applies had been carried until Ule time 
when the Supreme Oonrt passed on the Carmack amendment 
under the very same conditions that this bill will bring about, 
and there was no raise of rates. These rates that have been 
spoken of· here as lower rates have been so termed simply be
cause another rate was mentioned in the bill of lading. It was 
really the old rate they were allowed to charge, the only rate 
they could properly charge, the only rate that has ever been 
sustained and allowed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
The Supreme Court did say they might as a penalty provide in 
their bills of lading, and in accordance with the contract made 
thereby, this extra sum; but the lower rate, as it lias been 
called-the real rate, the reasonable and only rate they could 
charge, the onJy rate which people liad-wa.s the one under 
which they have operated so long--

Mr. NORTON. This case of Kroninger against Adams Ex
press Oo. was handed down on January 16, 1913. There has 
not been a change in the law since. 

1\Ir. TOWNER. And the rate which was fixed included an 
allowance, a.s part of the operating expenses, of payment in 
full of these damages? In other words, in fixing the rate these 
expenses were taken into consideration. 

Mr . . GREEN of Iowa. The gentlema.n is correct. The rate 
was ba ed on the assumption that the carriers were liable for 
full value. 

Mr. Speaker, if this bill would produce a 10 per cent increase 
of' rate, the railroads, fustead of opposing this bill, would be 
supporting it. That they have uniformly opposed it is shown 
by the- hea1ings had by the Senate committee. 

Mr. VAUGHAN. Mr. Spea.ker, for reasons bused on sound 
policy the common law prohibited the common carrier from 
limiting his liability for negligence long before there weTe any 
railroads. Not only the same sound reasons, but the additiona) 
rea.son that the railroads have a monopoly of the carrying 
busines~, makes it ad:visa.ble and proper to prohibit them from 
limiting their liability as carriers for negligence. If they are 
left free to do so, they will dictate ter1,ns to shippers. The law 
should a.nd does prescribe the duties and liabilities of those 
engaged in the public buBiness of carrying- freight and passen
gers for hire. It should and does require them to carry for all 
a.llke without discrimination. To permit them by any kind of 
device to avoid liability for negligence or failure to perform 
the duties imposed upon them by law is against sound public 
policy. Having a higher rate than the regular rate, and stipu
lating in the. contract of shipment that the regular rate is 
charged in, lien of a higher- in· consideration of the shipP,er's 
agreement that the carrier shall not be liable for this, that, 
and the other, nor above a certain amount, nor in any event 
unless the claim for damages is presented within a certain time, 
usually expiring before the shipper i.s aware that it is in the 
contract, is nothing but a fraudulent device intended to relieve 
the carriers from duties and liabilities imposed upon them by 
law; Texas has a statute prohibiting them from doing so, and 
declaring void any device by which it is attempted. So have 
many other -States. We al·e told that if we apply the principle 
to interstate shipments and pass this law the railroads will 
raise the rates and charge the higher, which they claim they 
will charge the shipper, if he will not agree to the limitation 
of liability, which is never mentioned at time of shipment. 
Gentlemen a.re mistaken. The higher rate they claim they will 
charge the shipper who will not agree to limit liability is a 
fiction. Nobody ever hears of it except when it is invoked to 
beat a claim fo~ damages. But we should not at any rate be 
bluffed out of passing a good law depriving them of one of their 
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devices by means of which they have wronged many a shipper. 
We should not refuse to pass this law for fear of their threat 
to raise freight rates. 

I introduced a bill on this subject on .April S, 1914, which I 
nsk to put in the RECORD as a part of my remarks : 
A bill (H. R. 15465) to prescribe the duties and liabilities of common 
· carriers engaged In interstate commerce, as at common law, and to 

prohibit such carriers from limiting or restricting their duties and 
liabilities under the common law. 
Be it enacted, eto., That the duties and llablilties of railroads aBd 

other common carriers for hire engaged in commerce between any of 
the States or Territories, or between any of the States and TerritorlesJ 
or in the District of Columbia, or between the District of Columbia ana 
any of the States or Territories and any foreign nation or nations, 
shall be the same as prescribed by the com)llon law~ and the remedies 
against them shall be the same except where otherwise specially pro
vided bY act of Congress. 

SEc. 2. That common carriers of goods, wares, and merchandise for 
hire, engaged in commerce described in the foregoing section, shall not 
limit o-r restrict their liability as it exists at common law, by any gen
eral 01: special notice or by inserting exceptions in bill of lading or 
memorandum given upon the r eceipt of the goads for transportation, or 
in any other manner whatever, and no special agreement made in con
travention of this act shall be valid. 

Mr. RAYBURN. 1\fr. Speaker, how much time have I re~ 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. One minute and a half. 
Mr. RAYBURN. Mr. Speaker, the alarming arguments made 

here ha"Ye really been amusing. It would seem that these gen
tlemen think that this proposition was an innovation, that it 
was something new under the sun. I want to say to this Rouse 
that the proposition of the railroads in this country limiting 
their liability upon shipments in this country is itself a new 
thing, and it came into effect after the Kroninger case was de
cided in January, 1913. Up until tbat time, back for years and 
years, the Supreme Court of the United States had held to the 
,common law, which was the law in nearly all of the St..'ttes, and 
after the pas age of the Carmack amendment in 1906, down to 
1912, this did not affect the proposition. Bot when the Su
preme Court approved this proposition that the railroad com
panies were allowed to write a limitation of liability in their 
bills of lading, then this thing became prevalent over the coun
try. And as to this increase of rates of 10 per cent, 1 think, 
Mr. Speaker, that that is the veriest farce of an argument. This 
has been the law in this country all of these years until 1912. 
Who has heard of the railroads of the country decreasing their 
rates since that time? I think thut i a. sufficient argument, Mr. 
Speaker, to the proposition that the railroad companies will 
raise find keep their rates 10 per cent higher than the lirilited 
liability rate is to-day. 

I believe that this bill speaks honesty, that it speaks and tells 
the railroad companies what they must do and what they should 
fio. The gentlemen say that only a small percentage of the 
freight of this country is live stock. I admit that this is true, 
compared with all the freight that moves, but 1 say this Con
gress should say definitely that hereafter no railroad company 
shall have the right by any clause in a bill of lading to limit 
its liability below the actual loss or damage to such property 
while in the care of the railroad company. 

The SPE..A.KER. The time of the gentleman has e:Xpired. 
All time has expired, and the question is on suspending the 
rules and passing the bill. · 

The ·question was taken; and the Speaker announced that ih 
the opinion of the Chair two-thirds had voted in favor thereof. 

Mr. LEVY and Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota demanded a 
division. . 

The House divided; and there were-ayes 114, naes 45. 
Mr. 1\IA1'l'"N. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order there is 

no quorum pre9ent. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois makes the 

point of order there is no quorum pt·esent. The Chllir will 
count. [After counting.] One hundred and eighty-one genu~ 

1 men are present-not a. quorum. The Doorkeeper will close 
, the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will notify the absentees, and 
, the Clerk will call the l'oU. 

The question was taken ; and there were-yeas 250, nays 66, 
answered ll present " 3, not voting 104, as follows ; 

Abercrombie 
Adair 

1Adamson 
' Aiken 
' Alexander 
Anderson 
Ashbrook 
.A.swell 
Austill 
Bailey 
DakeT 

Barkley 
Bartlett 
Barton 
Benkes 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, CaL 
Bell, Ga. 
Booher 
Borland 
Brock:son 
Brodbeck 

[Roll No. 99.] 
Y1llA8-2GO. 

Brown, N.Y. 
Brown, W. Va. 
Browne, Wis. 
Bruckner 
Brumbaugh 
Bryan 
Buchanan, Ill. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Bulkley 
BurA'es$ 
Burke, Wis. 

Burnett 
Byrnesb S. C. 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Candler, Miss. 
Cantrm 
Cal'away 
Carew 
Carr 
Chandler, N. Y, 

Church 
Clark, Fla. 
CUne 
Coady 
Collier 
Connelly, Kans. 
Connolly, Iowa 
Conry 
Cooper 
Cox 
Cramton 
Cullop 
Curry 
Decker 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Difenderfer 
Dillon 
Dixon 
Donohoe 
Doolittle 
Doremus 
Dough ton 
Driscoll 
Dupr~ 
Eagan 
Eagle 
Edwards 
EstopiruU 
Evans 
Falconer 
Fergus sou 
Ferris 
Fields 
Fihley 
Fitzgerald 
FitzHenry 
Flo-od, Va. 
Floyd, Ark. 
Fowler 
Francis 
Ft:ear 
French 
Gallagher 
Gard 
GArner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Garrett, 'l'ex. 
Gill 
Gilmore 

Baltz 
Bathrick 
Britten 
Browmng 
B ntJer 
C.1 laer 
Carlin 
Clancy 
Danforth 
Davis 
Drukker 
Edmonds 
E cb 
Fes 
Fordney 
Foster 
Gardner 

Hulings 

Glass Lloyd 
Godwin, N. c. Lobeck 
Goeke Logue 
Goodwin, Ark. McAndrew::t 
Gotman McGillicuddy 
Gray McKellar 
Green, Iowa McKenzie 
Gregg MacDonald 
Grlfiln Maguire, Nebr. 
Gudger Mahan 
Hamilton, Mich. Manahan 
Hamlin Mapes 
Hardy Mitchell 
Harrison Mondell 
Hart . Montague 
IIefiin Moon 
Helgesen Morgan, Okla. 
Helm Mor•·1son 
Helvet·ing Moss, Ind. 
Henry Murdock 
Hill Murray 
Hinebaugh Neeley JFans. 
Hobson Neely, w. Va. 
Holland Nelson 
Houston Nolan, J. I. 
Howell Norton 
Hughes, Ga. O'Hair 
Hu~hes, W. Va. Oldfield 
Hull Padgett · 
Humphreys, Miss. Page, N. C. 
Igoe Palmer 
Jacoway Park 
Johnson, Ky. Phe-lan 
Johnson, S.C. Powers 
Keating Pcl-e~ 
Kelly, Pa, Quill 
Kennedy, Co-.nn. Ragsdale 
Kettner Raker 
Kinkaid Rauch 
Kirkpatrick ~rn 
Kitchin Reilly 1 Conn. 
Konop Reilly, Wis. 
Korbly Riordan 
Lafferty Rothermel 
La Follette Rouse 
Lazaro Rubey 
Lee, Pa. Rucker 
Lenroot Rupley 
IJesber SulJath 
Lieb Scott 
Lindbe1·gb Seldomridge 
Linthicum Shackleford 

NAYS-66. 
Gillett Knowland, J. R. 
Gor<Ion Kreider 
Goulden Levy . 
Graham, Pa. Lewis, Pa. 
Greene, Mass. McLaTJghlin 
Greene, V'f. Mann 
Gri~st Martm 
Guernsey Miller 
fHtniUton, X Y. Moore 
Hawley Molin 
Hayes Paige, Mass. 
Hinds Parker, N.J. 
Hnmpbrev, Wash. Patker, N. Y. 
Johnson, Wash. Peters 
Kahn Platt 
Kennedy, R.I. Plu.tnley 
Kent Post 

ANSWERED " PR:ESEN'.r "........a. 
Lewis, Md. Talbott, Mel. 

NOT VOTING-104. 
Al.hey Dunn Kiess, Pa. 

Kindel 
Langham 
Langley 

Allen Elder 
Anthony Faircllild 
A vis · Faison 
Ba.rchfeld Farr 
Barnhart Gallivan 
Bartholdt George 
Blackmon Gerry 
Bo-rchers Gittins 
Bowdle Goldfogle 
Broussard Good 
Bm·ke, Pn. Grahn.Jtl, Ill. 
Burke, S. Dak. Hain:Ul 
Cantor Ranis 
Cartet Haugen 
Cary Hay 
Casey Hayden 
Claypool Hensley 
Copley Howard 
Crisp Hoxworth 
Crosser Johnson, Utah 
Dale Jones 
Davenport Keister 
Deltl":ick Kelley, Mlch. 
Donovan Kennedy, Iowa 
boollng Key, Ohi<> 

Lee, Ga. 
L'Engle 
Lever 
Lindquist 
Loft 
Lone~.·gnn 
McClellan 
McGuire, Okla. 
Madden 
Maher 
Metz 
Morgan, La. 
Moss, W.Va. 
Mott 
Mulkey 
O'IlriEin 
Op,lesby 
0 Shaunessy 
Patten, N. Y. 
Patton, Pa. 
Peterson 
Porter 

Sherley 
Sherwood 
Sims 
SinnQtt 
Sis soh 
Slayden 
Sloan 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, N.Y. 
Smith, Tex. 
Sparkman 
Stedman 
Steenerson 
St-ephens, Cal. 
St ephens, Neb-r. 
Stevens, N. H. 
Stone 
Stout 
Sumners 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Taggart 
Talcott. N. Y. 
Tavenner 
Tay1or, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Temple 
Ten Eyck 
Thacher 
Thomas 
Thompson. Okla. 
ThomS<1Jl., Ill. 
Towner 
Townsend 
Vaughan 
Vinson 
Walsh 
Watkins 
Watson 
Webb 
Whitacre 
White 
Williams 
Wilson, Fla. 
Wingo 
Witherspoon 
Woudru:tr 
Woods 
Young, Tex. 

Rain~~ 
Roberts, Mass. 
Rogers 
Ru sell 
Sells 
Slemp 
Smith, ~nnn. 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn. 
Treadw~y 
Underbill 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Wallin 
Winslow 

Pou 
Prouty 
Re-ed 
Roberts, Ne-.,. 
Saunders 
Scully 
Shreve 
Small 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smitli, Saml. W. 
Stanley 
Stephens, Miss. 
Ste.phens, Tex. 
Strmger 
Taylor, Ala. 
Ta

1
ylor, N.Y. 

Tr bble 
Tuttle 
Vare 
Voiimer 
Walke-r 
Waltets 
Wea"9'(!r 
Whaley 
Wllson, N. Y. 
Young, N. Dak. 

So, two-thirds voting in the affirmative, the rules were sus-~ 
pended and the bill passed. 1 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Mr. WALKER with 1\fr. VABE. 
Mr. LEE of Georgia with Mr. K.ll:ttEY of Michigan. 
Mr. dat.:EsBY with l\fr. LANGHAM. 
Mr. TAYLoR of Alabama with Mr. MADDEN. 
:Mr. STRINGEB with Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. 
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Mr. SMALL with Mr. l\foTT. 
Mr. SCULLY with Mr. PATTON of Pennsylvania. 
1\Ir. Pou with Mr. PORTER. 
Mr. BLACKMON with Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. CARTER with 1\Ir. BURKE of South Dakota. 
Mr. DAVENPORT with Mr. FARR. 
Mr. HAYDEN with Mr. JoHNSON of Utah. 
Mr. PATTEN of New York with Mr. KIEss of Pennsylvania. 
The result of the >ote was announced as above recorded. 

ALSTON G. DAYTON. 
Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to present a privileged 

report (No. 1490) from the Committee on the Ju~ciary, _on 
House resolution 541. It is the report on the resolutwn which 
proposed the impeachment of Judge Dayton. · 

The SPEAKER. It will be filed and printed. 
Mr. WEBB. Mr. Speaker. I ask that the report be read. It 

i~ a short one, and I ask that the matter be disposed of at once. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
The ·committee on the Judiciary, having under con~i~eration House 

resolution 541, to authorize the Committee on the Judiciary to inquire 
into and concerning the official conduct of Alston G. J?.ay!o~, United 
States district jud(7e for thf' northern district of West V ugtma, beg to 
report to the Hous~ of Representatives that a subcommittee of the Com
mittee on the Judiciary consisting of Representatives McGILLICUDDY, 
Guo, and DANFORTH, was appointed to take testimony in i~vestig!ltion 
of the behavior of Judge Alston G. Dayton, United States d1strict JUdge 
for the northern district of West Virginia, and that the subcommittee 
sat in the cities of Parkersburg and Wheeling, W. Va., and Washmg
ton D. C., and examined numerous witnesses under their oaths touching 
their knowledge of the alleged misbehavior of the Hon. Alston G. Day-

to~he subcommittee made a report to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which report is herewith submitted. setting forth in detail the charges 
against said judge and the evidence adduced under each charge, and 
concluding their report that they were impelled to recommend .that no 
further proceedings be had with reference to said House resolut10n 541. 

The Committee on the Judiciary considered the report of said sub
committee and the evidence thereon and came to the conclusion that no 
further proceedings should be had with reference to said resolution, 
and the Committee on the Judiciary beg to r_epot·t the salll:e to the 
House and recommend that no further proceedmgs be had w1th refer
ence to said resolution. 

REPORT. 1 • 

To the Committee on the Jtldiciary of the House of Representatwes:. 
On the 9th day of February, 1915, the Hous~ of Representatives 

passed the following resolution: 
"Resolved, That the Committee on the Judlclary be directed to inqt~ire 

and report whether the action of this House is necess_ary concernmg 
the alleged official misbehavior of Ahlton G. Dayton, Umted States dis
trict judge for the northern district of West Virginia; whether he, 
the said Alston G. Dayton, has unlawfully conspired with certain· corpo
rations and individuals to bring about the removal from office of the 
late John J. Jackson, judge of the Distri<;t. Court of the United States 
for the Northern District of West Virgmta; whether he ha~ shown 
marked favoritism to certain corporations having extensive litigation 
in his court· whether he has summoned on juries in his court persons 
connected with certain corpcratlons to which he has shown marked 
favoritism during his term of office; whether he has abused his powm
and influence as judge to further the Interests of his son, Arthur Day
ton· whether he has violated the acts of Congress regulating the selec
tion' of jurors; whether he ha~ lent his- services !J.S jud~e to. the coal 
operators of West Virginia by Impropm-ly issuing mjunctlons .• whether 
he bas shown hatred and bitterness toward miners on tr1al in his 
court · whether be has used his office as judge to discourage and prevent 
said miners from exercising their lawful right to organize and peaceably 
assemble under the laws of the United States and the' State of West 
Vira-inia · whether he has conspired with certain corporations and indi
vid~als ill the formation of a Carbon Trust, in violation of law; whether 
he has openly stated that he would not permit the United Mine Workers 
of 1\.merica to exist within the jurisdiction of his court; whether he has 
stated in open court that the United Mine Workers of America are 
criminal conspirators ; and whether he' has been guilty of any misbe
havior for which he should be impeached. 

"And in making this investigation the said committee is hereby au
thorized to send for persons and pape~s, administer oaths, take testi
mony employ a clerk and stenographer if necessary, and is also author
ized to appoint a subcommittee to act for and on behalf of the whole 
committee wheneve-r and wherever it may be deerqed advisable to take 
testimony for the use of said committee. The said subcommittee while 
so employed shall have the same powers in respect to obtaining testi
mony as are herein given to said Committee on the Judiciary, with a 
sergeant at arms, by himself or deputy, who shall serv~ the process 
of said committee or subcommittee, and shall attend the sittings of the 
same as ordered and directed thereby. 

"The Speaker shall have authority to sign and the Clerk to attest 
subpcenas for any witness or witnesses. 

" The expense of such investigation shall be paid out of the con
tingent fund of the House' on vouchers approved by · the chairman of 
the Judiciary Committee and approved by the Committee on Accounts 
and evidenced by the signature of the chairman thereof." 

The subcommittee appointed . by the Committee on the Judiciary to 
make investigation of the charges contained in the foregoing resolution 
heard the testimony of numerous witnesses in Parkersburg and Wheel
ing w va and in Washington, D. C., on February 12, 13, 15, 16, 17, 
22 '23 · 24 ., and 26, at all of which hearings, except that of February 
26' last. the Hon. A. G. Alston, respondent, was present in person and 
attended by legal counsel: and on February 26 the hearing was had 
with the consent and approval of said Hon. A. G. Dayton, who was 
represented at that hearing by legal counsel. 

The Hon. A. G. Dayton appeared before th~ subcommittee and made 
full and extended statement of and concernmg the matters involved 
in said investigatJon. 

The witnesses and respondent were each and all sworn, their evidence 
taken by shorthand reporters, the evidence reduced to writing, and is 
on file with this committee. 

The. subcommittee submits the following as facts proven by the 
evidence upon the specifications and matters under investigation: 

" I. Whether he, the said Alston G. Dayton, has unlawfully conspired 
with certain corporations and individuals to . bring about the removal 
from office of t-he late John J. Jackson, judge of the district court 
of the United States for the northern district of West Virginia." 

A .. G. Dayton was nominated district judge of the United States 
for the northern district of West Virginia on the 6th day of March, 
1905. His predecessor in that office was Bon. John J. Jackson, who 
had occupied that position for more than 40 years. . 

A. G. Dayton, for 10 years prior to his appointment as judge, was 
a Representative in Congress from the second district of West Virginia. 

Under the direction of the then Attorney General of the United States 
an investigation was made of the official conduct and private life of 
Judge Jackson, and A. G. Dayton appeared before a special investigator 
in the Department of Justice and gave to said investigator the names 
of certain persons residing in the judicial district of Judge Jackson 
who might give further information concerning his official conduct 
and private life. This information given by A. G. Dayton was the 
first information given to the said special investigator. 

Upo.D. at least two and possibly three difl'erent occasions A. G. Dayton 
conferred with the said special investigator regarding this matter. 

Judge Dayton now denies recollection of these meetings, except one, 
which he says occurred at the office of the Department of Justice after 
his nomination and confirmation, but the positive testimony of the 
special investigator is that be met with Judge Dayton and talked with 
him on these matters at least twice while the investigation was in 
progress. 

After the special investigator and a member of the Secret Service 
had been to Parkersburg, W. Va., Richmond, Vn., and Atlantic City, 
N. J., seeking to learn of the official conduct, and more especially of 
the private life of Judge Jackson, the latter came to Washington, D. C., 
and presented his resignation as judge, which resignation was immedi
ately accepted, and within a very few hours A. D. Dayton was nomi· 
nated to succeed him as such judge. 

Within a comparatlvel;y short time, at most five months, from the 
date of his resignation, John J. Jackson was appointed to a position 
in the legal department of the Baltimore & Ohio Railroad Co., at a 
salary of about $500 per month, the evidence adduced failing to show 
that he actually rendered service for said railroad company, but, on 
the contrary, showing that he retained his residence in Parkersburg 
and went about the Federal court room and .building quite as before 
his resignation. 

At the time of Judge Jackson's resignation Judge Dayton said to 
the special investigator: "The thanks of the people of West Virginia 
are due you for removing a bad condition." 

It is but just to the memory of Judge Jackson to say that the 
circumstances surrounding his resignation do not make for misconduct 
in official or private life. 

Although we do not find from the evidence that Judge Dayton 
" conspired with certain corporations and individuals to bring about 
the removal from office of the late John J. Jackson," etc., we are of 
opinion that said A. G. Dayton was fully informed of the investigation 
of the official and private life of Judge Jackson and gave aid and advice 
to those in charge of said investigation. 

"II. Whether he has shown marked favoritism to certain corpora
tions having extensive litigation in his court." 

We do not find the evidence adduced to be sufficient to prove that 
Judge Dayton has shown marked favoritism to certain corporations 
having extensive business in his .court. 

"III. Whether he summoned on juries in his court persons connected 
with certain corporations to which he has shown marked favoritism 
during his term of office." 

While persons connected with railroad and other corporations in his 
judicial district are shown to have had service as jurors in his court, 
we do not find from the evidence adduced that any wrong occurred be
cause thereof or that there was any miscarriage of justice because 
thereof. 

" IV. Whether he has abused his power and influence as judge to 
further the interests of his son, Arthur Dayton." 

We find that Arthur S. Dayton, the son of Hon. A. G. Dayton, is a 
practicing attorney in the court presided over by his father, and that 
almost immediately upon his admission to the bar be was appointed as 
local attorney in Barber County, W. Va., for the Baltimore & Ohio 
Railroad Co., a position held by A. G. Dayton for a number of years, 
including. the years he was a Representative in Congress from that 
distirct, A .. G. Dayton being immediately succeeded in that position by 
Fred 0. Blue a law partner of A. G. Dayton, and afterwards tax com
missioner of West Virginia. and Mr. F. 0. Blue in turn being succeeded 
by Arthur S. Dayton; that he is at present the attorney for said rail
road in said county; but we do not think the evidence adduced sufficient 
to find that Judge Dayton has abused his power and influence as a judge 
to further the interests of his son, Arthur S. Dayton. 

"V. Whether he has violated the acts ot Congress regulating the. 
selection of jurors." 

There is some evidence tending to show that Judge Dayton gave lists 
of persons whom he desired to have served as jurors in his court to the 
marshal of the district, saying that he wished those persons drawn for 
jurors, and that some of those persons shortly afterwards appeared as 
jurors and served as such in his court. An explanation is given by 
Judge Dayton that this list was a list of talesmen who were to be 
specially summoned as jurors in the absence of a sufficient number of 
previously summoned jurors to hear then pending causes. 

" VI. Whether he has lent his services as judge to the coal operators 
of West Virginia by improperly issuing injunctions." 

. We find from the evidence that Judge Dayton issued restraining orders 
of very drastic ecope and comprehension in certain cases brought by 
coal operators of West Virginia against their operatives and employees, 
which restraining orders were afterwards by him made injunctions, and 
for the alleged violation of said injunctions a number of persons were 
ordered by him punished by fine and imprisonment as for contempt of 
the order of the court. . 

In one case-that of The Hitchman Coal Co. v. John Mitchell et al.- , 
he issued a restraining order and made a permanent order of injunc· 
tion prohibiting the peaceable persuasion of any rerson to cause or 
attempt to cause any employee of the Hitchman Coa Co. to join a labor 
union when the Hitchman Coal Co. had a contract with said employee 
not to join a labor union. . 

The evidence shows that this ruling of Judge Dayton affecting the 
right to cause by peaceable persuasion any such employee to join n 
labor union· was reversed by the United States Court of Appeafs, but 
this case is now before the Supreme Court of the United States for 
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adjudication, and therefo.re we do not deem it proper to make further 
report on this matter at this time. . · 

Subs~uently Judge Dayton issued llnother restraining order, without 
notice to the defendants in the case of '.rhe West Virginia Coal Co. v. 
John P. Whlte et al~ wblch be afterwards made a permanent injunction, 
and which likewise was most drastic and comprehensive and based upon 
his former opinion, as e±pressed by him in the Hitchman Coal Co. c;ase. 

The proceedings til this case will be referred to in connection with 
the next specification. 

" VII. Whether be has shown hatred and bitterness toward miners 
on trial in his court." 

The evidence adduced shows that Judge Dayton before he became 
judge and after that timfi! was associated at least as a bolder of stock 
in certain coal-mlning OJ)erations in his judicial district of West Vir
ginia, and that during the trial of certain miners and other persons 
who were mem~ers ot a. labor-\lnion organization his ma~er and l;m
guage toward th~ defendants while upon the bench was that of hatred 
and bitterness; he at one time during the proceedings saying, by his 
own admission from the bench, that if be had Jolin P. White, the 
president of the United Mine Workers of America before him he would 
send him to jail f9r a year, the said John P. White not then l,)eing in 
court and not having be~p. seryed wiUl any process of said court. 

It is but fair to say that the cases last referred to were intimately 
associated with a very seriou~;~ dispute betw~en the West Virginia Coal 
Co. and certain of its employees and c~rtain members of the U~iteq 
1\Iine Workers of Ameri~tt, f\. condition in wllich a number of mmers 
were on strike, ancl the circumstances surrounding these trials referred 
to were very unusu~l and pfobf\.bb afforded opportuntty for aggravation, 
bllt the evidence adduced s owa that at tim,e~ during these trials Jud~e 
Dayton was vety fmpatien of hearlp.g what the defendants bad to sar., 
his manner was heated an<l tmpassioned, he was laboring '!lnder mti«;:h 
emotional excitement, li.Ji<l h1a conduct generally that of one who had 
prejudged the eases befor~ him. 

" VIII. Whether be bas used his office as judge to discourage and 
prevent satd miners from etercislng their lawful right to organize and 
peaceably assemble under the laws of the United States and the State 
of West Virginia." 

The evidence adduced shows that at the time of tb.e litigation in t~q 
case of the West Virginia Coal Co. v. J. P. White et al. an assembly ot: 
men in tents near the property of the West Virginia Coal Co. was d~ 
clared by Judge Dayton to be illegal . and in violation of his resfrainini 
order theretofore issued, but 1t is in evidence that with the consent of 
counsel for the defendants these tents were withdrawn to a place mucli 
farther away from the company's property. 

There is some que!':tion as to the purpose for which these tents weN 
erected and maintained ; but among the things enjoined by order Q1: 
Judge Dayton, some undoubtedly most proper, was the furnishing of 
aid or assistance by giving food and supplies to those who were orl 
strike at that time, and a punishment as for contempt of ~hose who 
did so furnish aid and assistance by giving food and supplies. 

· While Judge Dayton in his opinion written in the Hitchman Coal Co. 
case bas defined his idea of the Tights of labor and capital to organize, 
holding that they mutuall.v have such rights under proper conditions, 
the conduct and trial of these Injunction and contempt cases furnish 
abundant 1llustratlon of the strong personal opinion of Judge Dayton 
upon the question of labor organization. 

"IX. Whether be conspired with certain corporations and individuals 
in the formation of a carbon trust in violation of laW." 

The evidence adduced shows that Judge Dayton was and Is the 
owner and holder of stock in the Aeme Carbon Co. in the amount of 
$10,000, and that the product of the Acme Carbon Co. was marketed by 
a selling agency known as the Federal Carbon Co., which sold the out
put of other carbon concerns as well, and there is some evidence to 
prove that he was consulted with reference to the legality of the con
tract of the Acme Carbon <;o. with the Federal <;a~;boil Co., and that be 
bad written or assisted in writing a letter to the Acme Carbon Co. urg
ing the payment of larger dividends to him u~on his stock under the 
coercion of a possible proceeding for rece,lvers ip in a Federal court. 
Judge Dayton denies any knowledge of the con ract foT marketing tbe 
product of the Acme Carbon Co. by the Federal Cal'bon Co., and has 
produced a copy of a letter to the former company written by him in 
which reasons are given why there should be a payment of larger dlvi-

. dends. 
Mr. A. T. Sweeney, the secretary of the Acme Carbon Co., testified 

that to his knowledge Judge Da.ytou was not concerned in the making 
of the contract between the Acme ·Carbon Co. and the Federal Carbon 
Co., and that the Acme Carbon Co. was a solvent corporation. 

" X-XI. Whether be has openly stated that be would not permit the 
United Mine Workers of America to exist wtthln the jurisdictioh of 
his wurt; and whether he bas stated in op~n CO'!Jrt that the United 
Mine Workers of America are criminal conspirators." 

The evidence adduced shows that Judge Dayton bas said that in 
certain cases, under what be called the old constitution and by-laws 
of the United Mine Workers of America, the m~mbers thereof who held 
to such belief and gav~ practice and effect to 'the constitution and 
by-laws were criminal conspirators, and, having formed that ot>ln.lon 
which is very positive with him, be has steadfastly maintained ft, and 
it is in evidence that he bas said in a certa.tn case that if tbe evi
dence disclosed that the defendant wa~ a member of the United Mtne 
Workers of America, be wanted no further ~videQ\;e to detednine gtillt 
and impose punishment as for an alle~ed ~ontemP't of court. 

" XII. Whether he bas been guilty of any mlsbeh~vior for which be 
should be impeached." 

The evid~nce adQ.uced shows that ln 1906, ~t a tili\e .~b~p he was 
Federal judge of th~ porthern district ot We$t Virginia, "tit the re
quest of certain political' and pers<;>nal frien. ds and bu~iness iisso¢iatesl 
;,rudge Dayton gave a letter to them for use in 'behalf of the sale or 

• .eltMx ~toe}\ Qf tq~ co~any or lands contro led b1 . the c·ompany of 
the Meadowva e Coal . . , · " 

~ ?:'he :M:eMowvtlle ~Oti Co. w;ts a corporation <Qrganize<l by these 

Y
olitlcl!l, personal,_ and busfues~ f!iends ana a&soclat~$ ot Judge DaYforl 

, 6 open up a coa1-mlning operaholl very near tQ. cbal lands fn Wbich 
udge Dayton bad a financial interest, an(t tor tM but~os.e ot sellln~ 

stock tbe ~eadowvale ~o:tl CQ. issye<l a J>r9specfua i~ . w ~ch H c~ll~te• 
to be printed in a most Ofominent tnantl(lr the Mtter given by Ju(lg 
Da;v:ton to the promot~rs Of the Meado'Wvale Coal Co., thifl letter ~g 
written upon the official letterhead of the judge, beh;1g addr~s,ed ~ · To 
Whom it fi11iy concern," a)ld reciting_ lis belief ~ the 1ntegt1-ty of th~ 
company ana the value of its holdings, concerning which last, as a 
matter of fact, there was $ome question. 
· The evi<leQ~e adduced also shows that in charges to gran.d jqrles 

Judge Da.ytoti expresses in tM most positive and sometip1es inteni· 
perate latlgua.ge his own p~rsonal views on matters which I!lay }:le pt'e
sented to the grand jut·y, and that he diseusses in these charges cer-

tain questions of pollticj!.l or economic nature which have absolutely 
nothing to do with the (leliberations of the body addressed, giving his 
personal opinions upon these irrelevant matters. · 

The evidence also shows a certain violence of language in comment
ing on verdicts of jurt~s, although it is but fair to say that the seem
ing inconsistency of at least one of the verdicts so commented on is 
apparen~. 

The evidence adduced shows that Judge Dayton has financial inter
ests in n number of enterprises in his judicial district ~nd vicinity, 
and is borrower and indorser of and for a large amount of money, but 
the evid~nce discloses no connection of official misconduct therewith. 

Certain instances of alleged political activity on the part of Judge 
Dayton since he has been upon the Federal bench have been given by 
witnesses, as well as the fact of his appointing an aged negro as ''a 
personal attendant" for wb,ich the Government of the United States 
paid the sum of ~40 per month, the work of this negro being almoSt 
altogether to attend to the garden at Judge Dayton's private reside~<!~ 
and take care of a cow and the horse of Arthur S. Dayton, and !he 
wife of this negro was the cook for Judge Dayton and his family and 
received no pay, save that halt of the :ji40 compensation for " a per
sonal attendant" was given to h~r. 

It is a most unpleasant task to be called upon to express judgment 
of the temperamental efficiency of a judge, since human nature 1S so 1 

V!lriable as to give to each man certain methods and expressions, many 
of which are often lllisunderstood, and we r(lalize the necessity for a 
strong, vigorous, and essentially upright judiciary, and the instancefi 
eited of offensive mannerisms, arbitTar;r actions, and intemperate Ian-

1 guage on the part of Judge Dayton m his official capacity may be 
isolated and therefore difficult to properly ~stimate and adjust with : 
circumstances and conditions, but they are apparently so persistent a.$ 
to most naturally evoke more than passing comment. 

While we reaUze that many persons in the judicial district of Judge 
Dayton think CO'Ddltlons there intolerable because of his alleged official' 
misconduct{. we realize, too, the necessity of strong particular instances ot 
positive ev dence rather than a somewhat general opinion before a charge ~ 
ot impeachment should be referred for trial in the Senate of the Unite~ 

1 States against a Federal judge, for we do not think that this gravest , 
of procedures against a jurist, one who has taken 'the oath to adminr j 
ister justice without fear or favor, should be niaqe upon personal opin;~ 
ions or adverse sentiment; an!l w~ have, therefore, endeavored to bring • 
to this committee for its action our report of the evidence as it has 
been given to us. 

This evidence shows many matters of individual bad taste on the part 
of Judge Dayton-soipe not of that high standard of judicial ethics 
which should crown the Federal jqdiciary-but a careful conaideration 1 of ~11 the evidence and attendaJ;lt circumstances convinces us tllat there . 
is little possibility of maintaining to a conclusion of guilt th~ charges ' 
made, and impels us, therefore, -to recommend that there be )10 further 

1 proceedings herein. . . j 
WARREN GARD. I 
HENR¥ G. DANFORTH. ~ j 

MARCH 3, 1915. 
I concur with· .my colleagues in the above findings of fact, but I do 

not concur in the recommendation that no further proceedings be had, 
as it is my opinion that tbe evidence taken by the subcommittee and 
findings of fact, above made, warrant further proceedings looking toward 
impeachment. 

D. J. McGILLICUDDY. 
MARCH 3, 1915. i , 

The SPEAKER. If there be no objection, the report will b~ 
agreed to. . i 

There was no objection. .· j.; 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. • ~: 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its cl~rks, 1

1 

announced that the Senate haq further insisted upon its amend· 
ments to the bill (H. R. 19906) making appropriations for the 
service of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year endin~ j, 

June 30, 1916, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the Rouse
of Representatives, .had agreed to the further conference asked 

1

; 
by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. BANKHEAD, Mr. SWANSON, and Mr. PEN- , 
nosE as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

VIOLATION OF NEUTRALITY. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move to su~end the 
rules and pass the joint resolution that I send to ilie Clerk's ' 
desk. 
~he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. , 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say that this 

resolution is not printed. It may be of interest to the House, I 
. and i shall be glad to have quiet, so that the House inay hear I 

it n~ad. 
The Clerk read as follows : J 1 j 

House joint resolution 439. 1 

Resowed, etc., That, from and after the passage of this resolution, 
and during the existence of a war to which the United States is nOt a l 
patty, and tn order to prevent the neutrality of the United States from 
being violated by the \}Se of its t~ritory, its ports, or its territorial 

1 

\yaters 11-S tb,e })ase of operations for the arme9 forces of a belligerent, 
~ontl'!l.t't to the obligAtions imposed by the law of nations, tile treaties 
to which fhe United States is a party, or contrary to the statutes of ! 
the Unlt~d States, the President be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
~mpowered to direct the coll~ctors Qf customs under the jurisdiction of 
the United Sttites to withhold <:lear~nc.e from any vessel of American I 
register, or license, which he has reasonable causa to believe to be 
about to carry fuel, arms, fUlimunftiQD, men, or supplies to any warship, 
or tender or S\1PPlY· ship of ti. belligerent nation, or to commit any 
other $~iiillar ~ct in aid of the prosecution of hostilities in violation of 
the obligations of the United States as a neutral Nation. 

That further, the Pre;;ident be, and be is hereby, · authorized and 
e:r;npow~hed to dl·rect the collector to give cl~~rance to any such vessel 
of .Am~d<;a~ rejrtste.r or li<;~iis.e: Pt-ovW,e4, ~'hat before cleari-?g out th~ 
~an1e, th~ owners or fnastet ~1' othef_ perso ~r persons havmg charge 
or eominand thereof give bond to the Un ted states, with sufficient · 
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f!Ureties, in double the nmcunt of the value of the vessel and cargo on 
board, conditioned that the vessel shall not be employed in the com
mission of such act or acts ; and in case of a breach of the condition 
thereof the bond shall be forfeited to the United States, and the owner 
or master or other person or persons having charge or command of any 
such vessel shall, in addition, be severally liable to a fine of not less 
than $1,000, nor more than $5,000, or to imprisonment not to exceed 
one year, or both ; and in case any such vessel of American register or 
license shall depart or attempt to depart from the jurisdiction of the 
United States without clearance in pursuance of such act or acts above 
set forth, the owner or master or person or persons having charge or 
command of such vessel shall severally be liable to a fine of not less 
than $2,000, nor more than $10,000, or to imprisonment not to exceed 
two years, or both, and, in addition, such vessel shall be forfeited to 
the United States. 

That the President be, and be is hereby, authorized and empowered 
to direct the collectors of customs or other appropriate authorities 
to accord the treatment of a vessel of a belligerent, including intern
ment, to any vessel of foreign register in. ot· hereafter arriving in, 
a port of any territorial waters of the United States, when such 
'Vessel is acting, or preparing to act, or attempting to act, or intend
ing upon departure from the jurisdiction oi the United States to act 
as a tender to the armed forces of a belligerent, or otherwise to act 
in aid of the prosecution of hostilities. 

';['hat the President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and empowered to use such part of the land or naval forces 
of the United States as shall be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of this resolution. 

That the provisions of this resolution shall be deemed to extend to 
all lands and waters, continental or insular. and to all air spaces that 
fall within the jurisidiction of the United States. 

1\fr. MANN. I ask for a second. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois asks. for a 

second. 
Mr. UJ\TDERWOOD. I ask unanimous consent that a second 

may be considered as: ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani

mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? / 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama has 20 min

utes and the gentleman from illinois has 20 minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. 1\fr. Speaker, within the hour I have 

received from the State Department the resolution that the 
Cle·rk has just read. It was prepared by the State Department, 
and I ask the Clerk to read the letter of Mr. Lansing, the 
Counselor for the State Department, transmitting the resolu
tion to me. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 

Washington, March 3, 1915. 
Hon. OsCAR W. UNDERWOOD, 

· House oj Representatives. 
MY DEAR MR. UNDERWOOD : The Secretary has had to leave the de

partment this afternoon to attend a meeting of a committee of the 
Pan American Union, and as he left he requested me to address you 
on a subject of vital importance to the Government in the present war 
situation. I refer to the necessity for addi tiona! legislation · to enable 
the Government to enforce its neutral duties during the present war. 
It is known in some quarters that the Government has been hindered 
by lack of sufficient legislation to prevent vessels from leaving American 
ports with coal and supplies for warships at sea in contravention of 
the qeutrality of the United States. The United States is bound by 
treaties in force to prevent the use of its ports as bases of naval oper
~tions but there is no legislation by Congress to enable the Government 
to carry out these obligations. . 

The Department of Justice, therefore, had drafted a proposed resolu
tion which in its opinion, will give the President such power as will 
J:>e necess~y to carry out the neutral obligations of the Government in 
these respects. The Department of State heartily supports the pro
posed resolution, and I desire to emphasize the great urgency and need 
of the immediate passage of a resolution in some such form as the one 
inclosed in order that, in the present critical situation brought about 
by the stupendous conflict in Europe, the Government may not be bound 
internationally aad yet have its hands tied so as to be unable t.o act 
in the discharge of its international duties. 

Very sincerely, yours, 
ROBERT LANSING. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. 1\Ir. Speaker, on the 18th day of Octo
ber, 1907, the Government of the United! States entered into a 
convention with the other great powers of the world, and in 
that convention the following propositions were agreed to. 

.Article 5 of the convention provides: 
Belligerents are forbidden to use neutral ports and waters as a base 

of naval operations against their adversaries, and particularly to erect 
wireless telegraph stations or any apparatus for the purpose of com
municating with the belligerent forces on land or sea. 

Article 8 of the same convention provides: 
A neutral Government is bound to employ all means at its disposal 

to prevent the fitting out or arming of any vessel within its jurisdic
tion which it has reason to believe is intended to cruise or enga~e in 
hostile operations against a power with which that Government 1s at 
peace. It is also bound to display the same vigilance to prevent the 
depat·ture from its jurisdiction of any vessel intended to cruise or 
engage in hostile operations which had been adapted entirely or partly 
within said jurisdiction for use in war. 
. Article 25 of the same con-vention provides: 

1 A neutral power is bound to exercise ·such surveillance as the means 
at Its disposal allow to prevent any violation of the provisions of the 

' above article occurring in its ports, roadsteads, or in its waters. 
( The purpose of the joint resolution th·at I send to .the Clerk's 
) desk is to enable the President to exercise the power that will 

enforce the provisions of this convention that was held at The 
Hague in order to protect our neutrality. l say to the House 
candidly that I have had no chance to investigate this question, 
that it has come to me within the last hour, but I feel that 
there is no greater obligation resting on this Congress as the 
representatives of the American people than to do all in their 
power to protect the neutrality of the United States. ·[Ap
plause.] 

The Pl.·esident of the United States must exercise that power. 
In a condition of that kind there can be but one man and one 
mind, and it is our duty to sustain him as the Chief Executive 
of the Nation. He has asked us to confer this power upon him 
before the Congress adjourns. I believe, 1\Ir. Speaker, that it is 
our plain duty to pass this resolution immediately. 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Yes. 
Mr. HOBSON. I listened very carefully to the reading of 

the resolution, but I would be glad for some explanation or 
'assurance from the gentleman to see if I understand it. It 
seemed clear, from what I heard, that any vessel undertaking 
to proceed from an American port to carry fuel or supplies 
to a war vessel, a cruiser of the belligerents, could. be thus 
dealt with. I want to ask the gentleman if he thinks the reso
lution would clearly reach such a case as this: Would it also 
reach the case where, to put it into the concrete, great guns, 
say 15-inch guns, were being shipped by the Bethlehem Iron 
Works to be used to fit out the ships of war of a belligerent? 

l\1r. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my colleague, as I said 
to the House a moment ago, ' that I did not prepare this resolu
tion; that it was prepared by the Department of Justice, and 
viseed by the Department of State, and has only come to me 
within the hour. Necessarily I have had no chance to give it 
very careful study. As the proponent of the resolution not hav
ing had a chance to give it that study and deliberation which it 
deserved, and acting in the last hour and necessarily in haste, I 
do not think it would be very wise for me to voice my opinion. 
I mean no discourtesy to the gentleman from Alabama, but I 
do not think it would be wise for me to give an opinion as to 
how far-reaching the resolution is. · 

Mr. HOBSON. Will the gentleman permit me? I do not 
desire to embarrass him, bnt this may have a very far-reaching 
influence on our attitude as a neutral toward the belligerents 
of Europe, and my interpretation of the resolution in its effect, 
having heard it read for the first time, is that it would shut 
off any supplies, fuel, and so forth, that might possibly go from 
the American ports to the assistance of one or two German 
cruisers, but. that it would have no bearing upon the sending 
from our ports of guns and other war implements for the fit
ting out or rearmament of the battleships of the allies; that the 
effect would be felt on one side only of the belligerents. We 
are doing our best ~o be strictly neutral, as I understand it, but 
nevertheless the effect is to be very serious to one side only in 
the great war. I would like to be assured on that subject. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to my colleague from Alabama 
that n,ot having drafted the resolution myself, and not having 
time to give it the careful study that I would have done if I 
had drafted it, I do not want to risk a hasty interpretation of 
the resolution. 

Mr. HOBSON. Can the gentleman give some reason for its 
not being sent here before this hour, and not having been sent 
earlier to give us some chance to deliberate on it and find out 
its real effect? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can give no reason why it was not 
sent at an earlier hour. I have only heard of it within the 
hour. The resolution clearly is intended to enable the Presi
dent to protect our obligations under the convention at The 
Hague and to maintain the neutrality of the United States. 
Whether it does not go far enough is a question I do not pass 
upon, but that it is entirely proper, as far as it goes, and is 
intendoo to protect our neutrality I ha~e no doubt. 

l\Ir. HOBSON. I will ask the gentleman this question-
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Virginia rise? 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I want to interrupt the gentleman 

to answer a question that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
HoBSON] asked. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama [1\Ir. HoD
soN] has no time to yield. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will yield to the gentleman from Vir
ginia; he is the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Rela
tions. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The gentleman from Alabama [~Ir. 
HoBsoN] asked if this applied to the shipments of big guns 
from this country to the belligerents. 
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! Mr. HOBSON. Yes. . 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It does not. It applies only to the 
vessels and not to the freight the vessels are carrying. It ap
plies to those -vessels that are supplying belligerent vessels, 
which would use our coasts as a base of supplies. It has no 
i·eference to the shipment of arm& or munitions of war of any 
character. 

Mr. HOBSON. But suppose-- • 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentle

man not to take up too much of my time. · 
Mr. HOBSON. There are heavy shipments of big guns going 

to fit out warships. Those warships may not be hovering near 
our shores, but they are out on the waters, and very heavy 
shipments are going on now to fit out those warships, and my 
question is whether this would apply to them? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I do not know anything about the 
state of affairs referred to by the gentleman. I do know that 
this resolution does not give the President the power to put an 
~mbargo on the shipment of arms and munitions of war to one 
or both belligerents, which in itself would be an unneutral act. 

1\lr. HOBSON. I want to ask the gentleman before he sits 
down, the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
whether they would accept an amendment--

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; I would not. 
Mr. HOBSON. That would really in spirit as well as in 

letter make our country neutral and· not a basis of fitting out 
with guns or other essential features warships of any belligerent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will say to the gentle
man from Alabama that this resolution was prepared by the 
Department of Justice, I have no doubt at the instance of the 
President- of the United States, who must maintain the neu
trality of our country, and I would not _feel justified in allowing 
an:v amendment to the resolution at this time. I reserve the 
remainder of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves five minutes. 
Mr. MANN. 1\lr. Speaker, I would like to have the resolving 

clause read again. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
R esolved by the Senate .ana House of Representatives of the United 

States in Congress assembled. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman from 

Alabama to agree to an amendment to insert after the words 
"United States" the words "of America," which the law re
quires, though they have not discovered that apparently at the 
Department of Justice. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman is correct 
about that. I ask unanimous consent that the words "of 
America" be added after the words "United States" in the re
solving clause of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani
mous consent that the words" of America" be added after the 
words "United States" in the resolving clause of the reso
lution. 

Is there objection? 
· There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. l\IANN. Mr. Speaker, a number of· gentlemen have asked 
that the resolution might be again reported, and I ask unani
mous consent that it may be again read by the Clerk. 
· The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
:report the resolution. 

There was no objection, and the Clerk again reported the 
joint resolution. · 

Mr . . MANN. Mr. Speaker, I may be in error, but I think 
that the effeet of the resolution is practically .only to give a 
method of enforcing what is now the law under the statute 
law and the treaty law of the United States. It is perhaps 
unfortunate in a way that it comes to the House without any 
opportunity of having it printed in advance. I suppose prob
ably it has just occurred to the Secretary of State, as he was 
leaving his office to go to a committee meeting this afternoon, 
that the passage of this resolution was of vital impqrtance to 
the Nation, and hence he directed one of the clerks or em
ployees in his office to send a communication to Congress dur
ing the last day of its session. And yet I am not dispose\1 to 
criticise him for that, although, it seems to me, it would have 
been a little more dignified, if the matter is of vital importance, 
to have had either the President himself. or the Secretary of 
State send a communication to the Speaker of the House, as is 
required under the rules of the House. But, after all, we will 
probably have ·to forget and forgive a good many things before 
the European war is over; and when the administration asks 
of us something which the administration believes will aid it 
in preserving the neutrality of our country, I am in favor of 
giving them the legislation without hesitation and without 

quibble. [Applause.] I hope that during the vacation-that 
while we are away, and after-the President and his admin
istration will be able, in the troubled waters through which 
they must pass, to preserve our neutrality and our dignity and 
our rights; but it will be no easy task, and we ought not to be 
faultfinding in regard to it, and for one I shall support the 
resolution. [Applause.] 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman to 
yield me some of his time. · 
· Mr. MANN. I think not. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the joint resolution. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the joint resolution was 
passed. · · 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] may have 10 
minutes in which to address the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FoRDNEY] 
may have 10 minutes in which to address the House. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. HOBSON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
on what subject? 

Mr. MANN. I do not know. 
Mr. HOBSON. The gentleman knew on what subject I 

wanted·to speak to the House. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, I knew that the gentleman wanted to get 

us into trouble of some kind. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 

consent that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FonnNEY] be 
permitted to address the House for 10 minutes. Is there ob
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

BEET AND CANE SUGAR INDUSTRY. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Speaker, two or three days ago the 

gentleman frop:J. Colorado [Mr. KEATING] made some reference 
to some remarks which I had made on this floor regarding the 
beet and cane sugar industry of this country, and he placed in 
the RECORD some printed matter published by a paper in the 
State of Colorado. The gentleman from Colorado said that four 
out of seven beet-sugar factories in his State had closed their 
doors and were not operating at the present time. 

The reason given by the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
KEATING] for the closin~ of the doors of those four factories 
was that the machinery was antiquated and not up to date, 
and therefore those factories were at ·a disadvantage with 
other factoiies in his State with more modern machinery and 
more favorably located for the production and manufacture of 
sugar. 

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Speaker, will the genleman. yield just a 
moment? 

Mr. FORDNEY. Yes, sir. 
Mr. KEATING. I am sure the gentleman has no desire to 

misquote me. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Oh, not at all; not under any circumstances. 
Mr. KEATING. If the gentleman will refer to my remarks 

in the RECORD he will find that I said that the real reason 
those factories were closed was because the companies which 
controlled them refused to pay the farmers a sufficient price for 
their beets. 

Mr. FORDNEY. No; I beg to .differ with the gentleman. 
That was not your statement. Your statement was that the 
trust-controlled factories would not pay the farmers a reason
able price for their beets. 

1.\fr. KEATING. Yes; and I reiterate that. 
Mr. FORD~TEY. Well, then, let ine ·call your attention to the 

fact, my friend, that you are in error, because the Sugar Trust 
has no interest in the four factories in question that closed 
down, and the only factories operating in your State are the 
ones in which the Sugar Trust holds stock-the Great Western 
Sugar Co. 

Mr. KEATING. Of course, I can ·not controvert that state
ment. 

Mr. FORDNEY. I will give you the names of the factories 
that did close down. Here they are: The Lamar, owned by 
the American Sugar Co. ; the Holly, owned by the Holly Sugar 
Co.; the Monte Vista, owned by the San Luis Valley Beet 
Sugar Co. ; and the Las Animas, leased by the American Beet 
Sugar Co. All the factories in your State owned by the Great 
Western Sugar Co., and in which the American Sugar Refining 
Co., the so-called Sugar Trust, has any stock, sir, are running. 

Mr. KEATING. Will the gentleman yield for just a moment? 
Mr. FORDNEY. For just a short question. 
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Mr. KEATING. Does the gentleman; contend that those fac

tories, the ones controlled by the Sugar Trust, have dealt more 
generously with the farmers of Colorado than the others? 

UNDER DEl\IOCRATS INDEPENDENT FACTORIES MUST CLOSE. 

1\Ir. FORDNEY. The others, since 1913, could not deal at aU 
with your farmers, because of your tariff legislation, and have 
closed their doors. And the only factories dealing with the 
farmers in your district are the ones in which the Sugar Trust 
is interested. [Applause.] That is correct, is it not? 

1\Ir. KEATING. No; that is absolutely incorrect. The gen
tleman is mistaken. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Pardon me just a minute. 
The gentleman suggests in the article which he prints that 

last year a certain factory sliced 201,600 tons of beets, out of 
which was produced 500,000 bags of sugar, of 100 pounds each, 
or 50,000,000 pounds, and then says that he wants to see the 
time come, or the condition brought about, when the farmer in 
his State can receive a fair price for his beets. The gentleman, 
of course, believes in the Underwood tariff law-free trade on 
sugar-in order to bring about that condition. 

Now, 50,000,000 pounds of sugar from 201,600 tons of sugar 
beets means 258 pounds of sugar extraction per ton, a reason
able amount of sugar extracted ·from a ton of beets, that test 
16 per cent saccharine matter. 

In the State of Michigan, where the average test is about 15 
per cent, the factories produce some 240 pounds of sugar per 
ton of beets, showing a loss of 3 per cent in extraction-, which 
is about correct, and the extraction in your State, sir, is no 
more. There is no modern machinery to-day with which the 
manufacturer can extract more than about 240 pounds of sugar 
from 15 per cent beets. In other words, there will be a loss of 
3 per cent in extraction. The article put in the RECORD by 
the gentleman from Colorado states that the factory owners 
claim those beets cost them $7.44 a ton delivered at the factory. 
He states, and his friends who published the article say, that 
the farmers received . only $5.30 a ton for their beets, but he 
neglects to add that in the State of Colorado most of the beets 
that are produced are siloed, at a cost of from 50 to 75 cents 
a ton. And in addition the factory pays the freight on the 
beets from weigh stations to the factory. They also pay the 
cost of unloading, they pay the expense of their field men, 
of overhead charges, interest, taxes, and insurance. All those 
costs must be added to the price paid to the farmers for beets. 
And you, my friend, accepting the statement of somebody who 
does not claim to be a manufacturer of sugar, deny or dispute 
the statement given out by the owners of the factories, that 
those beets cost them $7.44 a ton delivered at the factory. If 
you will divide $7.44 by 258-which you claim was the number 
of pounds of sugar produced from a ton of beets in Colorado
it will show that it costs the factories 3 cents a pound for the 
sugar in the beets delivered at the factory. 

And, if I have the time, I want to show you statistics fur
nished by Willett & Gray, sugar statisticians, that the Sugar 
Trust, in October, 1913, before the Underwood tariff law took 
effect, and when the domestic sugar was on the market in this 
country, ran down the differential. What I means by the difier
ential is the difference between the price paid for raw imported 
sugar and the price of granulated sugar fixed by the trusts, 
out of which must come the refining cost, which is, in round 
numbers, 40 cents per 100 pounds. 

UNDERWOOD TARIFF HELPED THE TRUST. 

Early in the spring of 1914, before the reduction in tariff 
on sugar provided for in the Underwood law went into effect, 
and at a time when the domestic beet sugar was on the market, 
the refiners or so-called Sugar Trust ran down that differential 
to 44 cents per 100 pounds, which yielded about 4 cents profit on 
each 100 pounds. A profit oi: 4 cents per 100 pounds amounts 
to 14 cents profit on a barrel of sugar of 350 pounds. 

And in September last, just before the beet sugar came on 
the market, and at a time when there was no domestic sugar 
with which the refiners must compete, the trust rapidly ad
vanced their differential to $1.84 per 100 pounds. Take from 
that $1.84 the cost of re:fining-40 cents-and it leaves $1.44 per 
100 pounds as the .Sugar Trust's pr9fit, or $5.04 profit per barrel 
of 350 pounds. With that enormous differential of $1.84 the 
American Sugar Refining Co., producing 45,000 barrels of sugar 
per day, is able to realize a daily profit amounting to no less 
than $225,000. On the other hand, when their differential was 
but 44 cents their profit was only $6,300 a day. That is the differ
ence in the control the Sugar Trust has over sugar prices when 
there is no domestic sugar on the market and when they have 
domestic competition. In January and F~bruary, 1914 the price 
paid by the Sugar Trust for Cuban raw sugar f. ~. b. New 
York was $2.01 per hundred pounds, and as above shown the 
beet-sugar factories in your State last year paid 3 ~ents per 
pound for the sugar in the beets delivered at the factories. 

Now, in view of this fact, how can you consistently say sugar can 
be produced in Colorado as cheaply as any place in the world? 

In January and February, 1914, before the new rate on· 
su~ar provided in the Underw,ood tariff law took effect, the 
price of raw sugar to the Sugar Trust f. o. b. New York was 
,2.01 p~r hundre~ pounds, and in March and April, 1914, after. 
the ~nff reductwn, the price was $2.04 per hundred pounds 
practically no change at all. t 

FREE SUGAR HELPS REFINING TRUST. 

You say that the high price of sugar exacted from the people 
of this country in August and September last year was due to 
the wa~ in Europe. That war rages as fiercely to-day as ever; 
There IS no .reason why the price of sugar should be any less 
to-day than m August and September of last year, except that 
when our domestic sugar is on the market · the Sugar Trust 
always reduces the price. Every time you vote for a reduction 
of the duty on raw sugar or for free trade, you east a vote in 
favor of the Sugar Trust, and they make the American people 
pay !Jle p~nalty by putting up the price. [Applause on the Re
public~n side.] ~en our domestic sugar comes on the market 
the price goes down. Our domestic production of sugar in this 
country amounts to 25 per cent of the total consumption. That 
domestic. sugar is o.n the market six months in the year. Ther~ 
fore durmg that SIX months our domestic production of suaar ' 
furnishes us 50 per cent of our consumption at a lower prlce, 
bec~use the Sug~u: Tru.st reduces the price of its sugar, andl 
durrng the remannng s1x months the sugar refining companies 
make their profits for the whole year. Every time you vote 
for a reductiOn of the d1;1ty you vote for a higher price of sugar, 
but you vote for a lower price for beets to the farmers of this 
country, as is evidenced by your own statement that last year's 
pTlce of beets was 50 cents a ton less than the previous year 
[Applause on the Republican side.] ~ ' 

In his remarks before this House last Friday the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. KEATING] took it upon himself to assail me 
for criticizing the policy of the present administration toward 
the domestic sugar producers. 

He embodied in those remarks certain " figures " intended to 
prove that the domestic sugar manufacturers who are now at 
death grips with the seaboard refiners of suga;, were themselvefJ 
making inordinate profits. No such "figures" as he presented 
have been heard in Washington since the days of Mulberry, 
~ellers. The gentleman from Colorado resembles "Mulberry "· 
rn more ways than one. Both turn to agriculture when theyj 
indulge in flights of fancy, and to preserve the parallel both 
have a fondness for the root crops. Mulberry Sellers reveled in 
turnips, and maintained tbat the high cost of living could be 
solved by eating turnips and drinking water. His successor 
from Colorado has substituted the sugar beet for the turnip 
crop, but otherwise appropriates both the logic and phraseology; 
of his famous predecessor, and solemnly informs us that ther~ 
are " millions in it." · · 

HOW MR. KEATING FIGURES. 

. By multiplying the total output by the highest market quota-< , 
tion for granulated sugar and then deducting the price that the 
company paid the farmers for the beets, the gentleman from 
Colorado has proved entirely to his own satisfaction that 
the Rocky Ford (Colo.) Co. has made a net profit this year 
of $1,116,028 on an investment of $1,000,000. The process is 
very simple and one of its advantages lies in the fact that any 
net profit desired can be secured when the costs are known by 
selecting the market price at which the total output is to be' 
sold. It is the favorite plan followed by those about to break 
into the poultry business. They figure the number of eggs a 
hen :wm la~ ; make a certain allowance for breakage, for the 
molting period, and for the nntural perversity of the hen and 
then, after feeling that they have made due allowance f~r all 
adverse contingencies, simply mu~tiply the result by a sufficient 
number of hens to yield the income they started out to secure. 

This is the highly intelligent process followed by the gentle
man from Colorado, only he has substituted sacks of granulated 
sugar for eggs. He solemnly informed the House that during ' 
the season just closed the factory handled 201,600 tons of beets 
at a cost of $1.673,280, from which it secured 500,000 bags of 
sugar of ;oo pounds each. 

The farmers figure that the factory received $5.25 per sack tor this 
sugar, a very moderate estimate, as I have shown-

Says Mr. KEATING-

because the current price for sugar is from 50 cents to a dollar higher 
than that figure. Let us accept the farmers' figure, however or $5.25 
per sack, and we find that the sugar company received $2,625 000 for 
the sugar. It is estimated that it received $164,308 for various by
prod,ucts, or a total of $2,789,308. 

If we deduct from this Inrer sum the amount paid the farmers for · 
their beets and the total cos to the factory for handling the beets we 
find that thJl company's net profit was $1,116,028. ' 

This is on an investment of about $1,000,000. , 



1915. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. 5457 
This method of calculation is in keeping with the entire 

process of reasoning that was followed by the Democrats in 
dealing with the tariff. It would all be very amusing if it had 
not proven so serious for the business of the country. In the 
present instance it is all the more inexcusable because the gen
tleman from Colorado could have learned the facts had he 
made the slightest effort, and thus avoided the ludicrous spec
tacle that he made of himself when he submitted those figures. 

A few minutes of investigation of the trade reports would 
have convinced him that neither the Great Western nor any of 
.the other beet-sugar companies have realized anything like the 
prices which he asserts they secured for their entire output. 
In fact, the losses they have sustained through not being able 
to sell at current market prices, because of the fact that they 
had contracted for their output before the advance, had been 
notorious in sugar circles since the outbreak of the European 
war. 

As long ago as August 20, 1914, Willett & Gray's Weekly 
Statistical Trade Journal, page 308, announced: 

We are advised that both the American Beet Sugar Co., having fac
tories in California, Colorado, and Nebraska, and the Great Western 
Sugar Co., of Colorado, have made free contracts for deliveries of their 
products at the low prices current before August 1, and are disposed 
to continue sales as rapidly as sugar can be produced in order to 
relieve any acute situation that may arise. The beet crops east of the 
Rocky Mountains do not come to market until October. 

EUROPEAN WAR DID NOT HELP INDEPENDENTS. 

On August 22, the Louisiana Planter, page 126, published a 
telegram from 1\fr. Truman G. Palmer, beet-sugar statistician, 
of this city, giving extracts from reports of a number of beet
sugar factories throughout the West. They show conclusively 
that the small manufacturers of this country derived no benefit 

• from the colossal sum of which the Sugar Trust, with the con
nivance of the Democratic administration, mulcted the consum
ers of this counh·y during the month of August, 1914. Here is 
the telegram : 

WASHINGTON, Attgust 19, 1914. 
Except in California, the domestic beet-sugar crop is not ready to 

harvest, and the following telegrams received by me to-day from seven 
of the nine California manufacturers of beet sugar show how much 
wan·ant there is for the widely published statement that the present 
high price of sugar is due to a conspiracy among American beet-sugar 
manufacturers to hold back their 1914 crop: 

"Your wire 16th: Have sold 124,000 bags. Have manufactured to 
date 27,500 bags. All buyers clamoring for deliveries. It will take 
until October 5 to manufacture and deliver all this sugar at old prices. 
Have not sold car at higher prices." (Los Alamitos Sugar Co.) 

" Have made 6,560 bags of sugar this season, all of which has been 
shipped as made. and direct to pm·chasers, on bona fide sales made 
during June and July." (Santa Ana Cooperative Sugar Co.) 

" Large portion of our sales are Missouri River territory. Our total 
sales several times greater than production to date, and nearly all made 
prior to advance, account of war." (Holly Sugar Co.) 

''We expect to make 1,500.000 bags present campaign, of which we 
have contracted to sell 1,000,000 bags. Sales of sugar at present date 
will employ capacity of factories until late December." (American 
Beet Sugar Co.) 

"All sugars manufactured by this company not consumed in Call
fornia shipped to Missouri River territory, and shipping as rapidly as 
made. When southern California factories went into market to sell 
sugar, jobbers refused to buy, stating they had supply on hand and 
contracted to last October 1-some, January 1. Sold 75 carloads to be 
shipped on instructions. Have received instructions for 11 cars. Have 
filled these and shipped 10 cars additional to our brokers at Kansas 
City, and shipping more daily." (South California Sugar Co.) 

"We h~ve sold for August and early September delivery 67,790 bags 
of 100 pounds each. We have made and delivered on these contracts 
21,060 bags, and are shipping as fast as we can possibly make it and 
holding back nothing. Have not been up to capacity until · last Sat
urday, owing to slow delivery of beets." (Anaheim Sugar Co.) 

The average price received by all of these factories for their 1914 
sugar, f. o. b. factory, has been 4.04 cents per pound, the highest aver
age srice received by any one of the factories being 4.75 cents per 

po:bnue" to the reduction ol the import duty and the low price of sugar 
before the outbreak of the war in Europe, eight American beet-sugar 
factories closed down, others reduced their acreage, and the 1914 crop 
of domestic sugar will be from two and one-half to three million bags 
less than the 1913 output. 

To finance their operations, a large portion of the crop is sold sev
eral months in advance of its manufacture, and the extra profits, be
cause of the advance in price, will inure to the dealers and not to the 
manufacturers. 

TRUMAN G. PALMER. 

On September 10, Willett & Gray. page 339, announced the 
following: 

The Great Western Sugar Co. is reported to have sold 250,000 bags 
of its 1914 product at prewar-time prices. The campaign at Grand 
Junction is expected to start not later than October 1. 

ADMINISTRATION DID NOT CURB REFINERS. 

The outrageous robbery of the American people last summer 
by the Sugar Refining Trust, with the connivance of the Demo
cratic administration, occurred during the months of August 
and September. The wholesale price of fine granulated sugar 
at the port of New York was jumped by leaps and bounds 
from 4.16 cents per pound on July 28 until it rea.ched 7.35 on 
August 18. It continued at inflated prices until October, when 

the domestic crop began moving and brought relief to the Ameri
can consumers. 

As the extracts I have read conclusively show, none of the 
independent manufacturers had any stocks on hand in August 
and September, 1914, when sugar reached the highest point in 
modern history. 

The hypocritical campaign that had been carried on by the 
refiners while the Underwood bill was under discussion had de
pressed the price of raw sugar to the lowest point on record. 
Many producers were compelled to sell at less than the cost of 
production. Thousands of farmers were ruined and many of 
the smaller sugar houses were dismantled. Those of the inde
pendent operators who survived contracted to sell the first part 
of this year's output at prices which prevailed prior to the 
European war in order to secure advances for operating ex
penses. 

The only stocks of sugar ·held in this country were in the ~ 
hands of the seaboard re:fl.ners. While the tariff bill was before 
Congress they sold stock at an actual loss, in order to further 
their deceitful campaign for free sugar. But after their pur
pose was accomplished they steadily advanced prices to make 
up their losses, and the consumer, who was deceived for a short 
period, was compelled to reimburse them as soon as the Euro
pean war gave them a pretext for raising prices. 

This course of the refiners in this matter was made clear in 
a letter from the Louisiana-Porto Rico headquarters, which was 
published in the CONGRESSIONAL llECORD for August 14 last by 
Senator RANSDELL. It said: 

Developments ~n Europe during the past week have resulted in a 
sensational advance in both raw and refined sugar. Prices now promise 
to soar far above the level of 1911, when the shortage of the European 
beet crop was followed by a world-wide advance in prices. 

But the refiners should not be allowed to take advantage of the war 
in Europe to deceive Congress or the consuming public regarding theil• 
course in advancing pr·ices. 'l'heir record in this connection should be 
made plain to the people. 

Tiley broke their promise, at the same time issuing misleading state
ments that the consumers were receiving the full benefit of the 25 per 
cent cut in the tarifr on raw sugar. This was before the slightest cloud 
had appeared upon the horizon of European politics. 

As stated in the cited case of Crystal Dominoes, the refiners began 
the advance during the week of May 21-28, a full month · before the 
Austrian Archduke Ferdinand was assassinated at Sarajevo, on June 
~8. All the advances I cited occurred priot· to July 16, but Austria did 
not send her ultimatum to Servia until a week after that date, July 23. 
Consequently the refiners can not plead the European trouble for 
breaking their promise. · 

Should a readjustment of the import duties be deemed necessary by 
reason of the European war, these facts should be brought to the atten
tion of Congress in considering the sugar schedule. 

Not only did the Suo-ar Refining Trust and its allies fail to live up 
to its promise to give the consumers the full benefit of the tariff cut on 
raw sugar, but before the war in Europe afforded them the slightest 
excuse they were cleaning up millions of dollars at the expense of the 
domestic producer:_s. 

MR. KEATING'S PRICES ARE QUESTIO~ED. 

That same letter, which was subsequently sent to all Members 
of Congress under Senator RANSDELL's frank, contained certain 
statements regarding the price of sugar in Colorado before and 
after the passage of the Underwood bill which are in direct con
flict with the statement made on the floor of this House by the 
gentleman from Colorado. 

In concluding his remarks the gentleman from Colorado said : 
During my campaign in Colorado in the fall of 1912 I took occasion 

to ascertain the retail price of sugar in the various towns I visited. I 
found that the grocers were selling from 12 to 14 pounds of sugar for 
$1. .After the Underwood bill was enacted those same grocers sold 
20, 21, and even 22 pounds of sugar for $1. The consumer of sugar, 
therefore, received from 6 to 8 pounds more of sugar for· hls dollar than 
he had received prior to the change in the tariff. 

Inquiry at any grocery in the clty of Washington will confirm these 
figures. 

The letter which was published in the CoNGRESSIONAL REOOHD 
by Senator RANSDELL, from the Louisiana-Porto Rican people, 
contained excerpts taken ~rom the advertising columns of the 
daily papers of 36 States, now on file in the Library of Congress. 

These advertisements-

It said-
show the retail price of sugar. 

This is the fairest way of ascertaining how the consumer has actually 
fared. The merchants paid for the newspaper sr.ace carrying these 
advertisements. The prices were announced as ' bargains," and in 
many cases sugar was offered at cost ln ·order to stimufate the sale of 
other goods. 

Wherever it has been possible to to so, corresponding prices for a 
year ago have been given from the papers on file in the Library. 

Under the heading of "Colorado," the letter gives the fol
lowing: 

COLORADO. 
1914. 

The John Thompson Grocery 
Co., Denver, 22 pounds fine granu
lated sugar, $1. (From the Rocky 
Mountain News, July 12, p. 4, 
sec. 2.) 

1913. 

The John Thompson Grocery 
Co., Denver, sugar, 100 pounds, 
beet, $5.10; sugar, 100 pounds, 
cane, $5.30. (E'rom the News, 
July 13, p. 4.) 
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The sugar schedule of the Underwood bill became operative 
1\farch 1, 1914, and these figures of the John Thompson Grocery 
Co. do not bear out the experience of the gentleman from Colo
rado, who says he now obtains from 2.0 to 22 pounds of suga1• 
for a dollar, whereas he formerly obtained only 12 to 14 pounds. 

I believe, :Mr. Speaker, that these few extracts I have taken 
from the patchwork " figures " that were used so recklessly by 
the gentleman from Colorado warrant the comparison I have 
dmwn between him and Mulberry Sellers. 

But whereas Mark Twain's poor old visionary, over whose 
vagaries two generations of Americans have laughed, was never 
vic1oua, his successor from Colorado has seen fit to impugn my 
motives in the fight I have been making here for the preserva
tion of a great American industl-y and gratuitiously insinuate 
that my sympathies ru·e with the Sugar Trust and not with the 
farmer. 

·with a blandness which has few parallels, he has also at
temped to shift the alliance which the administration has 
notoriously maintained with the Sugar Refining Trust since it 
came into power two years ago from the Democrats to the 
Republicans. There never was a more flagrant wearing of the 
live1-y of heaven to serve the deY1.1, and no better proof of this 
can be had than is furnished by the Democrats themselves. 
Sugar farmers of Louisiana, whO' for a quarter of a century 
have maintained an unbroken fealty to the Democratic Party, 
are so outraged at the conduct of this administration in betray~ 
ing them to the Sugar Trust that they overwhelmingly drove 
it from power last November and sent a protectionist here to 
represent them. That representative, who has been in Wa"Sh
:ington fo1' the past week and who is thoroughly familiar with 
the domestic sugar situation, appears to have read the remarks 
of the gentleman· from Colorado as printed in the RECOBD 
with astonishment. I was surprised and gratified to receive the 
following letter from him this mol'ning: 

WHAT THE LOUISIANA iwl'ERESTS SAY. 

UNITED STATES HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., Mat·ch 1> 1915. 

lion. JOSEPII W. FORDNEY, 
WasMngto·n, D. 0. 

l\IY DEAR MR. FORDNEY: Just as I was about to leave the city I 
chanced to see the very remarkable address delivered by Mr. KEATING, 
appearing in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of February 26. I Wish to 
state that the sugar growers of my State resent the insinuation con
tained in the address of l\Ir. KEATING that your remarks of a few days 
ago were in the interest of tho Sug.ar Trust. 

Anyone acquainted with the history of sugar legislation knows that 
the trust has always work€d for and favored free sugru:, to the end that 
the sugar producer, both beet and cane, might be put out of business 
and thus enable the trust to absolutely conti·ol and manipulate the 
sugar market. When the Underwood bill was under consideration the 
Sugar Trust maintained an active lobby at the Capitol, and it gained a 
great victory when the Democratic Party was persuaded to violate its 
j)latform pledge--not to injure or destroy any legitimate industry-and 
place sugar upon the free list. 

1'he European war is all that saved the sugar growers in my State, 
and the fact that we of Louisiana are still in the sugar business is not 
due to anything the Democratic Party has done for us, but in spite of 
all that it bas done against us. 

The attack upon the motive which has governed you in your fight 
for a duty on sugar is both unjust and unfounded. ' We of Louisiana. 
fullv appreciate the high and disinterested purpose which has prompted 
"'"on' to ur~e the retention of a duty upon sugar, as we are fully awaro 
that the EUl'opean war will not last always, and unless there is some 
favorable legislation looking toward the restoration of a duty the great 
sugar industry of this country is doomed. 

Permit me to thank you for your efforts to save the sugar grower of 
my State and to assure you that your interest In our welfare is much 
appreciated. 

Wltb assurances of high regard, I am, 
Yours, very tt·uly, W. P. MARTIN. 

The entire statement of the gentleman from Colorado was 
a fantastic crazy quilt of inaccuracy and misstatement. To 
begin with, the closing of four beet-sugar factories in his State 
last year, which he attributed to the influence and policy of 
the Sugar Trust, giving the impression that the closed fac
tories were those in which the trust is interested, is mislead
ing, inasmuch as all of the four factories which were closed are 
independent factories, in which the trust has no interest what
ever. The closed factories, as before stated, were as follows : 

Lamar, owned by the American Beet Sugar Co. 
Holly, owned by the Holly Sugar Co. 
Monte Vi ta, owned by the San Luis Valley Beet Sugar Co. 
Lus Animas, leased by the American Beet Sugar Co. 
All of the nine factories owned by the Great Western Suga1· 

Co., in which the Sugar Trust has a minority interest, were 
operated. 

Mr. KEATINo says three factories were closed because they 
were old and the machinery antiquated. They were erected 
in the following years, all but Lamar, with entirely new ma
chinery: 
Lamar--------------------------------------------------- 1905 
Las Anilnas----------------~----------------------------- 1907 
1fonte Vista---------------------------------------------- 1911 
HollY---------------------------------------------------- 1905 

MORE WILD STATEMENTS EXPOSED. 
The gentleman from Colorado in the course of his tirade 

against the domestic sugar industry was interrupted by tbe gen
tleman from New York [Mr. TALCOTT], who, seeking certain deli
nite information, asked if the production in 1914 of sugar beets 
in Colorado was much below that of 1913. 

With characteristic inaccuracy and assurance the gentleman 
from Colorado replied: 

No; it was approximately the same. I have not the exact figures at 
hand. 

AS a matter of fact, the falling off in the production of sugar. 
beets in his State for the past year, as shown by the prelimina1-y 
report of the Department of Agriculture, Farmers' Bulletin 
641, page 5, was not only greater in tons, but greater in per· 
centage than in any other State but one. The loss to Colorado 
was put at 288,653 tons, out of a total decrease for the United 
States of approximately 500,000 tons. The figures given by 
the Department of Agriculture show that the tonnage for the 
United States fell off something more than· 9 per cent, most 
of that calamity falling upon his own State, where the crop 
shortage amounted to practically 15.6 per cent, and yet he flip
pantly announced when questioned that this heavy loss· to one 
of the great staple crops was only "approximate." 

Mr. TALCOTT of New York th~n asked: 
That was so throughout the country also, was it not? 
To which the gentleman, with the same bland assurance, 

replied: 
I have tiOt the figures at hand. I do not think the reduction was 

very great. 

If Mr. TALcorr of New York was seeking information reo-aru
ing the production of cane sugar in the Southern States as well 
as beet when he used the term u throughout the country," the 
reply of the gentleman from Colorado was even more misleading 
to the second question than to the first. The same official publi
cation from which I have quoted estimated that the tonnage in 
Louisiana had been reduced from 4,214,000 short tons to 3.,600,-
000 short tons of cane, as a ·result of the free sucrar policy of the 
gentleman's party, which has well-nigh ruined the principal 
indu try of that State. 

If the gentleman's crop estimates are thus unreliable, his 
·quotation of market prices is even worse and more inexcu able, 
as he had every opportunity to correctly inform hitnself on this 
point had he made the slightest effort to do so. With a great 
flourish he informed the House that he had ":studied the sugar 
question with some care." At the same time he announced: 

Granulated stigar is now selling in eastern mat·kets at $5.75 per hun
dred pounds. It commands $6.25 per hundt·ed pounds in the Denver 
market, and corresponding prices in other markets of the country. Slx 
dollar per hundred pounds would be a good average price. 

PRICES OF SUGAR O:N DE~R M.AnXBT. 

When the Sugar Trust was exploiting the people of Colorado 
without interference from the Democratic administration dur
ing the m.)nths ot August and September, sugar was selling on 
the Denver market at prices ranging from 7.10 to 7.55 cents 
per pound. When the domestic beet crop came to the relief of 
the consumers in October the Sugar Trust was compelled to sus
pend its extortion, and on October 6 Colorado beet was quoted 
on the Denver market at 6.55, a drop of a full cent per pound 
from the price asl{ed for granulated cane sugar on September 21~ 
and 80 points below the price of beet on the corresponding date. 

The following Denver prices, as taken from Willett & Gray's 
for the past four months, will suffice to show how accurate and 
fair the gentleman is when he informs. this House that this 
sugar is selling on the Dem·er market for 6.25 : 

Date. Price of beet sugar. 

1914. 
Oct. 6 Denver ___ ._ .•. _._ ....... _......... 6.55 differential 50 points. 

14 ..... do ............................. 6.30 less 2 per cent. 
23 ..... do............................. 6.05less 2 per cent. 
24 ..... do ............................. 5. 5less 2 per cent. 
30 ..... do .. _ ........... _ .............. 5.55less 2 per cent. 

Nov. 4 ..... do ............................. 5.35less 2 per cent. 
5 ..... do .. _ .... _ ............. _....... 5.05 less 2 per cent. 

13 ..... do ............ -................ 5.15Iess2percent. 
23 ..... do ............................. 5.25. 
30 ..... do ............................. 5.35. 

Dec. 7 ..... do ..... _....................... 5.45. 

Ja.;~15i6 ..... do ....................... : ..... 5.40less2percent. 
Feb. 1 ..... do .......... _ .................. 5.40less 2 per cent. 

4 ..... do ............................. 5.60less2percent. 
5 .. - .. do ............................. 5.70 less 2 per cent. 
6 ..... do ............................. 5.85less2percent. 
9 _ .... do .. _ .. _ ....................... 6.10 less 2 per cent. 
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Upon questions Qf policy men may· honestly differ, and upon 

questions of fact when the evidence is conflicting or not elear 
the same applies. But there is no occasion for dispute regard-· 
ing the market quotations of the staple commodities of the 
United States. They are fixed and certain, and may be known 
to all men. When the gentleman, therefore, makes the sweep
ing statement that it is false to deny the consumer "is not 
benenfed from the reduction of the sugar tariff," when that 
fact is notorious and is susceptible of proof, he is without 
justification or excuse. . 

And when he transgresses the pale of controversial discus
sion and the best traditions of this House to intimate that my 
sympathies in this matter are covertly with the Sugar Trust 
rather than the American farmer, I want to brand that state
ment so that all honorable men will know it. My course in this 
sugar controversy is fully known to the beet farmers of the 
West and the cane farmers of the South, and if there was the 
slightest question regarding it. I would unhesitatingly submit 
to their verdict. 

:MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, 

announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendment 
to ·the bill (H. R. 16136) to authorize exploration for and dis
position of coal, phosphate, oil, gas, potassium, or sodium, 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. THOMAS, 1\Ir. 
PITTMAN, nnd Mr. SMOOT as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

roeks, and barren bottoms Contiguous thereto, in waters along 
1

the coast of and within the State· of Texas ; and 
S. 7362. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary · of 

the Interi-or to patent certain lands to the State of Utah and 
to accept relinquishment from the State of Utah of certain 
'other lands in lieu thereof. 
ENROLLED BIT..LS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

1\fr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States for his approval the following bills : 
I !H. R. 16642. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury 
to disregard section 33 of the public-buildings act of March 4, 
1913, as to site at Vineland, N. J. ; ' 

H. R 15038. An act proposing an amendment to the Federal 
.reserve act relative to acceptances, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 1698. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to pro
vide for an enlarged homestead," and acts amendatory thereof 
and supplemental thereto; 

H. R. 4545. An act to amend an act entitled "An act to codify., 
revise, and amend the laws re1ating to the judiciary," approved 
1\Iarch 3, 1911 ; 

H. J. Res. 366. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to use any allotment made under the provisions of an act 
~pproved October 2, 1914, entitled "An· act making appropria
tions for the construction, repair, and reservation of certain 
•public works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes," 
for the improvement of East River and Hell Gate, N. Y.; 

H. R.1090. An act for the relief of Alonzo D. Cadwallader; 
H. R. 9701. An act for the relief of F. W. Theodore Schroeter; 

ENROLLED BIT..LS SIGNED. H. R. 2662. An act for the relief of Andrew J. Lawrence; 
1\Ir. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 1 H. R. 12229. An act for the relief of William A. Wallace; 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 1 H. R. 3430~ An act for the relief Lottie Rapp; 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: H. R .. 7205. An act for the relief of H. S. Hathaway; 

H. R. 16510. An act to provide for recognizing the- services -of H. R. 9734. An act for the relief of Victoria Coffman; 
certain officers of the Army, Navy, and Public Health Service . H. R. 20894. An act to provide for the appointment of a dis
for their services in connection with the construction of the trict judge, district attorney, and marshal for the western· dis
Panama Canal, to exten_d to certain of such officers the thanks trlct of South Carolina, and for other purposes; 
of Congress, and for other purposes; H. R. 12909. An act for the relief of James W. McGreevey; 

H. R. 21328. An act making appropriations for the support of H. R. 20975. An act making appropriations for the naval sel'\-
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, lee for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other pur-
and for other purposes ; • poses; 

H. R. 20975. An act making appropriations for the n-aval serv- H. R. 21328. An act making appropriations for the support 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, and for other of the 1\Iilitary Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, 
purposes ; and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 20347. An act making appropriations for the support of H. R. 2642. An act authorizing · the President to reinstate 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916; Joseph Eliot Austin as an ensign in the United States Navy; 

H. R. 21201. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic ! H. R. 21121. An act to extend the time for constructing a 
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916; bridge across the 1\Iissouri River near Kansas City, Mo., author-

H. R. 20643. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- ized by an act approved June 17, 1914; and 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and H. R.16510. An act to provide for recognizing the services of -
Navy, and certain soldiers and soldiers of wars ~ther than the certain officers of the Army, Navy, and Public Health Service 
Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and smlors; for their services in connection with the construction of the 

H. n.. 21089. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- Panama Canal, to extend to certain of such officers the thanks 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and of Congress, and for other purposes. 
Navy, and certain SOldiers and Sailors of wars other than the ,MAJ. JOHN 0. SKINNER, SURGEON, UNITED STATES ARMY, RETIRED. 
Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 21218. An act granting pensions and increase of pen- Mr. CARLIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
sions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and present consideration of the bill (S. 2789) to award the medal 
Navy, and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the of honor to 1\Iaj. John 0. Skinner, surgeon, United States Army, 

di il retired. 
Civil war, and to widows of such sol eTs and sa ors ;. and 1 The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 

H. R. 9899. An act to authorize the laying out and opening- of The Olerk read as follows: 
a public road on the Winnebago, Olllaha, Ponca, and Santee , 
Sioux Indian Reservations in Nebraska and on· Indian reserva-
tions in :hfuntana. · 

The SHEJA.KER announced his signature· to enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles: 

S. 4180. An act to validate title to certain town sites in the 
State of Montana ; 

S! 7212: An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the· Regular Army and Navy 
and of wars other than the Civil War, and to certain widows 
and dependent relatives of such soldiers and sailors; 

S. 7188. An act to increase the limit of cost of the Unitetl. 
States post-office building at Garden City, ·Kans.; 

S. J. Res.191. Joint resolution to convey appreciation of Con
gress to their excellencies Sefior Domicio da Gama, Se.ilor 
R6mulo S. Na6n, and Senor Eduardo Suarez for their generous 
and distinguished services as mediators in the controversy be
tween the Government of the United States and the leaders of 
the warring parties in Mexico; 

S. 3362. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce, 
through the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of 
Fisheries, to make a survey of natural oyster beds, bars and. 

Be it enacted, eta., That the President be, and he is hereby, author
ized to award the medal of honor to Maj. John 0. Skinner, surgeon, 
United States Army, retired, for gallantry in action while serving as 
an acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, in havin&' r escued a 
wounded soldier who lay under a close and heavy fire durrng the as
sault on the Modoc stronghold during the battle of Januar.v 17, i873, in 
the Lava Beds, Oreg., after two soldiers had unsuccessfully attempted 
to make the rescue and both had been wounded . in doing so. 

The SPElAKER. Is there objection.? 
1\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, I should like to a sk the 

gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], the leader of the 
majority, if he contemplates moving that the House take a 
recess to permit the Members to go to their hotels for dinner? 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. It is my desire to take a recess as soon 
as this bill is disposed of. 

Mr. CARLIN. Let us dispose of it quickly, then. 
1\fr. STAFFORD. I know. the gentleman is very anxious to 

dispose of it quickly, because the report of the Secretary of 
War is ad\erse to the granting of this · medal of honor to this 
assistant surgeon. 

Mu. HAY. If the gentleman will permit me--
Ur. STAFFORD. I shall be glad' to heaD the statement of 

the chairman of the committee that reported. the bill. 



5460 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE. MARCH 3, 

Mr. HAY. The reason given by the Secretary · of War for 
his adverse report is that under the law these medals of honor 
can be granted only to commissioned officers or enlisted men. 
Now, this man was a contract surgeon, and therefore was 
neither a commissioned officer nor an enlisted man. But the 
Secretary of War and The Adjutant General of the Army both 
admit that this is a very meritorious ca.se; and I may say to 
the gentleman that medals of this character have been awarded 
to men who were contract surgeons, when they had not per
formed as gallant service as this man performed, and those 
awards ha\e been made, not by act of Congress, but by the 
War Department. · 

1\Ir. STAFFORD. I half agree with the statement of the 
gentleman, but I b~lieYe a close reading of the report of the 
Secretary of War shows that he is opposed to the granting of 
this medal of honor, because there are hundreds of civilians 
who are equally entitled to it . 

.1\Ir. CARLIN. Has the gentleman made up his mind to ob
ject? 

Mr. STAF.IfORD. I was quite impressed with the statement 
of the chairman of the committee that medals of honor bad 
been awarded to other persons who had not performed as meri
torious service as this gentleman . 

.1\Ir. HAY. I think this was an unusually gallant act. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The Secretary of War, as I was about to 

state, bases his objection on the fact that to award these medals 
of honor to civilians promiscuously would lower the purpose 
and dignity intended to be conferred by th~ original law, which 
provided that this medal of honor should be awarded only to 
those in the military service. 

Mr. H.A.Y. But it is within the power of Congress to regu
late that; and I will say to the gentleman that while there are · 
very numerous bil1s pending before the Committee on Military 
.Affairs to confer these congressional medals of honor upon cer
tain civilians this is the only case which appealed to us as 
strong enough to justify us in reporting the bil1, and I do be
lieYe you could not find a stronger case than this, where a man 
under fire went to rescue a wounded soldier and placed himself 
under fire in order to do so. I hope my friend from Wisconsin 
win not object. 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. The gentleman thinl\:s that this will not be 
taken as a precedent and these medals of honor given to civil
ians who have not performed real gallant servi_ce? 

Mr. HAY. Oh, no. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The Senate bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read 

the third time, and passed. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

By unanimous consent, the following Members . were given 
leave to extend remarks in the RECORD :-Mr. SLEMP, l\Ir. KEAT
ING, l\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia, l\Ir. VAUGHAN, Mr. MANN, Mr. 
MAcDoNALD, Mr. FoRDNEY, Mr. TAVENNER, Mr. FEss, Mr. Aus
TIN, Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. HoBsoN, and Mr. TAYLOR 
of Colorado. 

RECESS. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 

take a recess until half past 8 this evening. 
Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman if there is 

any possibility that the agricu_Itural bill will be back from the 
Senate at that time. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the conferees have 
agreed, and possibly it may be back at that time. 

l\fr. MANN. Does the gentleman know whether the Senate 
has taken a recess? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not know the recess hour of the 
Senate. However, Mr. Speaker, I will move that the House 
take a recess until 9 o'clock. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama moves that 
the House take a recess until 9 o'clock. The Chair will state 
to the House that the gentleman from South Carolina, Mr. 
LEVER, chairman of the Agricultural Committee, informs the 
Chair that the conferees have a general agreement on the agri
cultural bill. 

l\lr. 1\IANN. But it has first to be acted upon in the Senate. 
l\Ir. LEVER. The Senate has to act first, and of course it 

will not be over here before 9 o'clock. 
Mr. 1\IOORFJ. l\fr. Speaker, I want the gentleman from Ala

bama to indulge me for a moment. There are two resolutions 
pending, which are privileged, which pertain to the business of 
the War Risk Bureau. In view of the resolution which the 
gentleman offered a little while ago, it might be a question 
whether they should be called up now; but this is the last op
portunity to call them up, and while I think it would be well to 

have the information they call for, I do not want to embarrass 
the State Department. I want to know whether it would em
barrass the situation to call them up now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I can not say, because I am not in
formed; but I think it would be wiser not to call them up at 
the present time. 

Mr. MOORE. I am inclined to agree with what the gentle
man has done, although I think perhaps what has been done was 
aggravated by those resolutions and by what has been said 
about the War Risk Bureau. I asked the gentleman from 
Georgia for information yesterday, and when he was about to 
answer we were both cut off. If the gentleman from Alabama 
will yield to the gentleman from Georgia, who is chairman of 
the committee to which my resolutions were referred, he may 
say whether the Treasury Department means to give the infor
mation voluntarily that has been asked for. 

Mr . .ADAMSON. In view of the statement of the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, that it was not expedient to call up the 
resolutions now, I do not think that I should answer. 

l\fr. MOORE. If it embarrasses the administration, I may not 
ask it. 

Mr . .A.DAl\lSON. I prefer not to answer. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope the gentleman will not press his 

resolutions at this time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle

man from Alabama that the House take a recess until 9 o'clock 
this evening. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly the House, at 6 o'clock 
and 12 minutes, stood in recess until 9 o'clock p. m. 

EVENING SESSION. 
The recess having expired, the House was called to order by 

the Speaker at 9 o'clock p. m . 
AMERICAN REGISTRY OF FOREI<lN-BUILT SHIPS (H. DOC. NO. 1664). 

Mr. ALEXANDER. l\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
print as a House document a list of foreign-built ships ad
mitted to American registry since December 17, 1852. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mous consent to print as a House document a list of foreign
built ships admitted to American registry since 1852. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 
GENERAL DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION DILL. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I present a conference re
port on the bill H. R. 2154G, the general deficiency appropria
tion bill, and I ask unanimous consent that the statement be 
read in lieu of the report. 
- The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York presents a 
conference report on the general deficiency appropriation bill, 
and asks unauimous consent that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report. Is there objection? 

l\Ir. MANN. 1\Ir. Speaker, resetTing the right to object, I will 
ask the gentleman from New York if there is anything in the 
conference report that is subject to the point of order? 

Mr. FITZGER.A.I.JD. There is nothing that is subject to the 
point of order. 

l\Ir. MANN. I do not object. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the statement. 
The Clerk read the statement of the conferees. 
The conference report is as follows : 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1503). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
21546) making appropriations to supply deficiencies in ap
propriations for the fiscal year 1915 and for prior years, and 
for other purposes, having met, after full and free conference 
have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their re
spective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 4, 5, 
8, 13, 14, 16, 18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 25, 34, 37, 47, 51, 52, 55, 60, 69, 
70, and 77. 

That the House recede from its di~agreement to the- amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, 10, 11, 15, 17, 23, 
24, 26, 28, 29, 30, 32, 33, 36, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 48, 
49, 50, 53, 54, 57, 58, 62, 63, 64, 65, 66, 67, -68, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 
76, and 78, and agree to the same. 

Amendment nnmbered 12: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 12, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 3 of 
the matter inserted by said amendment strike out the fo1lowing: 
" Interstate Commerce Commission, as well as for " ; and the 
Senate agree to the same. , 
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Amendment numbered 27: That .the House recede from its dis
agreement to ' the am.endment of the Senate .numbered 27, ·and 
agree to .the ·same with an amendment ·as follows: .In 'line 6 
of the matter inserted by said amendment, after the .word " P.Ur
chase," insert the following; ", until the end of the fiscal year 
1916,"; and the Senate. agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede 'from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and 
ugree to the ·same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of t~e 
sum proposed insert : " $25,000 " ; and the Senate agree to tlie 
,satne. . 

Amendment numbered 35: That•the ·House recede from~its dis
a:greement · to the amendment of the Senate numbered '35, ·and 
a-gree to ·the same with an . amentlment as follows: Omit ~ the 
matter inserted by •said-amendment and on page '27 of 'the ·bill, 
in line 20, strike out ••:$26,735.36" and insert ln ' lieu 1tbereof 
"' '$26,864 .. 12 ·~; and the ·Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbetetl. 06 : That the House recede :from' lts dis
a-greement to the amendment of tire Senate numbered ' 56, and 
agree to the -same with an amendment as• follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed in said amendment in&ert " $2,000"; and the Sen-
ate oag1~ee to the · same. , 

.Amendment numbered-59: .That·the House reeede·from:its dis
agreement ·to· the amendment of the Senate numbered 59, ·and 
agree to the~same with an amendment as follow-s : ·In lieu o1· the 
sum named in said am~mdment insert " $36,000 "; and the: Senate 
agree to the .same. 

'Amendment numbered 61: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amenament of the Senate numbered 61, 
and agreerto the same •with an :amendment as follows: -In ·ueu 
of the sum propo&ed Insert" $65,000" ;.and the-Senate --agree to 
the same. 

J' OHN J. FITZGE&ALD, 
0. L. "'BARTLETT, 
FBEDK. H. 'GILLETT, 

Ma'na.gers ot~ the ·part of:theJHo.use. 
N. ·p. 'BRYAN, 
F. E. WABBEN, 

'MaMge'rs on the ·pat·t df the Senate. 

.The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the confer
ence report. 

The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. FIT:tOEB.ALD, a motion to reconsider the ·vote 

by which the conference report was ·agreed to was laid on the 
table. 

Ai'PROPRIA'TIONS. 

·Mr. FITZGERA.TID. Mr. Speaker·, I , ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman :from 1\Iassa-chusetts -[Mr. GILLETT] and·my
seif may have leave to extend our remarks in the RECORD by 
printing a ~tatement relative to the _appropriations made by 
the Congress at th1s session. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York .asks unani
mous consent that he .and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
[Mr.· GILLETT], the ranking Republican member of the Committee 
on Appropriations, have leave to extend their remarks in 'the 
RECORD in the manner indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
CALENDAR FOB UNANIMOUS CONSENT. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the first bill on the 
Calendar· for Unanimous Consent. 

.ADVISORY COMMITTEE FOB ·AERONAUTICS. 
The first business on the Calenda,r for Unanimous Consent 

was H. J. Res. 413, to authorize the appointment of an ad-
-visory committee for ·aeronautics. · 

The Clerk read the title of the resolution. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I believe that resolution is in

cluded in the naval appropriation bill, which was passed this 
afternoon. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLER] 
will know whether the advisory committee provision · rem.ained 
in the conference report? 

'Mr. BUTLER. It did. 
'l'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next bill. 

PUBLIC BUILDING AT BLYTHEVILLE, ARK. 
The next . business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

was the bill (H. R. 11291) for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building at Blytheville, Ark. 

The Clerk read. the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

c;lo not know who is in charge of this bill, but there are a num
ber of these bills on the calenclar and I would like to. ask some-· 
body a question about them. The department has reported 

upon all .of these bills, each providing for the purchase of a 
site . 

.Mr. GOODWIN of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. CARAWAY, is unavoidably absent 'from the Chamber, and 
I ask unanimous consent that this bill be passed over tem
porarily. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. Goon
WIN] asks unanimous consent that the bill be passed over 
temporarily until his colleague [Mr . . CARAWAY] returns. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT ELKINS, W. VA. 

The next business on the Calendar · for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. ·n. 20340) to increase the appropriation for a 
public building at Elkins, W . .Va. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. ,T.his bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. FOSTER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

lt be: considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 
'The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

'Be tt ettactea, et-c.1 That ·the limit of 'cost heretofore authorized for 
the erection d! a ' butlding for the use and •accommodation of the post 
Oftj.ce and oth.er offices of ' the Government at Elld.ns, W. Va., be increased 
trom $85,000 to $135,000. 

,With the following committee amendments : 
Line 6, strike out the _figures "_$_85,000 " and insert in lieu thereof 

the 'figures .. ~95,000." 
Line 6, strike out the :figures ""$135,000 .,, and insert in lieu thereof 

·the figures "$145,000." 
Mr. MANN. Mr. :Speaker, , the :bill J>rovideU for an increase 

in the cost ·()f tlre ·building from $85,:000 · to $135,000. The com
mittee has -recommended · amendments -ehangi!lg the amount to 
$95,000 and $145,000. It would · be the same increase; but tha 
committee amendments '·are wrong. ·~he original authorization 
for a site and a ' tmiiding wa·s .. $95.,000, '$10;000 ·:for the site and 
$85,000 •tor the bulld1ng. ·If it is ·provosed ·to increase the 
authorization for the ·site and · the ·building, that would be 
from $95,000 to $145,000 ; but this bill merely provides for an 
increase · in the cost of the building. The original cost of the 
building was fixed at $85,000, and hence the committee amend
ments ought to be disagreed to, for -fear the ·bill would not 
amount to anything. 

The SPEAKER. .The question is on l'!greeing to the com
mittee amendments. 

The committee amendments were rejected. 
'The SPEAKER. The ·question is on the engrossment and 

third reading of the bill. 
The blll was oPdered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

was read the third time, and passed. 
REORGANIZATION OF RURAL MAIL SEBVIOE. 

!Ir. THOMA-s. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present -consideration of House resolution 738, which I send 
to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the :Honse resolution. 
Mr. MANN (interrupting the reading). .Mr. Speaker, a 

parliamentary inquiry. 
The SP:Ii}A.KIDR. The--gentleman will state it. 
Mr. MANN. How does this come before the House? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman ,from Kentucky asks unani

mous consent for its present consideration. 
1\fr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I object. · J 
Mr. THOMAS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 

rules and pass the resolution. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will not recognize the gentleman 

for that at the present time. The Clerk will report the next 
bill on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent. 

MESSAGE FROM .THE SENATE. 1 > 

A message from the Senate, by ·Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had P.assed without amendment the 
following resolution: 

House concurrent resolution 56. . 
Resolved by tha Hottse ot Representatives (th e Senate concurring), 

That there shall be printed as a House document 1,500 copies of the 
Journal of the Forty-ninth National Encampment of the Grand -Army of 
the Republic :(or the year 1915, not to exceed $1,700 in cost, with illus
trations, 1,000 copies of which shall be for the use of the House and 
500 for the !Use of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes ot the two Houses ·on the amendments of the Senate to the 
blll (H;. R. 20415) making appropriations for the Department of 
Agric1llture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1!)16. 
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GRANT OF COAL LANDS TO GRAND JUNCTION, COLO. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 1633, a bill granting certain coal lands to the 
city of Grand Junction, Colo. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

1\Ir .. MANN. I object. 
HOMESTEAD E ~TRIES FOR MINORS. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill S. 2419, an act permitting minors of the age of 
18 years or o-rer to make homestead entry or other entry of the 
public lands of the United States. 
· The SPEAKER. This bill is on the Union Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. Unanimous consent has not been obtained for its 
consideration as yet. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MOORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

REFUND OF MONEY TO MEMBEBS. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules, discharge the Committee on Accounts from 
further consideration of House joint resolution 437, and agree 
to the same. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
suspend the rules and discharge the Committee on Accounts 
from further consideration of House joint resolution 437. The 
Clerk will report it. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 437) authorizing and directing the Sergeant 

at Arms to refund to Members of the House of Representatives 
amounts of money deducted from their salaries. 
Resolved, etc., That the Speaker be, and be is hereby, directed to cer

tify for payment the respective amounts heretofore deducted from the 
annual salaries of Members of the House in obedience to House resolu
tion 601, agreed to August 25. 1914. And the Sergeant at Arms is 
directed to pay said Members the amounts so respectively certified. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. MANN. · I demand a second, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. . Mr. Speaker, I ask unani

mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi asks unani

mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. HuMPHREYS] is entitled to 20 
minutes and the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] to · 20 
minutes. 

1\lr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I do not care 
to make any remarks. I ask for a vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] 
has 20 minutes. · 

Mr. :MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to take the time of 
the House. 

The SPE.A.KER. The question is on suspending the rules 
and passing the resolution. 

The question was taken, and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the rules were suspended, and the joint resolution was 
passed. 

The SPEAKER. The Cle'tk will report the next bill on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill H. R. 15288, "A bill to provide for a commission 
to codify ·and suggest amendments to the general mining laws." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

hlr. MOORE. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

The Clerk will call the next bill. 
OPENING OF THE DALLES-CELILO CANAL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous .Consent 
was House joint resolution No. 426, providing that the Con
gress of the United States shall participate in the.celebration of 
the opening of The Dalles-Celilo Canal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the resolution? 

l\Ir. STAFFORD. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speake.L, 
I should like· to have the resolution read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

J"oint resolution (H. ;r. Res. 426) providing that the Congress of the 
l nited States shall participate in' the celebration of the opening of 
Tt.e Dalles-Celilo Canal. · · 

Whereas 'l'he Dalles-Celilo Canal, on the Columbia River, has been 
under construction by the General Government for a number of 
l§i~s; ~~~ and is to be opened for traffic on the 5th day of May, 

Whereas · the opening of said canal win mark ·the completion of a 
great governmental ·work in · aid of navigation, directly a.fl'ectin~ the 
indl}stry and commerce of a vast section comprising the terrttory 
dramed by the Columbia River and its tributaries which event is 
to be marked by a celebration participated in by the people of the 
several States of the Northwest : Therefore be it 
Resolved, etc., That the Congress of the United States participate in 

such celebration and that a committee of 12 of its Members be 
appointed to attend and represent the Congress of the United States 
at said celebration, 3 to be appointed by the Vice President on behalf 
of the Senate and 9 by the Speaker of the House of Representatives 
on behalf of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 1\fr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I notice the report is very illuminating in this case, consisting 
of two lines. I should like to inquire whether, if the invitation 
is extended and a committee is appointed, any expense will 
be occasioned as the result. of the visit of the committee? 

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, in reply to the question I will 
say it is not the intention to ask for any appropriation. The 
expense will be met by the States or by the Members attending. 
It is likely that the Members living in the States interested will 
attend the opening of the canal. This canal will open to navi· 
gation some 600 miles of the Columbia River. It is about s· 
miles long, and on it there has been ;3pent some $5,000,000. Con· 
gress will not be asked for any appropriation. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I withdraw the. objection on the assurance 
of the gentleman that there will be no obligation on the National 
Treasury. . · 

The SPEAKER. This resolution is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the resolution ·be 

considered in the House as in the Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. FOSTER. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. FOSTER. How is it that this is on the Union Calendar 

when there is no ex:pense provided for? · 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not know. 
Mr. MANN. I think I can answer the inquiry of the gen

tleman, and it is a proper inquiry. This resolution, if passed, 
would authorize an appropriation, and hence it was placed on 
the Union Calendar. But the statement is made that no appro
priation will be asked for, and if it is not asked for pretty soon, 
I do not see how it could get through, and I do not see how it 
could get thl,'Ough if it were asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks this is properly on the 
Union Calendar. 

The question is on agreeing to the jorn't resolution. 
. The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time, was read the third time, and passed. 

REORGANIZATION OF RURAL MAIL SERVICE. 

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker; I ask tmanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House resolution 738. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the resolution, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
House resolution 738. 

Resolt:ed, That we are opposed to any reorganization of the Rural 
Mail Service by the Post Office Department or otherwise that will 
render that service less effective or will tend in any way to reduce the 
number of rural mail routes ; and 

Resolved further, That we are in favor of improving and extending 
such service so as to furnish as nearly as possible all the rural popula
tion of the United States with adequate Rural Mail Service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? · 
Mr. -MANN. .Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 

would like to inquire of the gentleman from Kentucky the real 
purpose sought in the resolution which he has submitted? 

Mr. THOMAS. As explanatory somewhat of that purpose I 
ask that the following Washington dispatch, printed on the 12tli 
of February in the Louisville Courier-Journal, be read. This 
will explain it better than I can. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. THOMAS. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Maryland rise? . 
:Mr. LEWIS of Maryland. For information. The gentlema.ri 

from Kentucky has asked unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of his resolution. -

·The SPEAKER. And he has secured that. 
Mr. THOl\IAS. You are 20 minutes behind. [Lnughter.r 
The SPEAKER The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

RURAL DELIVERY SYSTEM TO BE REORGANIZED-Ai\IENOMENTS '1'0 P OST.\L 
LAWS ARE ANNOUNCED-M.A Y KENTUCKY ROUTES TO BE DISCON
TINUED-REGULATIONS . NOW IN ll'ORCE. 

W .ASHINGTON, FebJ'1W1'V 12, 1915. 
A sweeping reorganization of the Rural ·Delivery Service throughout' 

the United States for purposes of economy will be completed within tlle 
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next slx months in accordance with amendments to the existing postal 
laws and regulations issued to-day by Postmaster General Burleson. 
The effect of the new regulations will be the discontinuance of many 
routes in sparsely settled communities in Kentucky and elsewhere; the 
reduction in frequency of service of many routes, and the rearrange-
ment of routes where duplication ma:y exist. . 

Data upon which changes in existmg routes are to be based will be 
secured by postmasters. During one month of each quart~r every piece 
of mail carried by rural carriers shall be counted and weighed, and an 
accurate account shall be made of the number of patrons served. 
.Routes on which the quantity of mail collected . and delivered has 
averaged for six consecutive months less than 756 pieces per month per 
mile are to be discontinued unless they can be reananged so as to come 
undet· the new rules. ' 

This r egulation of all the new rules will make the greatest changes in 
Kentucky, for there are many. routes s~rving spar:sely-settled c~m
munities which can not show this many pieces of maiL Routes whtch 
have service not more frequent than three times a week will have the· 
greatest difficulty in getting daily service .. The requi~ement ~or in
crease of thrice-weekly service is that 150 pteces of mail per mile per 
month shall be delivered to families numbering four to the mile. The 
biggest stumblingblock to the establishment of new routes is the rule 
that patrons living within a mile of a post office, star route, or rural
delivery route shall not be counted as prospective patrons of a. p_ro
:posed new route. This carries with it the inference that persons 1Ivmg 
within a mile of a post office need no better service. If farther than a 
mile from a post office they are expected to get their mail from a box 
on a rural-delivery route within a mHe of their homes. · 

The regulations are in effect now, but their full force will not be 
felt under six months. 

Mr. THOMAS. Answering the question of the gentleman from 
Minnesota I will state that the object of this -resolution is to 
put this- House on record as being opposed to any reorganiza
tion of the Rural Mail Service that will render it less effective 
than it is at tire present time. [Applause.] The dispatch read 
by the Clerk appeared in the Louisville Courier-Journal upon 
the 12th day of February, and was sent to the Courier-Jo~ll'nal 
by its correspondent from this place, Mr. Krock, who IS in 
every wav reliable. 

When this dispatch was published I immediately began to 
receive letters of . protest from all over my district. Now, if 
the service is reorganized as that dispatch says the depnrt
·ment proposes to organize it, there must be a · deli very of 
750 pieces of mail along every mile of each route every month. 
People in the country do not get that much mail. There are 
but few people in the most densely populated communities who 
receive that much mail. Along the triweekly mail routes 
there must be · 156 pieces delivered along every mile where 
there are four families, and country people do not receive 
that much mail. The effect of that order as recited in the 
Courier-Journal, if carried out, would be pradically to wipe 
out the Rural Mail Service in many parts of the country. 

Now, bearing upon this question, I will read to . you an 
editorial from the Mayfield (Ky.) Daily :Messenger of Feb
ruary 22 last. This proposed or some other order has been 
·carried into effect in that county with disastrous_ results to the 
rural service. · -

IS THERE NO REMEDY? 

We have hardly said enough about the radical changes in the rural
mail routes in this county. 

There are at least 3,000 homes in this county, whose inmates are 
indignant at what has recently been done in disarranging all of the 
rural-mail routes in Graves County. 

These routes were so well arranged when they were first established 
that the people were well pleased and everything was running smooth 
and satisfactory to both the carriers and the people until the inspector, 
or whoever recommended the new order of things, got the department 
to comply with his recommendations. 

Besides, the postmaster and the carriers here kept pleading with the 
fiscal court until good roads were made on all the routes, and about 
the time the roads were put in good condition and before anyone had 
a chance to enter a protest with the department or our Senator or our 
Congressman the change was made and the mail of thousands of our 
people had to be put · on new routes, and hundreds were left off of any 
route. Is there no remedy for this outrage? Can not our Senator and 
Congressman have power and influence with the Postmaster General to 
have him rescind these orders? To our mind it is only a Republican 
trick to weaken the-party at the election in Kentu_cky this year, as well 
as in the presidential election n ext year. 

[Laughter.] 
If the Democrats at Washington can not stop this abuse of power 

to the detriment of the Democratic ?arty and the people out in . the 
country, they should ca ll in their inspectors and let the routes remain 
as they wer e. '..rhere was no demand or necessity for these changes 
and the entire system in all the county is in worse condition than ever, 
and no money is saved to the Post Office Department. 

As I said, the object of this resolution is simply to put this 
House upon record against any reorganization of the Rural Mail 
Service that will render it less effective than it is at the present 
time. It should be extended and improved, because about all 
the direct benefit received from the Government by the country 
people, who are the real bulwark and ·fortification of this 
Nation [applause], and the corner stone upon which is builded: 
our national prosperity, is the rural mail and a few garden 
seeds, and they are not furnisher! one-half enough· seeds, so far 
as that is concerned. · 

LII-344 

I have said about all I wish to say upon this subject, and I 
ask that this resolution be passed without a dissenting vote. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL LAND DISTRICT, IMPERIAL COUNTY, CAL. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 17388) creating an additional land district 
in the State of California, embracing lands contained in the 
county of Imperial, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. • 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I object. . 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from illinois objects. The 

Clerk will report the next bill. 
Mr. KETTNER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. ·For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
Mr. KETI'NER. To move to suspend the rules. 
The SPEAKER. Not now. 

PIKE NATIONAL FOREST. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 18?47) to reserve certain lands, and to 
incorporate the same and make them part of the Pike National 
Forest. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPE..~KER. · This bill is on the Union Calendar. 
Mr. KEATING. I ask unanimous consent that it be con

sidered in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 

consider it in the House as in Committee of the Whole. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The bill was read as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That all lands in the State of Colorado hereinafter 

described, to wit: 
In township 4 south, range 72 west, sixth principal meridis.n : Sec

tion 6, section 7, section 19, section 30; 
In township 4 south, range 73 west, sixth principal meridian : Sec

tion 1, section 2, south half section 3, section 7, section 8, section 9, 
section 10, section 11, section 12, section 13, section 14, section 15, 
section 16, section 17, section 18, section 19, section 20, section 21, 
section 22, section 23, section 24, section 28, section 29, north half 
and southwest quarter section 32, north half section 33; 

In township 4 south, range 74 west, sixth principal meridian: East 
half section 24, east half section 25 ; total, 18,489.39 acres, more or 
less, be, and the same are hereby, r eserved, subject to all prior valid 
adverse rights, and made a part of and included in the Pike National 
Forest. 

With the following committee amendments : 
Page 1, lines 6 and 7, strike out the words " section nineteen,' section 

thirty." 
Page 2, line 4, before the first word " sectiQ!l " insert the following: 

"the northwest quarter of the northeast quarter, west half of the 
northwest quarter, and west half of the southwest quarter of." 

Page 2, lines 11 and 12, strike out the words " eighteen thousand 
four hundred and eighty-nine and thirty-nine" . and insert in lieu 
thereof the words " sixteen thouiland nine hundred and thirty-eight 
and forty-nine." 

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. KEATING, a motion to reconsider the last 

vote was laid on the ta. ble. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT BLYTHEVILLE, ARK. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill 'which was 
temporarily laid aside a while ago. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill (H. R. 11291) for the pur
chase of a site and the erection of a public building at Blythe
ville, Ark. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\fr. MANN. · Reserving the right to object, there are a number 

of these bills on the calendar, recently reported from the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, each providing for the 
purchase of a site for a Federal building. The Treasury De
partment have reported on these bills substantially as they da 
upon this bill. I read frQm the report : 

In this connection you are advised that the Office of the Supervising 
Architect will be engaged upon the prepara tion of plans for buildings 
already authorized until about January 1, 1920. The public-buildings 
act approved March 4, 1913, authorized the acquisition of 132 sites with
out authorizing buildings to be constructed upon them. The same act 
passed over a number of sites previously authotized, so that at present 
there exist authorizations for about 150 sites for which no building~? 
have been authorized. Should buildings be authorized on these sites 
shortly before the commencement of the year 1920, they would occupy 
the attention· of the Office of the Supervising Architect until about Janu-
ary 1, 1922. -
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That is, · the sites· that are already purchased would occupy 
the attention of the Office of the Supervising Architect until 
about January 1, 1922. 

Those are buildings on sites already authorized. 
In view of all the conditions stated above, the department b,l unable 

lo report favorably upon the authorization for any new buildings on 
sites previously authorized until the present voiume of public-building 
constrrrction has been sensibly reduced. and is unable to recommend 
that any new sites be authorized.. either with or without buildings, until 
after buildings have been authori7:ed upon the sites already provided for. 

I want to know if the gentlemen who had these bills reported 
as a consolation prize seriously intend to ask the Government 
now, in the present state of the Treasury, to appropriate the 
money for the purchase of new sites upon which buildings can 
not be commenced until after seven years from now? 

Mr. CARAWAY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MANN. I am asking the gentleman the question. 
Mr. OARA WAY. I shall be glad to answer it. T.he town of 

Blytheville, where this site is to be purchased, 12 years ago 
had possibly 150 people, without a railroad. To-day it has four 
railroads, it has 7,000 people, and certainly the price at which 
the site can be procured now will be very much less than it 
.will be in a short time in the future. The sites that are avail
able are rapidly being built upon, and· necessarily will be much 
more valuable in a few years hence than now. I think it is a 
genuine economy. 

Mr. MANN. I understand the gentleman's position is that 
because building sites are now comparatively cheap at Blythe
ville the Government should go into the speculative business 
and buy one on the assumption. that it will be worth a great 
deal more seven years from now than the present cost plus in
terest. If that is the case, and the gentleman can make me be
lieve it, I would like to buy some myself. 

Mr. OARA 'VAY. I shall not attempt to convince the gentle
man that he ought to make an investment there. but if he 
will accept my statement, and I live near the town and have 
known it ever since it had one store, that property I C(}uld have 
bought myself less than 10 years ago for $100, I can not buy 
t()-day for $10,000. · 

Mr. MANN. That often happens, and probably is: the case. 
I remember that my father bought some property near Chicago 
in 1871. In 1874 he gave it to me and I have paid taxes on it 
ever since and it is not worth half as much to-day as when 
he gave it to me, and it was not worth half as much ·when he 
gave it to me as when he bought it. [Laughter.] 

l\Ir. OARAWAY. The gentleman's father used poor judg
ment, and I am not responsible for his father's mistakes. 

Mr. MANN. And Chicago is growing a great deal faster than 
Blytheville. 

l\Ir. OARAWAY. I hope the gentleman will not ob-ject. 
Mr. MANN. I will be frank with the gentleman.. Once in 

awhile we give a consolation prize to some gentleman who has 
served in the House and is going out, but the gentleman from 
Arkansas is coming back, fortunately for us, and we are all 
glad. We will welcome him in th-e next House, and perhaps he 
c.an get the Committee on PubUc Buildings and Grounds to 
put it in the next bill. The gentleman ought to be satisfied 
in getting a report which commits the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GORDON. That is a consolation prize. 
Mr. OARAWAY. Somehow or other I do not feel as grateful 

to the gentleman as perhaps I ought to. 
Mr. 1\fAl"rn. I object. 
The iiext business on the Unanimous Consent Oalendar was 

the bill (H. R. 18310) to acquire a site for a public building at 
Hartford, Conn. 
· The SPEAKER. Is there obj_eetion? 

Mr. MANN. I reserve the right to object. 
Mr. LONERGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask that this bill be passed 

without prejudice. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks that 

the bill be passed without prejudice. Is there objection 1 
There was no objection. 

.ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY, 
The next business on the Oalendar for Unanimous Oonsent 

was the bill (H. R. 19423) to create an additional judge in the 
district of New Jersey. 

The S:PEAKER. I$ there objection? 
Mr. OULLOP. I object. 

COMMISSION TO INVESTIGATE IND.IAN AFFAIRS. 
The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 

l\'as HotJse joint resolution 427, providing·for f;be continuance o:f 
the · Joint Commission to Investigate Indian Affairs. 

The- SPEAKER. Is: there objection? 
l\~r. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

the purport of this resolution is contained in the Indian appro-

priation bill', now in conference, as one of the Senate amend~ 
ments. I do not question but that it will be incorporated in that 
bill, and therefore I object. 

ELECTRIC-LIGHT SUPPLY IN TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Oonsent 
was the bill (H. R. 5851) to authorize and provide for the 
manufacture, maintenance, distribution, and supply of electric 
light and power within the Lihue district and the Koloa district, 
county of Kauai, Territory of Hawaii. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FOSTER. I object. 

FINAL PROOF UNDER DESERT-LAND LAWS. 

The next busi'ness on the Oalendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H. R. 19097) granting a further extension of time 
to entrymen in which to make final proof under the desert-land 
laws. 

The Olerk read the title of the bill. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I understand this has been 

taken care of in the general deficiency appropriation bill. 
Mr. LIEB. l\Ir. Speaker, I object. 

FISH-CULTURAL STATIONS ON COLUMBIA RIVER. 
The next business on the Oalendar for Unanimous Oonsent 

was the bill (S. 4854) to authorize the establishment of fish
cultural stations on the Oolumbia River or its tributaries in 
the State of Oregon or Washington, or· both. 

The Olerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MA~TN. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. BRYAN. l\Ir. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 

pass the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Ohair will l1ot recognize the gentleman 

at this time for that purpose. 
CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILR04.D CO. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Oonsent 
was the bill ( S. 5042) legalizing certain conveyances heretofore 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the 
State of Nevada. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPElAKER. Is there objection? . 
Mr. SAB:ATH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

would like to ask the gentleman in charge of the bill--
1\fr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker~ I reserve the right to object. 

I would like to ask that this bill be passed over without preju
dice, because of the absence of my colleague, Mr. LENROOT, 
who is in a conference committee. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I have seen the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] and have conferred with him, and I 
have the amendment that he desires to put on the bill in his 
own handwriting. 

l\fr. l\IOOREJ. l\Ir. Speaker, is this a request for unanimous 
consent? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 
l\!r. l\IOOREJ. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. RAKER. l\Ir. Speaker--
Mr. COOPER. I d~mand the regular order. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Will not the gentleman kindly reserve his 

objection for a moment? 
Mr. MOORE. I prefer not to at this time. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent-
The SPE.A..KER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report 
on the bill H. R. 20415, the Agricultural appropriation bill, and 
ask unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu of the 
report. · · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina calls 
up a conference report on the Agricultural appropriation bill 
and asks unanimous consent that the statement be read in lieu 
of the report. Is there objection? 

Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points of 
order against the statement. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Ohair hears none, and the Olerk will read the statement of the 
conferees. 

Mr. HENRY. l\Ir. Speaker, I object. I call for the reading 
of the report. 

The ~PEJAKER. The gentleman's objection is too late. 
Mr. HENRY.· Mr. Speaker, I rose--
The SPEAKER. That is true; but the gentleman did not 

ma:ke that objection while he was on his feet, and the Ohair 
put the question fairly and has. already ordered the Clerk to 
read the statement. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Olerk read the statement of the conferees. 
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• The conference report and statement are as follows : 

CONFERENCE REPORT (NO. 1504). 

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
20415) making appropriations for the Department of Agricul
ture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916, having met, after 
full and free conference, have agreed to recommend and do 
recommend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered 2, 11, 
12, 14, 15, 17, 18, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 29, 34, 35, 37, 39, 40, 41, 43, 
44, 45, 63, 66, 67, 68, 76, 77, 78, 87, and 88. 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the. amend
ments of the Senate numbered 1, 4, 5, 6, 8, 9, 10, 21, 22, .28, 30, 
42, 46, 47, 48, 49, 51, 56, 57 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 70, 71, 73, 74, 75, 
79, 80, 81, 83, 85, and 86 ; and agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 3 : That the House recede from its dis
ngreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 3, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert " $352,040 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 7 : That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the · Senate numbered -7, and 
ngree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert "$623,120 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 13 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 13, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu 

. of the sum proposed insert "$1,666.050"; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 16 : That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 16, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the Senate amendment insert "$438,800, of which sum 
$50,000 may be used for live stock demonstration work, in 
cooperation with the States Relations Service, in areas freed of 
ticks, and of this amount no part shall be used in the purchase 
of animals ·for breeding purposes"; and the Senate agree to th~ 
same. 

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert " $1,856,706 " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 20: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 20, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " $2,585,336" ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

Amendment numbered 31: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 31, and · 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu of 
the amount proposed insert " $60,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 32 : That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 32, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert " $1,462,460 "; and the Senate agree to the 
same. 

Amendment numbered 33: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 33, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the 
sum proposed insert "$2,139,150"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. · 

Amendment numbered 36: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 36, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 11 of 
the amendment, between the word " and " and the word "value," 
insert the word " market" ; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 38: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 38, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In line 
7 of the amendment in lieu of the word "ten " insert the word 
"five"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 50: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment .of the Senate numbered 50, 
and agree to the same with an amendmen_t as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " $5,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 52: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 52, 
ana agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert "$280,000 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 53: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 53, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu ot 
the sum proposed insert "$125,000"; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 54: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 54, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu· of the 
sum proposed insert "$411,820"; and the Senate agree to the 
same. · 

Amendment numbered 55: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 55, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows : In lieu ot 
the sum proposed insert " $446,290 " ; and the Serrate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 64: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 64, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert " $510,505 " ; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 65: That the House recede from its dis
a·greement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 65, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert "$586,465 "; and the Senate agree to 
the same. 

Amendment numbered 69: That the House recede from its dis
agreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 69, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu of 
the sum proposed insert" $19,936,382 " ·; and the Senate agree to 
the same . 

Amendment numbered 72: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 72, and 
agree to the same with an amendment as follows: Strike out 
"$125,000" and in lieu thereof_ insert "$100,000 "; and the 
Senate agree to the same. 
. Amendment number:ed 82: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the. Senate numbered 82, and 
agree to the same with an amendment _as follows : After the 
word "Columbia" insert the following: ", but this shall not 
prevent the c~::mtinued use for official service of motor trucks in 
the District of Columbia"; and the Senate agree to the same. 

Amendment numbered 84: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 84, 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In 
lieu of the matter inserted by said aemndment insert the fol
lowing: 

" In case of an emergency arising out of the existence of foot
and-mouth disease, rinderpest, contagious pleuropneumonia, or 
other contagious or infectious disease of animals, which in the 
opinion of the Secretary of Agriculture threatens the live-stock 
industry of the country, he may expend in the city of Wash
ington or elsewhere, out of any money in the Treasury not 
otherwise ·appropriated, the sum of $2,500,000, which sum is 
hereby appropriated, or so much thereof as he determines to be 
necessary in the arrest and eradication of any such disease, in
cluding the payment of claims growing out of past and future 
purchases and destruction, in cooperation with the States, of 
animals affected by or exposed to, or of materials contaminated 
by or exposed to, any such disease, wherever fotmd and irre
spective of ownership, under like or substantially similar cir
cumstances, when such owner has complied with all quarantine 
regulations; and said sum shall be immediately available for 
the purposes specified : Provided, That the Secretary of Agricul
ture is authorized to pay not more than one-half of the expenses 
incurred by the owners of a certain herd of show cattle now in 
quarantine at Hawthorne Park, near Chicago, Ill., such ex
penses being incident to and on account of the quarantine of 
such cattle by the Government, but the total expense shall not 
exceed one-half the beef or dairy value of such cattle." 

And the Senate agree to the same. 
Amendment numbered 89: That the Senate recede from its 

disagreement to the amendment of the House to the amend
ment of the Senate numbered 89, and agree to the same 
with an amendment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed 
insert: 

"That there is hereby constituted a joint committee of the 
Senate and House of Representatives to consist of the chairman 
of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, the 
chairman of the House Committee on Agriculture, and the 
chairmen of the Committees on Banking and Currency of the 
two Houses, and two other members of each of said committees, 
to be designated by the chairmen of the respective committees, 
and it shall be the duty of said joint committee to prepare, after 
such investigations as may be deemed necessary, and report to 
the Congress on or before January 1, 1Dl6, a bill or bills pro-
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viding for the establishment of a system of rur:al credits adapted 
to .American needs and conditions. The sum of $10,000 fs 
hereby appropriated, the same to be immediately available, 
out of any fund:s in the Treasury not otherwise· appropriated, to 
defray all necessary expenses of said joint committee, payment 
of said expenses to be made upon vouchers approved by the 
chairman of said joint committee, who shall be selected by the 
committee." 

.And the House agree to the same . 

.Amendment numbered 90: That the House recede from its 
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered ~· 
and agree to the same with an amendment as follows: In lieu 
of the sum proposed insert " $22,971,582 " ; and the Senate agree 
to the same. 

.A. F. LEVER, 
GoRDoN LEE, 

G. N. HAUGEN, 
Managers on the part of the House. 

HoKE SMITH,, 
F. E. W A.ImEN, 

Man-agers on the part of tlb.e Senate. -

STATEMENT. 

The managers on the part of the House at the conference an 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 20415) making appropriations for 
the Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending .Tune 
30, 1916, submit the following written statement in explanation 
of the effect of the action agreed upon by the conference com
mittee and submitted in the accompanying conference report 
as to each of the amendments of the Senate, namely : 

Amendment No. 1 : This amendment strikes out two watch
men at $840 each and adds two watchmen at $720. The Rouse 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 2: This amendment strikes out one carriage 
driver at $.600. The Senate recedes and the item is restored. 

Amendment No. 3: This amendment represents an amended 
total. 

Amendments 4, 5, and 6 : These amendments represent changes 
in language. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 7 ~ This amendment represents a corrected total. 
Amendment No. 8: This amendment shortens the title of an 

officiaLof the Weather Bureau and reduces the salary to $2,500. 
The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 9 : This amendment represents an amended 
totnl. 

Amendment No. 10: This .amendment takes away the au
thority of th-e Weather Bureau to purchase horses and vehicles. 
The House recedes . 

.Amendment No. 11: This amendment increases the appro
priation for expenses outside of the city of Washington and 
contains a proviso for the purchase or construction -o-f a tele
graph line in the State of Washington. The Senate recedes. 

.Amendments Nos. 12 and 13 : These amendments represent 
corrected totals. The Senate recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 14 and 15: These amendments strike out. 
one messenger and custodian at $1,200 and add one messenger 
and custodian at $1,000- The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 16: This amendment increases the appropda
tion for the eradication of southern catfle tick from $398,800 
to $448,800 and strikes out the authority to use $50,000 of this 
sum for live-stock demonstration work. The House recedes 
and agrees with an amendment makin.g the amount $438,800 
and restoring the language stricken out. 

Amendment No. 17: This amendment· increased by $12,640 
the appropriation for investigations in diseases of animals. 
The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 18: This amendment increases by $140,000 
the appropriation for hog cholera and dourine work. The Sen
ate recedes . 

.Amendments Nos. 19 and 20: These amendments represent cor
rected totals. 

Amendments Nos. 21 and 22: These amendments sb·ike out 
one clerk of class 1 and add one clerk or artist at $1,200. The 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 23: This amendment increases the appropria
tion for the control of diseases of orchard and other fruits by 
$2,110. The Senate recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 24 and 25: These amendments to the item 
for forest pathology carry additional language and an increase 
of $10,775. The Senate recedes. . 

Amendment No. 2G: This amendment carries an increase of 
$2,500 in the item for crop technology. The Senate recedes. 

.Amendment No. 27: This amendment adds the words "and 
the testing and breeding of flax" to the item :for the in\estiga
tions of cereals. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No: 28: This amendment carries nn increase of 
$2,500 to the item for the investigation of cereals. The House 
recedes. 

.Amendment No. 29 : The bill a.s passed by the House provides 
tnat $5,000 of the amount appropriated for testing and breeding 
fibrous plants may be used in testing and breeding flax. The 
proviso is stricken out in tll.e bill a.s passed by the Senate. The 
Senate recedes, and the proviso is restored. 

.Amendment No. 30: Thi amendment reduces the appropda
tion for foreign seed and plant introduction by $5'.000. The 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 31: This amendment pt·ovides that $100,000 
of the amount appropriated for new and rare seeds may be u ed 
for the purchase and distribution of drought-resistant field seed 
in the dry-land sections of the United States. The House re
cedes from fts disagreement and agrees with an amendment 
making the amount $60,000. 

Amendments Nos. 32 and 33: These amendments t·epresent 
corrected totals . 

.Amendment No. 34: This amendment provides for the ex
penditure of $3,000 in the erection of a headquarters building 
at the ·Grand Canyon National Monument. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 35 : This amendment carries an appropriation 
of $3,000,000 for the acquisition of land under the Weeks law. 
The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No_ 36: This amendment authorizes the Secre
tary of Agriculture to permit the Navy Department to take 
earth, stone, and timber from the national forests for the use 
of the Navy, and to permit the taking of earth, stone~ and timber 
from the national forests for the construction of Government 
railways in Alaska.. The House recedes from its disagreement 
and agrees ·with an amendment slightly modifYing the language. 

Amendment No. 37 : This amendment represents a corrected 
total. 
_ Amendment No. 38 : This amendment authorizes the Secretary 
of Agriculture to permit the use of the national forests for the 
consti·uction of summer homes, limiting the term of years to 30 
years and the extent of anr. one tract of land to be so u ed to 10 
acres. The House recedes and agrees with an amendment mak
ing the limit of area 5 acres instead of 10 acres. 

Amendments Nos. 39 and 40: These amendments add one food 
and drug inspector, at $2,250, and strikes out two food and drug 
inspectors at $1)400. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 41: This amendment represents a c-orrected 
total. · · 

Amendment No. 42: This amendment carries an incr.ea.se of 
$8,000 in the item fo1· the application of chemistry to agricul
ture. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 43: This amendment increases by $!)~00 the 
appropriation for investigating preparation for ma1·ket, etc., of 
poultry and eggs. The Senate recedes . 

Amendments Nos. 44 and 45: These amendments repre ent 
corrected totals. 

Amendment No. 46 : This amendment add one charwoman, n.t 
$480, in the Bureau of Entomology. The Hou e recedes. 

Amendment No. 47: This amendment represents a corrected 
total. 

Amendment No. 48: This amendment represents a corrected 
total 

.Amendment No. 49: This amendment carries the insertion of 
a comma for the sake of clarity of language. The House 
recedes. 

Amendment No. 50: Thfs amendment carries an appropria
tion of $10~000 for the game preserve on Sullys Hill National 
Park. The House agrees, with amendment making the amount 
$5,000. 

Amendment No. 51: This amendment adds the word . " coy
otes" to the item for experiments and demonstrations in de
stroying animals injurious to agriculture. The House recedes 

Amendment No. 52: This amendment increases the appropria
tion for investigating the food habits of North .American birds 
and animals to $300,000. The House agrees, with an amend
ment making the amount $280,000. 

Amendment No. 53: This amendment specifies that $175,000 
of the appropriation for investigating the food habits of North 
American birds and mammals shall be used on the national 
forests and the public domain in destroying wolves, etc. The 
House agrees, with an amendme~t making the amount in the 
proviso $1.'15,000. 

Amendments Nos. 54 and 55: These amendments represent 
corrrected totals. 
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Amendments Nos. 56 and 57: These amendments add to the 
Division of Publications one cbief folder, at $1,200, and stri.kes 
out two laborers, at $600 each. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 58 : This amendment reduces the appropria
tion for the general expenses of the library by $1,200. The 
House recedes. 

Amendment No. 59: This amendment represents a corrected 
total. 

Amendment No. 60: This amendment provides that $5,000 of 
the amolmt appropriated for miscellaneous expenses shall be 
immediately available. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 61: This amendment provides that the 
1\IaJ tby Building and neighboring Government buildings may be 
used by the Department of .Agriculture. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 62 : This amendment provides for the print
ing and distribution of the annual report on the work and ex
penditures of the agricultural experiment stations and on the 
cooperative agricultural extension work and expenditures under 
the act of May 8, 1914. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 63: This amendment carries an appropriation 
of $100,000 for boring artesian wells. The Senate recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 64 and 65: These amendments represent 
corrected totals. 

Amendment No. 6G: This amendnient carries an appropriation 
of $87,500 for dairying and live-stock experiments in the semi
arid and irrigated districts of the United States. The Senate 
recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 67, 68, and 69: These amendments repre
sent corrected totals. 

Amendment No. 70: This amendment provides for the coop
eration of the Secretary of Agriculture and the Postmaster 
General with any State which provides for terminal inspection 
of plants and plant products. Th~ House recedes. 

Amendment No. 71: This amendment carries an appropriation 
to provide for the exchange of land between the Federal Gov
ernment and the State of Washington. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 72: This amendment increases the appropri
ation for potato quarantine from $50,000 to $125,000. The 
House agrees with an amendment making the amount $100,000. 

Amendment No. 73: This amendment carries an appropriation 
of $20,000 for the International Dry-Farming Congress at Den
Ter, Colo. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 74: This amendment authorizes the Presidept 
to extend invitations to other nations to participate in the Dry
Farming Congress to be held at Denver, Colo. The House re
cedes. 

Amendment No. 75: This amendment carries an appropriation 
of $60,000 for experiment and demonstrations in live-stock pro
duction· in the cane-sugar and cotton districts of the United 
States. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 76: This amendment carries an appropria
tion of $GO,OOO for experiments and demonstrations in live-stock 
production in the New England States. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 77 : This amendment strikes out the appro
priation of $5,000 for naval stores investigations. The Senate 
recedes. 

Amendments Nos. 78, 79, 80, 81, and 82: These amendments 
hat"e to do with the authi)rization of the Department of Agri
culture to use a portion of the funds appropriated in this bill 
for the purchase, maintenance, operation, and repair of motor
propelled and horse-drawn passenger-carrying vehicles and 

·motor boats necessary in the conduct of the work of the de
partment. 

Amendment No. 78: Reduces the amount that may be so used 
from $55,000 to $40,000. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 79: Strikes out the words "now available 
or." The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 80: Inserts the word "field" before the word 
" work " to define the work in which these vehicles may be 
used. The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 81: Adds the words "outside of the Dish·ict 
of Columbia." The House recedes. 

Amendment No. 82: Adds the words "outside the District of 
Columbia." The House agrees, with an amendment which will 
allow the continued use of motor trucks in the District of 
Columbia. · 

Amendments Nos. 83 and 84: These amendments have to do 
with the appropriation for the eradication of the foot-and-mouth 
disease. Amendment 83 strikes out the language used in the 
House bill. The House recedes. Amendment 84 carries the 
sum of $2,500,000, the sum carried in the House bill, for the 
eradication of the foot-and-mouth disease. The House agrees 
with an amendment slightly changing the language and provid
ing for the payment of not more than one-half of the expenses 

incurred by the owners of cattle exhibited at the National Dairyj 
Show in Chicago in October, 1914, on account of the fact that 
their cattle were quarantined by order of the Federal Govern
ment. 

Amendment No. 85: This amendment makes available for 
further use the unexpended balance remaining to the credit of · 
the appropriation authorized in the appropriation act for 1914 
for the expenses of the Rural Credit Commission; and it fur
ther provides that this balance shall be paid out on the audit 
and order of the chairman of the commission. The House 
recedes. · 

Amendment No. 86: This amendment carries an appropriation· 
of $200 to purchase certain lands in Oklahoma from the Indians J 

for a dry-farming or subhumid station. The House recedes. 
Amendment No. 87: This amendment carries an appropriation . 

of $500,000 for constructing lakes and reservoirs on the plains· 
between the ninety-eighth meridian and the foothills of the 
Rocky Mountains. The Senate recedes. 

Amendment No. 88 : This amendment carries an appropriation 
of 25,000 for the demonstration of the practical farm uses of 
denatured alcohol. The Senate recedes. · 

Amendment No. 89: The Senate amendment No. 89 provides 
for the creation of a bureau· of farm credits in the Treasury, 
Department and describes in detail the operations of said pro
posed bureau. Before theJ present bill was sent to conference 
the House adopted an amendment to the Senate amendment 
No. 89 in the nature of a substitute to said amendment. The 
Senate then disagreed to the House amendment and the whole 
matter went to conference. In the conference the Senate re
ceded from its disagreement to the amendment of the House 
to the amendment of the Senate and agreed with an amend
ment which inserted, in lieu of the House amendment, certain 
language providing for the establishment of a rural-credits 
committee, whose duty it shall be to report a bill on rural 
credits by January 1, 1916. 

Amendment No. 90: This amendment represents a corrected 
total. 

A. F. LEVER, 
GORDON LEE, 
G. N. liA.UGEN, 

Managers on the part ot the House. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Sl)eaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
1\Ir. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I move the adoption of the con-

ference report .. 
1_'he SPEAKER. The gentleman does not have to do that. 
:Mr. HENRY. 1\Ir. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Texas rise? 
1\Ir. HENRY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I had reserved all points of order 

against the report. 
The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman any point of order to 

make? 
Mr. HENRY. I have. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed to make it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 1\fr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

that it is too late to make any point of order. The statement 
of the conferees has been read. 

1\Ir. HEl\TRY. But I reserved all points of order on the 
report. 

l\Ir. FITZGERALD. When? 
Mr. HENRY. Before the Clerk read it. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas undertook to 

make the point of order against the reading of the statement. 
Mr. HENRY. I think the notes of the reporter will show 

that I reserved all points of order against the report. 
Mr. MANN. I think nobody will question the gentleman's 

statement of what his intention was. 
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman has any point of order to 

make, he will please make it. 
Mr. HENRY. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

the conferees exceeded their authority in presenting this propo
sition for a joint committee, superseding that which was agreed 
to by the House and sent back by the Senate; and that they 
have inserted entirely new matter, new legislation that is not 
germane. The Senate added an amendment to the agricul
tural bill creating a rural credits bureau, and in great detail 
provided for its operation. That amendment came over to the 
House, and the House sent the agricultural appropriation bill 
to the Committee on Agriculture. The Committee on Agricul
ture reported a substitute for the McCumber amendment, which 
I will call it for convenience, Senate amendment numbered 89, 
and then the House amended the substitute reported by the 
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Committee on Agriculture and substituted for it another amend
ment, known as the Bulkley bill, a substitute of 55 pages and 32 
sections, establishing a rural credit system and setting out with 
grent detail the plan for this system. The conference commit
tee has brushed aside this rural credit system as set up in the 
Senate amendment and as set out in its substitute, and has 
brought in an entirely new matter, providing for a joint com
mittee. The conferees have not proposed any legislation at all 
in respect to matters of legislation that were pending in con
troversy between the two Houses. 

I wish to read here the report : 
That the Senate recede from its disagreement to the amendment of 

the House to the amendment of the Senate No. 89, and agree to the 
same with an amendment as follows: 

Jn lieu of the matter proposed, insert: 
-That there is constituted a joint committee of the Senate and House 

of Representatives, to consist of the <;hairman of the Senate Co~mittee 
on Argiculture and Forestry, the chrurman of the House Commtttee on 
'Agriculture, and the chairman of the Committees on Bankin~ and 
Currency of the two Houses, and two other members of each or said 
committees, to be designated by the chairmen of the respective com
mittees; and it shall be the duty of said joint committee to prepare, 

, after such investigation as may be deemed neces~ary, a re~ort to the 
Congress on or before January 1, 1916, -a bill or btlls providing for the 
establishment of a system of rural credits adapted to American needs 
and conditions. The sum of $10,000 is hereby appropriated, the same 
to be immediately available, out of any funds in the Treasury. not 
otherwise appropriated, to defray all necessary expenses of said JOint 
committee, the payment of said expenses, to be made upon vouchers ap
proved by the chairman of said joint committee, who shall be selected 
by the committee. 

Now, 1\lr. Speaker, there is a proposition in which no legisla
tion is contained, superseding the amendments of the Senate 
and the House, and entirely foreign to any differences that ex
isted between the two bodies, undertaking to seWe in that way 
this important question that is now pending. 

Now, permit me to read from Jefferson's Manual, which has 
often been quoted here and which lays down well-established 
rules which have never been departed from: 

The managers of a conference must confine themselves to the dif
ferences committed to them, and may not include subjects not within 
the disagreements, even though germane to a question in issue. But 
they may perfect amendments committed to them 1f they do not in so 
doing go beyond the differences. Thus, where an amendment providing 
an appropriation to construct a road had been disagreed to, it was held 
in order to report a provision to provide for a survey for the road. 

And the present occupant of the chair held this in pursuance 
of that rule: 

Rut where the amendment in issue strikes out all of the bill after the 
enacting clause and substitutes a new text the managers have the 
whole subject before them and may exercise a broad discretion as to 
details. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would like to ask the gentleman 
a question right there. 

Mr. HENRY. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is not this whole rural-credit business that 

was injected in the Senate into a bill it had no business in to 
be treated as a separate subject or bill in the consideration of 
the rights of the conferees? 

Mr. HENRY. It was so treated until the House put a sub
stitute--

The SPEAKER. I know; but when the. House put the 
Bulkley substitute in, the Ohair will ask the gentleman, was 
not that practically striking out everything after the enacting 
clause, as far as rural credits was concerned? 

Mr. HENRY. But, Mr. Speaker, as I was going on to show, 
you might write a new bill, and here is no bill. Here is a 
proposition for investigation. 

The SPEAKER. I know, but the gentleman does not state 
the rule correctly. 

Mr. HENRY. I will read it. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair knows what it is very well. 

When everything after the enacting clause of the bill is struck 
put it throws the whole subject into the l:).ands of the conferees. 

Mr. HENRY. Now, Mr. Speaker, I did not hear all of the 
ruling on the shipping bill on yesterday. What was the ruling 
on that? 

The SPEAKER. That was not an analogous case. They had 
not struck out the enacting c)ause on anything approximating 
that point. 

Mr. HENRY. Just one moment, Mr. Speaker. I make the 
point that here are differences between the two Houses. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is just asking the gentleman a 
question. He was not deciding it. 

Mr. HENRY. I understand. I am quoting the Speaker's de
cision here, and h.ad not quite finished that, and if the Chair 
.will permit me to proceed--

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will proceed. 
Mr. HENRY. It says, further: 
And may even report an entirely new bill on the subject. 
Now, this is not a new bill. This is a provision for an in

vestigation~ It is an entire dismissal of all legislation on this 

subject for the purpose · of postponing legislation. And the con
ferees have exceeded their authority and have not touched the 
question and the differences that were submitted to them for 
settlement. .And I make the point that they have exceeded 
their authority. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, the parliamentary situa
tion in reference to this bill is this: The Senate added an amend
ment to the Agricultural bill known as the McCumber amend
ment, providing for a system of rural credits. The House 
struck that entire amendment out of the bill and added a sub
stitute in place of it, known as the Bulkley bill. Every word 
of the Senate amendment was struck out and the entire new 
provision was put in its place, so that every word of the Senate 
amendment was in conference. The conferees had jurisdiction 
over the entire matter. 

Now, the gentleman in his reading from the 1\Ianual a mo
ment ago read one of the old cases on this subject, where 
there was a bill before the House providing for a road. The 
conferees struck out the provision in reference to the road 
and substituted a commission to determine whether the road 
should be built in its place. But we have a more recent de
cision than that. Only a day or two ago the District bill came 
before the House providing for an entire change of the law in 1' 

reference to the system of taxation in the District of Columbia. 
When it came before the House an amendment was offered 
striking out all of the provisions of law that were changed in 
the District bill and substituting a committee of Congress to 
investigate the matter and report back. The same situation took 
place some years ago in reference to the Parcel Post System. 
I will not take up the time of the Chair in arguing this ques
tion, as it seems to me that the decision of the Chair not more 
than three days ago on the District bill, when this identical 
situation was presented, covers this case, and the Chair at that 
time held that the substitution of a committee for the legisla
tive provisions in the bill was not exceeding the authority of the 
conferees. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the House passed the bill ; the 
Senate added an amendment to it consisting of one subject 
matter. The House struck out all of that amendment and in
serted in lieu of it other matter, so that all of the matter of 
the Senate amendment and of the House amendment to the 
amendment was in disagreement and in conference. Now, the 
only question is whether the substitute now reported by the con
ferees is a germane amendment. 

If the appointment of a commission is germane either to the 
Senate amendment or to the House amendment to the Senate 
amendment, then it was in order for the conferees to bring in 
their proposition as to a commission. In matters of this sort 
we have to be guided largely by precedent. The other day I 
cited to the Speaker the ruling made in 1906 on the immigra
tion bill, when there was pending before the House a section 
providing for a literacy test of immigrants, and the House, 
on motion made, inserted a provision appointing a commission 
in lieu of providing the literacy test. When that amendment 
was offered the point of order was made that it was not a 
germane amendment, a point identically on all fours with this 
proposition. The question before the House was whether they 
would provide a certain test, the literacy test, before people 
could immigrate to our country. A commission was proposed 
to investigate the matter. If it was germane, then it was in 
order. The Chairman at that time ruled that the commission 
amendment was a germane amendment, and held it in order, 
and it was agreed to. 

The same question arose to which the gentleman from 
Alabama [1\Ir. UNDERWOOD] has already alluded, on the District 
bill the other day. The Chair will find that ruling on page 
4458 of the RECORD of February 27, only the other day, where 
the Speaker himself held that there being a disagreement be
tween the House and the Senate, the House having proposed 
that the money appropriated for the District expenses should 
be paid, first, out of the District revenues and the balance out 
of the National Treasury, and the Senate having proposed 
that one-half should be paid out of the District treasury and 
one-half out of the Federal Treasury, the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] offered an amendment that a com
mission be appointed to investigate the matter. The matter 
was quite fully argued the other day, and the Chair made a 
clear-cut ruling, referring both to the proposition of the House 
and the proposition of the Senate, and held that the amend
ment providing for the appointment of a commission was in 
order. 

Those precedents do not leave the rna tter open any longer as 
a disputed proposition in this House, because they determine 
that an amendment proposing the appointment of a commission 
to investigate the matter, which is before the House in the form 
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of an original proposition, is a germane amendment. Tb.at leads On tile 1st day of .Marcli thls Irouse D.aa it in Its power to 
along the line of sanity and seeks to get information before enact a general system of rural-credits legislation. The agri
we legislate, instead of doing, as some gentlemen would always cultural bill eame over from the Senate with an amendment at
do, legislate first and find out afterwards. tached as a rider providing for a rural-credits system with one 

The SPEAKER. The point of order raised by the gentleman amendment added by that body. The McCumber bill was su:ffi
from Texas [Mr. HENBY] has been repeatedly passed on. In c1ent to meet the needs ot the American farmer. 
the first place it seems to the C4~ir that the only sensible or The mistake the Honse of Representatives made, tn my opin
correct way in which to regard the matter now in controversy ion, was in not agreeing to the McCumber amendment, just as 
is to consider this rural credit amendment otl'ered by Senator it had been written so that there would be no di.1:ferences he
McCu:MBER as a separate subject, distind from the bill proper. tween the Senate and the House, and thus no opportunity given 
'Vhat happenro about that was this: The Senate inserted the for the Senate to recede. 
McCumber amendment, treating the whole subject of rural · Gentlemen, for some reason the death of rural-credits legis
credits, and it was sent over to tlie Honse in tliat form. The lation has been decreed. Ftrom what source comes this de
House struck out the wnole of the McCumber amendment cree? Does it come from the Senate of the United States? 
That is, it agreed to a substitute for the entire McCumber Does it come from the House of Representatives'! Is it from. 
amendment. It did not leave a single line or word of' the the constituted committees of these two bodies? Whence comes 
1\fcCumber amendment. That put it exactly in the same sftua-. the decree that there shall be no rural-credits legislation at this 
tion as if everything after the enacting clause of a bill was session. of Congress, notwithstanding the fact that this body, 
struck out And it has been held so often and so far back added It to the agricultural appropriation bill? Such rural
and by so many Speakers that where everything after the credits bill as added by the House had been worked out after 
enacting clause is struck out the conferees have ca.rte. blanche nine months of labor by a subcommittee of the Senate and the 
to prepare a bill on tbat subject that it seems to the Chair that House Committees on Banking and Currency in pursuance of a 
question is no longer open to controversy. The Chair will refer report of a commission sent to Europe tO" study the question. 
to just one or two of the rulings. .Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman yield? 

The ruling on the point made on the shipping bfii has nothing Ur. HENRY. Yes. 
to do with this bilJ, because the situatio.ns are not the same. 1\fr. LEVER. · Was that proposition ever reported by the 
The more the Chair thinks about the ruling he made on the Banking and Currency Committee of the House? 
shipping bill the better satisfied he is with it~ The point raised 1\fr. HENRY. No. 
there was the matter of time, which had never been passed upon. Mr. LEVER. Or the committee in the other body? 
before so far as the Chair knows; but it involved the principle 1\.fr. HENRY. It was not reported, because certain gentlemen 
of the higher and lower rates in a bill, or the large1: and smaller of some committees have been unfavorable to rural credits legis
amounts in a bill. In the shipping-bill contest it happened to Iation. This House wrote it in the Agricultural bill by a rna- · 
be the question of time that was in controversy. jority of more than 3' to 1 on Uarch 1 of this very year. The 

The case cited by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] distinguished and able gentleman from Ohio- [1\fr. BULKLEY},. 
as to the immigration bill, which was passed on some three or who has· studied this question as much as any man in Congress~ 
four Congresses ago, is precisely on aU fours with this. Now, was chairman of the subcommittee that prepared the measure 
in addition to that, several Speakers have taken a turn at it. and worked nine months on it. And he said on the floor of the 
In paragraph 6424 of Hinds' Precedents, volume 5, the sylla- House that if you were to give him nine months longer he CUd 
bus, to use the legal phrase, is this: not see how he could improve on it. · 

Where the disagreement is as to an amendment in the nature of a lits principles· are good. The subcommittees of the Senate and 
substitute for the entire text of a b-ill the managers have the whole H~nse agreed to it, and yet the· committees failed to report it.' 
subject .before them a:nd may e:x:erds.e a ln:oad discretion as to details. Whenever rural credits legislation is written it will be along 

The only change I would make in that language is te say the line of this measure, which cO"ntains Government aid and 
that they have carte blanche on the subject. will stand as a monument to the strong young man from' Ohia 

A point of order against a conference report should be made or who goes out of tbis Congress. [Applause.] _ . 
re e1-veu after the :report is read ana. before the reading of the state- A d 1).. b that D t• ' 
ment. On February 18, 1907, Mr. William s. Bennet~ of New York, n w.uen we remem er a emocra IC caucus 1n 191.3, 
submitted the report of the managers of the conference on the bill while we were considering the Federal reserve act, the President . 
(S. 4403] ent}tled "An act to amend an. act entitled '4tr a~ to regulate gave out a statement, which w::rs printed in the newspapers 
i~~3~~m gration of aliens into the Umted States,' approired Ma:l'ch 3, and said that the next great task would be the enactment of a 

Before the report was read Mr. Jo:ru; L. BuRNET'll, of Alabama, p1ro- separate and distinct system of rural credits legislation for the · 
posed to reserve a point ot oroel'. benefit of the American farmer. 

The repart having been read, a point of order was made by Let me read a line 01~ twa in order to recall what be said. 
1\Ir. BURNETT, who insisted that the managers: had exceeded I am not e-riticizing him now, because I believe his heart is on 
their authority in inserting the following provisions: the side of the people. Here was his authorized statement: 

P1·ovided further, That whenever the Pres!d~nt shalt be satisfied Special machiner-y and a distinct system of banking must be provided 
that passports· issued by any foreign government to its citizens to go to ta1: t.t rural et•edits aTe to be s-u.ccesstuny and ad.eqttateZy s11pplied, and 
any country other than the Vnited S.tates or to any insular posses- tlus is our ne:z:t great task. and duty. 
sion of the United States or to the Canal Zone are being used for the On th 13th .:~-~· -~" A t 1913 h 
purpose of enabling the holders to come to the continental territory e U<JJY o_~. ugus , , t e President issued that 
of the United States to the detriment of labor conditions therein, the authorized: statement. which appeared in the newspapers, and 
President may refuse to permit such citizens of the country issuing sub equently in his annual message in December he came here 
such passports to enter the continental territory of the United States and reiterated the same position. 
from such other country or from such insular poss~ssions or from the 
Canal Zone. On Monday we placed the Bulkley bill in this agricultural 

And the Speaker ruled that that provision was in order. bill, and the Committee on Agriculture comes back to us and 
Section 6425, the syllabus: reports a substitute for a mere colil.IIlission, still postponing this 
A Senate amendment having provided an appropriation to construct question_ 

a road, and conferees having reported in lieu thereof a provision for a Ah, gentlemen, that was not the way to deal with it. The 
survey, it was held that the provision was within. the diJferences. mistake we made was· in not voting for the motion to recommit, 

The question involved here is:- not what anyone thinks about thus sending the McCumber amendment to the conferees, where 
rural credits or what anyone would like to have on .the sub- it could not be e-vaded or destroyed. 
ject. The only thing for the Speaker to pass on at tbis juncture Mr~ Speaker, the time has come when the American Congress 
is whether or not the conferees exceeded their authority in should cease trifling with the farming population. There am 
doing this thing. Not only by the decision of the present many men who are afraid to raise their voices in this House : 
Speaker on two different occasions, but by half a dozen of his and the Senate in beh..'llf of the farmers for fear they will be 
predecessors it brings this provision which the conferees denounced as demagogues. I am one who says that the farmer · 
brought in here within the rule, and the point of order of the has been trifled with about this question, and we ought not to 
gentleman from Texas is overruled. undel'take to trifle longer with it. We should face the issue 

1\Ir. HENRYr Mr. Speaker, I desire to be heard on the con- and settle it. Now is the accepted time. [Applause.] . 
ference report It makes little difference to me when charges of demagogism · 

1\Ir. LEVER. How much time does the gentleman want? JU'e whispe-red around the corridors of this House. When the 
Mr. HENRY. Ten minutes. banking and commercial people wanted a new banking sys-
1\Ir. LEVER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas 10 min- tern-the Federal reserve act-you bundled up -the credit of the 

utes. Governm~t. neatly tied a blue ribbon around it, ~d placed _it 
Mr. HENRY. 1\lr. Speak.e.r, it ~1;1 not my purpose ~o be ~p- tn pawn for the benefit. of· the bankers and commercialists. You 

tious about this conference report, but before agreeing to it sat them-down at a feast of Federal ~eserve notes, prepared for 
there are several propositions that should be discussed: them by the Government in return for their assets and com-



. 

5470' CONGRESSION .AL RECORD-HOUSE. liARcn· 3, 

mercia! paper. You- gav-e them -Government · aid. Let us give 
the farmer the same aid. At the risk of again being called a 
qernagogue, r assert that he is the equal of the merchant, the 
banker, the professional man, or any other citizen. He is enti
tled to the same privileges at the Government Mint as they are, 
and the credit of this Government-his Government, too
should be placed behind his banking system upon the same 
principle by which you have mortgaged it to the banking fra
ternity in the commercial world. 
, I predict to-night that the day will come when we will put 

the strong arm of this Government under and around and about 
a banking system for the benefit of the farmer, and treat them 
Just as we have the bankers and the commerciallsts. [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. GARDNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. HENRY. Yes. 

. Mr. GARDNER. . To whose arm does the gentleman think this 
cold hand of death, which has been laid on this bill, is attached? 
,Who did this 1 

Mr. HENRY. I do not know who did it, but I know that the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has never befriended the farm
ers in any of hi::: votes. 

Mr. GARDNER. They are not in my district-why should 
I? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HENRY. I have never known the gentleman from Massa
chusetts to represent anything but the sp~ial interests since 
1ie has been here-

Mr. GARDNER. Grand 1 
Mr. HENRY. And that is the reason the farmer has not 

received any legislation in his behalf. Mr. Speaker, this mat
ter should not be postponed. Let those who have brought in the 
r:eport take the responsibility. Go home to your constituents 
and satisfy them if you can. Continue in this course, smother 
legislation in conference, and see whether or not the Democratic 
Party can keep the confidence of the American people when 
you do these things. All three of the parties promised in their 
platforms rural credits legislation, and all have faile.d to redeem 
that promise. 

I intend to keep the faith of the Baltimore platform. 
My contract with my constituency and the American people 

shall be redeemed here to-night by my vote. We can send 
this bill to conference again, instruct our conferees, and demand 
legislation before the gavel falls. It will not imperil this bilL 
There is yet abundant time for reconsideration and action 
before we begin our journey home to meet our constituencies 
and render our account of steward§!hip. Let us trifle no longer, 
but redeem our solemn platform pledges. 

1\Ir. LEVER. Mr. , Speak~r, a great many requests have been 
made of me for time, but I regret to say that unless we can 
get this bill to the enrolling clerks they can not engross it in 
time, an.d I have, therefore, had to deny these gentlemen the 
time. I ·just want to use two minutes myself. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

1\Ir. LEVER. I can not yield to the gentleman. I am very 
sorry. I have denied everyone else on this side and on the gen
tleman's side, members of the committee as well. I will yiel.d 
for a question, if the gentleman desires to ask me a question. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have some 
explanation of the agreement reached by the conferees as to 
Senate amendment No. 84. 
. Mr. LEVER. What amendment is that? 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. I think I have the number correct. It 
relates to the appropriation for the foot-and-mouth disease. I 
understand the conferees report a settlement with the National 
Dairy Association by which hundreds of thousands of dollars 
are to be paid them in settlement of a claim they make, a claim 
that certainly has not been investigated. 

Mr. LEVER. The conferees agreed to a proposition which 
permits the Secretary of Agriculture to pay one-half of the ex
pense of the quarantine of a certain herd of dairy cattle which 
the Go\ernment quarantined about the 1st of November near 
Chicago, with which the gentleman is familiar. 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Yes; and that is why I want to know 
about it. 
. .Mr. LEVER. And the conferees did that at the urgent in
sistence of the Senate conferees. 

Mr . .McLAUGHLIN. Does this authorize the Secretary of 
Agriculture to make the settlement or permit him to make 
further investigate and to pay if he finds the Government is 
liable? 

.Mr. LEVER. It only authorizes the Secretary to do what be 
thinks is best after investigation of the subject. This does not 
require him at all to do it. It authorizes him to do it. 

Mr. GARNER. Does it appropriate money f9r the purpose -of 
paying the same? 

Mr. LEVER. It does not ' appropriate any additional money. 
Two million five hundred thousand dollars are appropriated for 
the foot-an~-mouth disease, and the agreement makes no addi-
tional appropriation. . , . 

Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, the g~ntleman will re
member that testimony was taken before the committee and the 
issue was squarely drawn between the Department of Agricul
ture and the officers of the National Dairy Association as to the 
liability and as to the facts upon which the claim of liability rests. 
One statement was that the department had promised or under
taken to make payment or to be responsible for the expense. 
The statement made by the department is that the officers of 
the association in so many words asked the department to do so 
and the association would pay the expenses. _ 

Mr. LEVER. I am entirely familiar with all of the testi
mony before the committee, and the conferees of the House 
acted as best they could under the circumstances, and that is 
all there is to it. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the motion to agree to the conference report. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield for a 
question about some other item? 

Mr. LEVER. I am very sorry, but can not yield. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 

against the provision. 
The SPEAKER. What point of order does the gentleman 

make? 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. That the conferees have exceeded their 

authority. 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

that comes too late. · 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. But all points of order were reserved. 
The SPEAKER. It is too late to make the point of order now. 
Mr. McLAUGHLIN. How could the question be raised until 

we got to it? . 
The SPEAKER. The question is ~n ordering the previous 

question. 
The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

NoRTON) there were-ayes 193, noes 27. 
So the previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con-

ference report. · 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, on that I demand the yeas and 

nays. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois demands the 

y~as and nays. Those. in favor of ordering the yeas and nays 
will rise and stand until counted. [After counting.] Sixty-four 
Members have risen, a sufficient number. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side. 
The SPEAKER. Those opposed to taking the vote by . the 

yeas and nays will rise and stand until they are counted. 
[After counting.] One hundred and seventy-five. On this vote 
the ayes are 64 and the noes 175. Sixty-four is a sufficient 
number, and the yeas and nays are ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 220, nays 103, 
answered " present " 2, not voting 98, as follows : 

Adair 
Adamson 
Ainey 
Alexander 
Allen 
Anderson 
Ashbrook 
Baker 
Baltz 
Barchfeld 
Bartlett 
Beakes 
Beall, Tex. 
Bell, Ga. 
Blackmon 
Booher 
Borland 
Britten 
Brockson 
Brodbeck 
Brown, N.Y. 
Brown, W. Va • 
Browning 
Brumbaugh 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burke, Wis. 
Butler 
Calder 
Candler, Miss. 
Cantor 
Carlfn 
Carr · 
Casey 

[Roll No. 100.] 

YElAS-220. 
Clancy 
Cline 
Coady 
Collier 
Connolly, Iowa 
Conry 
Cooper 
Copley 
Cox 
Cullop 
Danforth 
Davenport 
Davis 
Decker 
Deitrick 
Dent 
Dershem 
Dickinson 
Dies 
Dixon 
Donohoe 
Doremus 
DrJ.scoll 
Drukker 
Eagan 
Edmonds 
Estopinal 
Fairchild 
Farr 
Fess 
Fields 
Fitzgerald 
Flood, Va. 

Floyd, Ark. 
Fordney 
Gallagher 
Gallivan 
Gard 
Gardner 
Garrett, Tenn. 
Gerry 
Gill 
Gillett 
Gilmore 
Gittins 
Glass 
Gordon 
Gorman 
Goulden 
Graham, Pa. 
Gray 
Greene, Mass. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Griffin 
Gudger 
Guernsey 
Hamil ton, Mich. 
Hamilton, N.Y. 
Hamlin 
Hardy 
Harrts 
Harrison 
Haugen 
Hawley 
Hay 

Hayden 
Hayes 
H eflin 
Helgesen 
Helm 
Holland 
Howell 
Hughes, W. Va. 
Humphrey, Wash. 
Humphreys, Miss. 
I goe 
Jones 
Kahn 
Keister 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kennedy, Conn. 
Kennedy, R. I. 
Kent 
Key, Ohio 
Kiess, Pa. 
Kitchin 
Knowland, J. R. 
Konop 
Korbly 
Kreider 
Lee, Ga. 

t:~h~:· 
Lever 
Lewis, Md. 
Lieb 
Lloyd 
Lobeck 
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Loft 
Logue 
Lonet·gan 
1.1c.Andrews 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin 
Maguire, Nebr. 
Mahan 

.Maher 
Mann 
Mapes 
Miller 
Mitchell 
Montague 
Moot·e 
Morin 
Morrison 
Moss, Ind. 
Mott 
NePJy, W.Va. 
Nelson 
Nolan, J. I. 

Abercrombie 
Aiken 
Anthony 
As well 
Austin 
Barkley 
Barton 
Bathrick 
Bell, Cal. · 
Borchers 
Browne, Wis. 
Bryan 
Buchanan, III. 
Buchanan, Tex. 
Bulkley 
Burnett 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Callaway 
Campbell 
Caraway 
Carter 
Connelly, Kans. 
Crisp 
Curry 
Difenderfer 
Dillon 

Oglesby 
O'Hait· 
Page, N.C. 
Palmer 
Parker, N. J. 
Parker, N. Y. 
Patten, N. Y. 
Peters 
Phelan 
Platt 
Porter 
Post 
Price 
Rainey 
Rauch 
Reilly, Conn. 
Reilly, Wis. 
Riordan 
Rogers 
Rothermel 
Rouse 
Rubey 

Rucker 
Russell 
Sa bath 
Scully 
Seldomridge 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Slemp 
Smith, Minn. 
Smith, Sam!. W. 
Sparkman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Cal. 
Stephenst~ebr. 
Stevens, oo.inn. 
Stevens, N.H. 
Stone 
Stringer 
Sutherland 
Switzer 
Talcott, N.Y. 

NAYS-103. _ 
Doughton Langley 
Eagle Lazaro 
Edwards Lenroot 
Esch Lewis, Pa. 
Falconer Lindbergh 
Ferrls Linthicum 
FitzHenry McKellar 
Foster MacDonald 
Fowler Ma.nahan 
Fra.ncis Morgan, Okla. 
Frear ~furdock 
French Murray 
Garner Neeley, Kans , 

' Garrett, Tex. Norton 
Goodwin, Ark. Oldfield 
Graham, Ill. Park 
Gregg Pou 
Henry Quin 
Hughes, Ga. Ragsdale 
Hulings Raker 
.Tacoway Rayburn 
Johnson, Ky. Rupley 
Johnson, Wash. Saunders 
Keating Sherwood 
Kelly, Pa. Sims 
Kinkaid Sinnott 

ANSWERED " PRESENT "-2. 
Plumley Talbott, Md. 

NOT VOTING-98. 
Avis Elder Kennedy, Iowa 
Bailey Evans Kettner 
Barnhart Faison Kindel 
Bartholdt Fergusson Kirkpatrick 
Bowdle Finley Lafferty 
Broussard George La Follette 
Brudrner Godwin, N. C. Langham 
Burgess Goeke L'Engle 
Burke, Pa. Goldfogle Levy 
Byrnes, S. C. Good Lindquist 
Cantrill Green, Iowa McClellan 
Carew Hamill McGillicuddy 
Cary Hart McGuire, Okla. 
Chandler, N.Y. Helvering Madden 
Church HE-nsley Martin 
Clark, Fla. Hill Metz 
Claypool Hinds Mondell 
Cramton Hinebaugh Moon 
Crosser Hobson Morgan, La. 
Dale Houston Moss, W. Va. 
Donovan Howard Mulkey 
Dooling Hoxworth O'Brien 
Doolittle Hull O'Shaunessy 
Dunn Johnson, S.C. Padgett 
Dupre Johnson, Utah Paige,l\fass. 

So the conference report was agreed to. 

.Temple 
Ten Eycll: 
Thacher 

· Thomson, Ill. 
Towner 
Townsend 
Treadway 
Underhill 
Underwood 
Vare 
Vollmer 
Volstead 
Wallin 
Walsh 
Watson 
Whitacre 
White 
Williams 
Wilson, 11"la. 
Winslow 
Witherspoon 

• Young, Tex. 

Sisson 
Sloan 
Small 
Smith, Idaho 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Tex. 
Stafford 
Stedman 
Stephens, Miss. 
Stout 
Sumners 
Taggart 
'Tavenner 
Taylor, Ark. 
Taylor, Colo. 
Thomas 
Thompson, Okla. 
Tribble 
Vaughan 
Vinson 
Watkins 
Webb 
Wingo 
Woods 
Young, N. Dak. 

Patto.n, Pa. 
Peterson 
Powers 
Prouty 
Reed 
Roberts, Mass. 
Roberts, Nev. 
Scott 
Sells 
Shreve 
Smith, J. M. C. 
Smith, N.Y. 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Taylor, Ala. 
Taylor, N.Y. 
Tuttle 
Walker 
Walters 
Weaver 
Whirley 
Wilson, N.Y. 
Woodruff 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 
Until further notice: 
.Ur. BYRNES of South Carolina with Mr. HINDS. 
1\Ir. MooN with Mr. MADDEN. 
Mr . .A.r.KEN with Mr. GREEN of Iowa. 
l\Ir. BAILEY with Mr. AVIS. 
Mr. BURGESS with Mr. CRAMTON. 

1\Ir; PADGETT. I was reading the claims bill just at . that 
particular time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself 
within the rule. 

Mr. EV .A.NS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall and listen· 

ing? 
-Mr. EV .A.NS. I doubt if I was listening. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman does not bring himself 

within the rule. The rule is that a Member must be in the Hall 
and listening when his name is called .. 

Mr. EV .A.NS. I think I was in the HalJ, but I do not think 
I was listening. 

The SPEAKER. But it takes it all if the rule is strictly 
construed. 

The result of the vote was announced, as above recorded. 
On motion of 1\fr. LEVER a motion to reconsider the vote by 

which the conference report was agreed to was laid on the table. 

OMNffiUS WAR CLAIMS BILL. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
House bill 8846, commonly known as the " omnibus war claims 
bill," be taken from the Speaker's table, all the Senate amend
ments disagreed to, and the conference asked for be agreed to. 

Mr. RAGSDALE. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask unani
mous consent to extend my remarks on the agricultural bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD on the 
Agricultural appropriation bill. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill 
H. R. 8846, called up by the gentleman from ""l'exas [1\fr. GREGG]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
H. R. 8846. An act making appropriations for payment o! certain 

claims in accordance with findings of the Court of Claims, reported 
under the provisions of the acts of March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, 
and commonly known as the Bowman and Tucker Acts, and under the 
provisions of section No. 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, 
commonly known as the Judicial Code. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent to take the bill from the Speaker's table, disagree 
to all the Senate amendments, and agree to the conference asked · 
by the Senate. 

Mr. MANN. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 
shall object to the request as made by the. gentleman from 
Texas [l\fr. GREGG]; but perhaps some agreement may be 
reached. The Senate has added 708 amendments. Amendments 
Nos. 296 to 706, inclusive, are for .what are called "travel pay" 
in the Army. Some years ago the Senate passed a resolution 
or a bill or referred a resolution or a bill to the Court of 
Claims, covering a large number of claims of men who were in 
the Civil War, in the main for travel pay. The matter had 
been decided against them in the Treasury Department, and 
the Court of Claims has rendered decisions in these · cases, and 
in each case has made the finding that the claim is neither a 
legal nor an equitable one, and that the Government is under 
no obligation to pay it, because it received no benefit by reason 
of whatever was done, and that, if paid, would be a pure 
gratuity. 

The matter has never been before the House in any bill. 
No committee has ever reported a bill to pay any of these 
claims, so far as I now recall. How many more of them there 
may be I do not know. Possibly the attorneys who have charge 
of them know. There are in this bill over 400 of those claims. 
There are very likely 10,000 or 15,000 or 20,000 still outstand
ing. To pass a bill now including those claims is to pass 
something which would be very tidy for the claim agents who 
have charge of them. 

Now, there is no use of sending this bill to conference. I am 
not willing it should go to conference. If we can reach an 
agreement by which we agree to all of the Senate amendments Mr. CLARK of Florida with l\Ir. LA FOLLETTE, 

Mr. DUPRE with Mr. MoNDELL. 
Mr. FINLEY with Mr. PAIGE of Massachusetts. 
Mr. HELVERING with 1\fr. POWERS. 
1\Ir. HULL with Mr. PROU'.(Y. 

- that relate to the war claims bill proper, and disagree to these 
travel claims amendments and stop there and send it back- to 
the Senate, having concurred in all the other amendments and 
agreed to these amendments, it will be perfectly satisfactory 
to me. But as to agreeing to a conference, what is the use? 

with Mr. ROBERTS of Massa- It will not do any good to send this bill to conference. 1\Ir. JoHNSON of Soutl;l Carolina 
chusetts. 

l\Ir. WHALEY with Mr. ScoTT. 
1\fr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I would like to vote. 
The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman in the Hall listening? 
Mr. PADGETT. I was sitting in the Hall just behind you, 

Mr. Speaker, and I was listening just before they called my 
name. I was reading the claims bill. 

The SPEAKER. The rule is that gentleman must be in the 
Hall and listening. 

Mr. GREGG. What is the gentleman's propositiO'D? I did 
not boor it right well. 

Mr. MANN. To concur in all the Senate amendments ex
cept amendments 296 to 706, inclusive. I have a copy of the 
bill here. 

Mr. GREGG. That is all right. I amend my request, then, 
to cover that. 

:Mr. MANN. With ·the understanding that we do not have 
a conferer!.ce. Just send it back to the Senate. 
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Mr. GREGG. I amend my request accordingly. 
Mr. HAY . . You move to concur with an amendment. 
Mr. GREGG. I move to concur with an amendment. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman's request ia to take 

this bill from the Speaker's table, concur in all of the Senate 
amendments except amendments 296 to 706, inclusive, and that 
the House disagree to those amendments 296 to 706, inclusi-re, 
and stop there. 

Mr. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, I modify my request in accord
ance with that. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman f-rom Texas asks unanimous 
consent to take this bill from the Speaker's table, concur in all 
the Senate amendments to 296, and disagree to all of the Senate 
amendments from 296 to 706, both inclusive. 

Mr. MANN. And concur in all the other amendments. 
Mr. GREGG. The Ohair has put that. 
Mr. MANN. I beg the Ohair's pardon. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Ohair hears none. The Clerk will call the next bill on the 
Unanimous Consent Calendar. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed bffi of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested.: 

S. 6120. An act for the allowance of certain claims reported 
by the CouLi: of Claims. 

The message also announced that the Senate had insisted 
upon its amendments to the bill (H. R. 8846) making appropri
ation for payment of certain claims in accordance with findings. 
of the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions of the 
acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and commonly 
known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the pro
visions· of· section 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, co~
monly known as the Judicial Code, asked a ·conference with 
the House of Representatives upon the said bill and amend-

. ments, and had appointed Mr. BRYAN, Mr. ROBINSON, and Mr. 
BRISTOW as the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

EXCHANGE OF LANDS WITH THE STATE OF NORTH DAKOTA. 

The next business on the Calendar for Unanimous Consent 
was the bill (H~ R. 21450) to authuriz.e an exchange of lands 
with the. State of.North Dakota for promotion ot experiments 
in dry-land agriculture, and for othe~· purpo es. 

Tlle Clerk. read the title of-the bill. 
· The SPE.AKER. Is. there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right t<J object, that bill has just. 
been reporte<L; and, while ! have oeen, over it, I do not find my
copy of it-here. I would like to have the bill read andl to1 have 
some gentleman explain it. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bilL 
The Clerk read the bill~ aS' follows : 
B& it enacted, eto., That upon recel'pt ot a proper deed-from the State 

of North. Dakota, executed under authority of the act of its- legislative 
assembly, approved January 26, 1915, reconveyi-ng to the United States 
title to section 16, township 138 north, range 81 west, fifth principal 
meridian the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to issue patents 
to said State for such vacant, unoccupied, nonmineral public lands as 
may be selected by said State within Us boundaries, not exceeding 
1 280 acres in aggregate area, and said section when so· reconveyed 
shall not be subject to settlement, location, entry~ or selection under 
the public-land laws, but shall be reserved for the use of the Depa-rt
ment of ' Agriculture in carrying on experiments in dry-land agriculture 
at the- Northern Great Plain Field Station, Mandan, N. Dak. 

The· SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I hope some one 

will explain the bill. 
Mr. NORTON. Mr. Spe~ker, this is a bill' proposed by the 

Department of Agriculture in· conformity with a bill that was 
passed by the Legislative Assembly of North Dakota1 which also 
was suggested to the Legislative Assembly of North Dakota by 
the Agricultural Department. 

Near Mandan, N. Dak., is located· the Northern Great Plains 
field station, where the Government carries on experiments in 
dl.·y farming. That station is for the pm·pose of supplying trees 
and shrubs for the whole Great Plains territory. The station 
there now has 1GO acres of land. Two miles south ot the 
Northern Great Plains field station the State of North Dakota 
owns a section of school land. The supetintend~t in charge 
of the field station has urged that the station needs· this section 
in the work that it is carrying on at Mandan, and has asked 
the governor of Nor th Dakota to have legislation enactoo by the 
State Legislative Assembly of North Dakota so that this section 
can be acquired by the field station. 

About a month ago the North Dakota Legislativ~ Assembly 
passed an act providing- that the State of North Dakota might 
exchange this section if the Federal Government would give 
the State of North Dakota the right to take two sections of un-

appropriated and unreser-red public land in its stead. Thls 
particular section is located 3 miles south of Mandan, N. Dak. 
It is worth about $30 an acre. Now, there is not any unappro· 
priated public land in North Dakota that is worth $15 an acre. 
This bill has the approval of the Secretary of the Interior and 
the Secretary of Agriculture. The superintendent in charge of 
the field station has reported that in his judgme-nt this exchange 
would. be fair, and, in fact, that the United States would get 
the better of the bargain. 

1\Ir. MANN. Mr. Speaker, where the Government has spent 
thousands of dollars for the benefit of a State, I suppose it 
would be anomalous and unreasonable- to expect that the State 
should contribute in the slightest degree toward the expense. 
If the situation were reversed, the State of North Dakota 
would want us to give them the land. Here we have an experi
ment station in North Dakota, purely for the benefit of the citi
zens of-North Dakota, wholly for their interest, supported at the 
ex."J)ense of New York City and Chicago, paid for by the rest of 
the Government, and not by North Dakota; and, as stated by the 
report, the Legislature of North Dakota, desiring to encourage the 
work being done by the- Government of the- United States for 
the benefit of the citizens of North Dakota in North Dakota, 
proposes to sell to us land which the State owns. 

.Mr. NORTO ·. I will; say to the gentleman--
Mr. MANN: Not just now. Wait a minute. One would think 

that the State of Nortfi Dakota.:, with its immense quantity of 
land for school purposes given to it by the Government, would 
be willing to give back to the Government a section of land 
where the Government is supporting a school there which ought 
to be supported by by the State. Not much. Not on your life. 
All of' these States want Uncle Sam to help them, but not one of 
them is generous enough to put its hand in its own pocket to 
help itself. Now, the State of North Dakota is no worse than 
the rest. Here the other day we abandoned a military reserva
tion in one of the States, and lo and behold, we gave away 
the buildings to the State for a school. Did the State offer to 
buy tliem at a price? Oh, not at all. Wherever we have land, 
it is to be given away; but wherever we are generous enough 
to go into a State to do worlt for the benefit of the State, ana. 
we happen to need some old land, not worth much, which lana. 
the State owns, we have' got to pay a high price for it. 

They say this land is worth $30 an acre.. It is desired for' 
the purpose of carrying on experiments in dry-land culture. 
Well, there· is not very much land worth $30 an acre where you 
can really carry on experiments in dry-Iand agriculture. If it 
is worth $30. an acre, why do you want to carry on experiments? 

Mr. NORTON: It sells for that. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, they sometimes sell small tracts of land at. 

that price to s-ome eastern sucker; but he aiways comes away, 
wiser and' poorer. 

Mr. NORTON. Tlie gentleman from South: Dakota. right 
back of" you there, is selling that land. 

Mr. MANN~ He is selling t11e men who buy it. [Laughter.] 
However, r fia.ve been robbed and have seen the Government 
robbed so often of its public domain that I am not going to 
kick over a. little thing. like this. [Laughter.] 

The SPEIA.K.ER. Is there objection? 
1\fr. KAHN: Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California objects. 

CENTRAL P:ACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, in tliS> matter that was- passed 
over a few minutes· ago, r ask unanimeus consent to return to 
calendar No. 467. 

The SPElAKER. Is that in relation to the New J'ersey judge
ship? 

Mr. RAKER. No; in relation to the lands in Nevada:, legaliz· 
ing certain conveyances heretofore made by the• Central Pacific 
Railroad Co. and others within the State of Nevada. 

The SPElAKElR. The Cha:ir promised an opportunity to the 
Members from New Jersey to call up the New Jersey judgeship. 
bill, and when the gentleman from California spoke to the 
Speaker he supposed the gentleman was talking about the New 
Jersey bill. 

Mr. RA.KER. No. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair promised them precedence. 
Mr. RAKER. This is just to ask unanimous consent-- 1 
The SP:BlAKER. The Chair understands; and that fs: precisely. 

wh:lt the New Jersey Members- want to do. The Chair will 
recognize the gentleman presently. 

Mr. RAKER. Very· well. 
ADDITIONAL JUDGE IN THE' DISTRICT OE NEW JERSEY. 

Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, r ask unanimous consent for-1 

the present consideration . of the bill (H. R. 19423) to create an · 
additional Federal judgeship in the distrid of New Jersey. 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey asks unan

imous consent to ·return to the bill (H. R. 19423) creating an 
- additional judge in New Jersey. 

Mr. CULLOP. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my objection. 
Mr. HENRY. Reserving the right to object--
Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
Mr. HAMILL. Will the gentleman reserve his objection 

until I make a statement as to the purpose of the bill? 
Mr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma. I will reserve the objection. 
Mr. HAMILL. Mr. Speaker, there have been already two 

judgeship bills passed through the House, but I warrant that 
this is probably the most meritorious bill in that respect which 
has been offered this session. 

Here is the situation in New Jersey. We have two Federal 
judges trying cases. Every one knows that New Jersey gets 
a great many cases because of its location between New York 
and Pennsylvania, and because of the fact that a great many 
corporations were formed there in years gone by. The great 
bulk of the litigation is tried in the New Jersey courts. 

The calendars of the judges are very much congested. I 
have a statement which will show the condition we are in. 
During the year 1914, 1,i79 cases were commenced, 832 were 
tried and on December 1, 1914, there were pending for trial, 
4:,456' cases. In other words, the two judges trying the cases 
for that year alone would require five years in order to finish 
one year's calendar. 

Now, these judges, according to the report, have taken no 
vacation, but have worked continuously in their efforts to clear 
the calendars. . 

The Secretary of W .. ar, Mr. Garrison, who has occupied a 
judicial position in New Jersey and who knows the conditions, 
said--

1.\fr. THOMPSON of Oklahoma .. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw my 
objection. 

Mr. LIEB. I object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. HAMILL. Will the gentleman from Indiana withhold 

his objection until I make a further statement? 
Mr. LIEB. I will withdraw the objection. 
Mr. HAMILL. Then, Mr. Speaker, if there is no further ob

jection, I have finished. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, I could not hear 

the gentleman!s explanation. 
Mr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 

object. 
-Mr. MANN. I want to hear the speech of the gentleman 

from New Jersey. 
Mr. DIFENDERFER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania objects. 
Mr. HAMILL. I did not understand the gentleman from 

Pennsylvania to object; I thought he reserved the right to 
object. 

The SPEAKER. But he afterwards rose and objected. 
VIRGINIA MILITABY INSTITUTE, LEXINGTON, VA. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill ( S. 544) for the relief of Virginia Mili
tary Institute, of Lexington, Va. 

The Clerk read the blll, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc .. That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, authorized and directed to pay to the Virginia Military Insti
tute, of Lexington, Va., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $100,000, in full of all claims of said institute 
for the damage and destruction of its library, scientific apparatus, and 
the quarters of its professors in June, 1864, by the military authority 
pf the United States. And the acceptance of the said sum by t~e said 
institute shall be a complete and absolute bar to any and all clatms for 
the damage and destruction of the property of said institute by the 
armies of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. MANN. I demand a second. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I ask unanimous consent th11t a 

second be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani

mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I will detain the 

House but a few min11tes to explain the purpose of this bill. It 
Js for the relief of the Virginia Military Institute, of Lexing
ton, Va., for the destruction of its property by fire by Gen. 
Hunter's army in 1864. At that time the institute was a pros
perous school for general educational, military, agricultural, 
and normal purposes. The State of Virginia contributed to its 
support and in return the institution educated a certain number 
9f young men who had to teach in the schools of Virginia for 
two years. 

In June of that year Gen. Hunter made what is known as his 
Lynchburg raid, coming through the valley and by Lexington, 
where this school is located. The Confederate forces at differ
ent points of the valley· opposed him, not for the purpose of giv
ing battle but to deter the progress of his march as much as 
possible. When he arrived at Lexington there was a small Con
federate force there that made a semblance of resistance. 
When the advance guard of Hunter's army-a regiment under 
Col. J. M. Schoomaker, of the Fourteenth Pennsylvania Cav
alry-marched into town they took possession of the town and 
the property of this college, with practically no resistance. 

Mr. MOO:a,E. That was Col. Schoonmaker, I think. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; an elegant gentleman, a brave 

soldier, and a splendid officer. The next morning after that · 
town had been taken possession of, and the Federal forces were 
in posse~sion of the grounds of this institution, Gen. Hunter 
issued an order to destroy all the buildings, all the sclentifi.c 
and chemical apparatus, and the library, and all other property 
belonging to this college ; and this order was carried out. 

Fortunately, Mr. Speaker, there were in the Army some 
soldiers who knew a soldier's duty better than that. One was 
Col. ou PoNT, the chief of artillery of Hunter's army, now a 
distinguished Senator from the State of Delaware. Another 
was Maj. McKinley, a staff officer, and later one of the best
beloved Presidents the country ever had; and other gentlemen 
and officers who expressed their dissent and disapproval of the 
order to burn this institution. . 

Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr~ MOORID. Mr. Speaker, I have read the affidavit of Col. 

Schoonmaker, who is a very high-grade Pennsylvania citizen, 
and who was the officer in command of the regiment that took 
charge of these buildings. He states very clearly that it was 
not · his disposition to destroy the buildings, and that Gen. 
Hunter ordered their destruction the next morning and reproved 
him fo1·-not having destroyed them ; but the one point I have 
not had cleared up in my· mind, which I wish the gentleman 
would explain, is whether there was such a resistance on the 
part of the Confederate troops at this point as to warrant the 
belief that those 'buildings were peopled with Confederate troops 
who were firing upon Union troops in making this raid. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There was at that time absolutely 
no resistance. Col. Schoonmaker had gone into the grounds 
and through the buildings and there was not a Confederate 
soldier within miles of tha( institution at that time, nor a cadet. 
These officers to whom I have alluded objected upon the ground 
that there was no necessity · of war justifying the destruction 
of these buildings. The destruction was not an incident of war, 
because the Federal forces at that time were absolutely un
opposed. No Confederate force lay athwart Hunter's path that 
morning. These young officers urged their objection, and those 
of them who are living to-day still maintain that the burning 
of that institution was wrong. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a well-established principle in the conduct 
of war that the destruction of property, unless there is some 
necessity of war, unless it is an incident of war, when the 
destruction is ordered by the Government itself or by the com
manding general standing in the position of the Government, 
such destruction renders the Government liable for the property 
thus destroyed. · 

This is a principle recognized in every civilized nation of the , 
world. That was the situation at the Virginia Military Insti
tute on that morning. No necessity existed-there was no 
reason except one of wanton reprisal-and yet the property of 
that splendid institution of learning was committed to the 
flames. 

Mr. POST. 1\Ir. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
· 1\fr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes; for a question. 

Mr. POST. If the facts are as the gentleman states here, 
why has not this been paid long ago? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Because the Federal Government is 
·sometimes slow in doing justice in these matters; but those are 
the fa:cts. Fortunately we · are not in doubt as to the facts, 
because they have been testified to by Col. Du Pont, Chief of 
Artillery, and Col. Schoonmaker, of the Cavalry, both of whom 
were there and whose testimony before the Claims Committee 
of the Senate brought forth a unani~ous report by that com
mittee. The recollection of this wrongful burning was so strong 
in the mind of Senator ou PoNT that he himself introduced this 
very bill, the passage of which we are asking to-night. 

Mr. MOORE. Just one other question. The facts are much 
as the gentleman states them. I have read the testimony. I 
would like to know how the value of $100,000 for the property 
destroyed was arrived at? 
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Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. The board of this institution, the whenever an army goes through. .Men conducting war are not 
books having been burned, kept an accurate account of wha.t it very nice about what they do. Even when they are not at war 
cost to replace these buildings and library and the scientific they are not very nice. [Laughter.] 
apparatus, and it amounted to something over $200,000. The Now, is it proposed that Congress, 50 years after the war, 
Senate committee decided to give them $100,000 in lieu of the shall determine whether the order of a Union officer in charge 
destruction that took place there. They certainly did not give of an army to destroy property was a proper order or not? 
them too much; they did not give them enough, but it will What do we know about it? 
satisfy a just claim against this Government and will satisfy Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker--
the authorities of this institution. Mr. MANN. I do not yield. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a just and a righteous bill. It was The man in charge was responsible for doing what he believed 
unanimously reported from the Committee on Claims of the ·was the proper thing to do. We can not determine that. I! he 
Senate, it unanimously passed the Senate, and was unanimously erred, it was an error which we ought not to pay for. It is 1m
reported from the War Claims Committee of this House. I possible to pay for all the property which was destroyed in the 
do hope that this House will do this tardy act of justice to this South by the Union Army. 
splendid school, this gamecock military institute, which is one I used to hear the statement made when I was much younger 
of the very best in this country, and whose graduates have that if the Democrats got into power they were likely to pay 
illustrated their heroism and skill and patriotism upon every for the destruction of property in the South. Well, we just 
battle field in which American troops have fought from Buena passed an omnibus war claims bill, most of the items of which 
Vista down to the present time. [Applause.] would not have been considered for a moment 20 years ago, 

:Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? most of the items of which the committee would not have re-
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Yes. ported at all 20 years ago, and that was 30 years after the war. 
Mr. ROGERS. Will the gentleman state to the House When the Democrats were in control of the Go'rernment before, 

whether there are pt·ecedents for appropriations of this nature? they did not pass items such as we passed by unanimous con-
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. There are. There were four insti- sent in the omnibus war claims bill to-night. These things be

tutions in Virginia that received damages at -the hands of the come a matter of growth and precedent. When we start in on 
Federal Army, and appropriations have been made for every a certain line we have to follow it up. Do we pr<>pose to pay 
one of them except this one, but I will say this case can never for the propet·ty which was destroyed by the armies in the 
be used as a precedent for · any other b1ll, because this ls the South by dlrection of the commanding officers, no matter wha.t 
only instance in the history of this country, and I believe H some man may think now about the order having been a proper 
will be the only instance which will ever occur in which an one or not? You pay one of these claims and every claim attor
educational institution is wantonly destroyed by an order of ney follows up the matter at once. He says, "Here is a claim 
the commanding officer of an Army of this Government. that _has been paid," and he has a bill presented, and pretty 

Do this act of. justice and y-ou will enable this institution to soon we will be paying all sorts of these claims, or else we will 
turn out 100 splendidly equipped officers every year, who will be have to stand very strong in order to resist them. 
ready to command om· soldiers whenever men are needed to A few years ago some one managed to get a claim paid for 
defend the American fiag or the Nation's honor. [Applause.] a church or a .Masonic }{)dge or a city haD, on the ground that 

I reserve the balance of my time. they could not be disloyal as organizations. Now we are pay-
The SPEAKER. The gentleman reserves 10 minutes. ing those claims by the hundreds of thousands of dollars. I 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, we all know that Sherman's re- will say to you gentlemen on that side of the House who were 

mark that war is hell is correct. We are learning now, by read- re-sponsible for legislation, if you start in to pay claims for 
ing of the war in Europe, that war is not a Sunday-school picnic. property which was destroyed by the Union armi~s in the 
We hear on eve1-y side from there how brutal the enemy is, South, I will ring the changes on it an over this country in the 
wherever the enemy is or whoever the enemy is. The French North. The war is over. We have forgiven and forgotten 
complain of the Germans and the Germans com-plain of the that, but that does not mean that we are going to pay for the 
French. The Austrians complain of the Russians and the Rus- property which was destroyed as a matter of war by the armies. 
sians complain of the Austrians. War is no amusement. It was This bill is for damage and destruction by the military au
not an amusing affair when the Federal .Army was in Virginia thority of the United States. That is the language of the bill. 
or elsewhere in the South. It is very easy fo£ some Member And-
from Virginia, born since the war, to now asperse the officers of 1t shall be a complete and absolute bar to an-y and an claims for the 
the Union Army by saying there was wanton destruction of damage and destruction of tbe property of said institute by the armies 
property. What does he know about it? Not a thing. of the United States. 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will tell the gentleman what I If it is wanton destruction, so much less is th~ claim a 'ralid 
know about it. one. But the commanding officer of an army is the man who 

Mr. MANN. I did not ask the gentleman to tell me. He can determines the circumstances. It is not his subordinate officers, 
tell it in his own time. and much less is it men born since the act was committed. I 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. What did the gentleman ask for if am opposed to opening the door for the pa'YIIlent of property 
he did not want me to tell? · destroyed by the Army as a matter of war either in the South 

Mr. 1\1ANN. Tell it in your own time. You do not know any- or elsewhere; and if this Congress shall enter on such a course, 
thing about it except what you read. God pity those who follow us and who ha\e to provide the 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I know what the gentlemen who money. 
swore to it say. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my time. [Applause.] 

Mr. MANN. I ask that the gentleman manage to keep order. Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes 
He is more belligerent now than Gen. Hunter was. to the gentleman trom Washington [1\lr. JoHNsoN]. 

1\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia. I am fairer than the gentleman Mr.. JOHNSON of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I should like 
ever is. to take this- opportunity to say, as briefly as -possible, that 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Virginia can not even keep among the pleasant duties I have bad during this Congress has 
his temper now when there is no war. [Laughter.] been the one of serving on the Committee on War Claims. By 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I can keep my temper, but I get the very nature of things a great many of the claims that 
irascible when the gentleman is so unfair. were presented there were objectionable to me, but I believe 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. FosTER). The gentleman that -all have had fair treatment, and that the calendars of 
from Virginia must not interru-pt without the consent of the gen- the House have not been cluttered with impossible bills from 
tleman from Illinois. . tltat committee. It pleases me to say that I found the distln

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I hope the time the gentleman from guis.hed chairman of that committee, the gentleman from Texas 
Virginia has taken will be taken out of his own time. [Mr. GREGG] fair to a degree, and it also pleases me to state 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. It will not be. that I found the ranking minority member, the distinguished 
Mr. MANN. I will ask the Speaker to keep the gentleman in gentleman from Vermont [1\Ir. PLUMLEY], careful, painstaking, 

his seat where he belongs. and judicial in all of his observations. And, as a new Member~ 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will not keep my seat if I do not I want to take this opportunity of paying a tribute in my w-ay 

want to. to the older Member, who is voluntarily retiring n.s a Repre-
Mr. MANN. I think you will. sentative from Vermont. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I will not. Mr. Speaker, to me a man of the second generation, from the 
1\Ir. HENRY. I make the point of orde1· that the House is days of our fratricidal strife, whose father fought in the War 

not in order, Mr. Speaker. We can not hea-r that friendly col- )..between the States, and whose foTbea.rs bore arms in the War 
loquy down there. of the Revolution, it has been a pleasure for me to have served 

Mr. MAl\TN. The gentleman from Virginia says there was on that committee. It has been most interesting to add to what 
.wanton destruction of property. That is what they always say little history I have read of the battles between the blue and the 
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gfay; to be able in-so many of these cases to lift the: eovers: of' an opportuility to- get hold of tile claims bni. We passed the 
that almost closed. book and peer intimately into disputed claims bill more than a year ago, and- gentlemen could have 
points-look. without bias as far as I have been able. got copies of it at any time. 

A . great many of the cases mentioned in- the omnibus. bill- Mr. MOORE. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I could not 
all, I think-went to the Court of Claims, according to the laws- get the copy. The gentleman had the bill. 
which govern in such' cases, and were adjudicated and brought l\1r. MANN. The- gentleman is <i!Onfusing the matter. I had 
back. This pa-rticular case: of the Virginia Military Institute the Senate amendments. The claims bill was. a:eeessible to the 
was, as the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FLoon] has stated, gentleman for' the last year and a half. But that is neither 
unanimously reported from that committee. It has metit. It her.e nor there. It d.oes not contain a single claini for the 
was· no do.ubt right in 1864 to destroy the buildings, but. it was. destruction of p1·operty in war, anq the Committee on War 
also right to pay for those which should have been. immune. My Claims .have refused to put into tl:le elaims bill any claim for 
views are based largely, on the- stat-ement of the distinguished the des~ructiun.. of pu-0perty by the Army. They have not only 
Senator from Delaware· [Mr. nu PoN-T]:, at that tim.e a lieu- refused to put those claims· in. the omnibus war claims bill~ but 
tenant of artillery. After looking carefull:Y at his- statement they have refused to refer the claims; to; the Court of Claims 
made before the Senate committee in regard to. the destruction for a findi:ng. 
o.f the cadet quanters~ and finding· it was not the desire to~ de- Mr. MOORE. Will the gentleman yi~ld? 
stroy the relics, library, scientific instruments, and so on,. I 1\fr. MA::t\TN,. I will yield for a question. 
came to the conclusion that if there was 90 to 95 per cent- of Mr. MOORE.. Has every claim in the omnibus claims bill 
fairnes-s in the payme-nt of' one-hale of the claim that was been app1·o:ved by the Court of Claimstl 
or-iginally made and 5 to 1(} per ce-nt of sympathy, geed: feeling, Mr. MANN. That is so stated. 
or desire to help the educational institution, then the bill could. Mr. MOORE. Has this claim been. approved by the Court of 
with justice be passed. Claims? 

:Mr. 1\!00RE. We ha~e just passed an omnibus- claims. bJll Mr. MANR It has not. I say "approved by the Court of 
with-out any objection at all. There was. a reservati-on as to cer-- Claims." The Court of Cmims1 dt~es not approve or disapprove. 
tain things: put in by tne Se-nate- There was. an opportunit~ Mr. MOORE. I mean an adjudic.atian by tqe com.·t. 
given to anybody· in the· House to object and kill. the bill. Does · Mr. MANN. They are not ad.judicated. They are claims. 
the gentleman know whetheu or. not there were any claims in · There has been no finding here, as far as I know, by the· Court 
that omnibus elaims bill, with its numero.us cla:im.s,_ that vary of Claims . . 
greatly from this claim? Mr. BURNETT. Will the gentleman yie-ld? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washlngton~ '.Phere· are church claims men- r 1\fr. MANN. For a ques-tion. 
tioned in that bill. ; Mr. BURNET'F~ Is it not a fa.ct that we paid a number of 

Mr. Me:>OREl. Was the property destroyed in the same way? :claims fox destruction of" property in the Philippines, where 
We had no opportunity to see the omnibus claims bill here to- there was- actual destr-ucti-on of property by the Army? 
night. It was not. distributed among: the Members. Some gen- 1\Ir. MANN. I think not.. That is not m.y und.erstan<fing. 
tlemen had it, and. knew what was in it, and there-wa-s no obiec- 1\fr .. B-URNETT. That .ts. m-y- · recalleett.on. 
tion to it. There is objection ma-de te- this particular cla.-im, , Mr. MANN. That is. not my recolle-ction of it at aH. 
when doubtless there were lots· of claims like it in the omnibus , Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yi;eld r 
claims bill. Mr. MANN. . For a brief question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. I hope this: bill will be passed. .Mr. GOULDEN. Has this ma±ter ever been referl'ed to the 
Mr. M-OORE. Will the gentleman answer my question? i Committee on War Claim~ and if so-·-
Mr. MAN-N. How much time does the gentleman have? He Mr. MANN. Why, it is reported from. the Committee on War 

has had 10 minutes. -~ C~aims; but it was entirely by personal solicitation th-at they got 
1\Ir. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes this rep.ort from the Committee on War Cliaims-a fairly meri-

of my time to the gentleman from Virginia. [.Mr. SLEMP]. : torious case. It bas great sympathies in it; but if you adept 
Mr. SLEMP. Mr. Speaker, I am very much interested in the ; the principle th~. next cas.e will not have so much of sym

passage of this bill. In my judgment it is. a good and fair bill I p_athies in. it. Pretty soon it will be a mere matter of paying 
from a war-claims standpoint. The committee eut out the the claim:.. What are the fac.ts? This, destuucti.on of property 
building in· which the. soldie:us- and cadets lived. The: money · oceurred in. J"une, 1864, at a cuitical period in the war; with 
appropriated here is for th.e library,. for scie-ntific apparatus; : gveat a,Tmies in Virginia, and gre-at efl'.Ort· on. the part of the 
and :for the professors' buildipgs. It certainly is not in ac- j Confederate Army to reach Washington. Gentlemen say that 
eordance- with the rules of civilized warfare fo1~ armies to be : the general ought not to have destroyed the prop.erty. Well, 
destroying libraries. The destruction originally amounted to , i-f there. had not been- destruction of property and life there 
over $300,000, This money was: put up by the State of Vir- j would: have been des.truction- of the Union. I prefer to h:a:¥:e 
ginia, and by the authorities of the Virginia l\filitary Institute. 1 had life and property d.~stroyed a:J?-d the Union' saved. Per
It is estimated and shown th.at ab.out $100,000 would pay for hap.s they were not S? mce abo~t 1t as you ana I would. ?e, 
the library, the professors' houseS:r and the. s.eientific apparatus, 1 takmg breakfast or di:J?-Der, but 1.t was war. ~he commandin-g 
and the committee made a distinction. between these and the. · officer,. foi~ reasons whiCh. he believ~ ~re m.ght, ordered the 
destruction of the bai'Tacks' in- whieh the cadets; lived.. property destroyed. I have heru.·d It said, by gentleman who 

Now, as to the precedents involved, there· was another i-nsti- said they were familiar with the _ea~, tha.t th-ere was ftring on 
tn-tlon of learning the Washington and Lee un· . . 't th t the Federal tro~ps from ~ese buildmgs. I do not know. I do 

• · l'Versl y, a not care. I know that if C.ongress undertakes to pay these 
was damaged ~t the s~me time .. Twe~ty years ago the Rouse claims for destruction of propel'ty by the Army the. Treasury 
of Representatives, Without a d1s-sentmg vote, passed an ap- -11 b e a aste ' 
propriatio~ of $20,000 for that .ln~itution to. ~OJ?r>er:~at~ it _for WII re~~~~e th:hahi~ce of my time. 
damages It had suffered. This IS the adJommg- mstitutwn, 1\Ir~ FLOOD of Virginia.' Mr. Speaker how nntch time have I 
wh~re the los~ took pl~ce at the same time, and the Virginia remaining? ' 
Military Institute ought to come . under· the same precedent. The SPEAKER. The gentleman has four minutes remaining . . 
The sar;ne statement was made 20 years ~go on the floor of the Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. I yield two minutes to the gentle-
House m the consideration of the. W~sh~ngton and Lee bill as man from Pennsylvania [l\fr. GRAHAM}. [Applause.] 
~as made by t~e qentieman from IllmoiS a few moments ago 1\fr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. 1\!r. Speaker, it seems to me 
1~ regard to. ~Is bill, that 1~ would operr the Treas~ to mil- that this matter has been discussed from an altogether improper 
llons and _milliOns ?f expenditures·; but from that ~rme to this viewpoint.' This claim ought to be considered in a fair and 
not one smgle claim of that nature has b~en pa1d. ~s .my judicial spfrit. There is no --room for recriminaUon or charges 
rolleagu~ says, there can be ~ other _ cl.a1m . as- no Similar against a Union general or against those who represented this 
destructiOn occurred along that line. [Applause.] college. The simple question is, What are tile facts, and have 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. we precedent for this bill? I think an examination of both 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman these questions will I'esurt in an affi::rmative answer~ that we 

!"rom Illinois use: some of his time? have precedent and that the facts in this case create an equity . 
.Mr. MANN. I will say a word or two, anyhow. How much There is one thing that stand-s out most prominently, and that 

more time have I?- is that such an institution as this ought to· have been imm.une. 
The SPEAKER. Ten minutes. I do not know how it was destroyed or why it was destro;yed; 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Momm] the faet is that at the time of its destruction it was not used 

a moment ago asked the gentleman from Washington [Mr. for war purposes. Those who were there say that the plates of 
JoHNSON] if there- were not a great number of simi-lar claims the students were on, the dining tables and that there was every 
in the omnibus cla-ims bill,_ statillg th-at gentlemen bad not had appearance o-f its hadng been used as. a .school; that those 



547{). CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- HOUSE. MARCH 3, 

appearances remained visible. to those who entered it at the 
time the Union troops arrived. 

Now, this being immune property and an institution for the 
education of our youth, men of the North and men of the 
South were educated in it, and some have come forth out of it 
into the Union .Army, although a great majority went into the 
Confederate .Army, along with the States that tJ;tey lived. in. 
Men have come from it and gone into the Spamsh-.A.mencan 
War, so. that the institution is an educational institution for 
the benefit of the whole citizenship of the United Stutes. Shall 
we now pass a bill to pay for the destruction of scientific in
struments, the bouse 'Of the professor, and the library of that 
colle(J'e or not? You have a precedent in the case when Senator 
Hoa; ied the fight in order to reimburse William and Mary 
College for a similar loss. Washington and Lee Univers~ty 
recei"ved similar treatment. Why should we draw the line 
when we are rectifying some 'Of these things arising out of the 
war which could not be avoided in the past at this military 
college of the grand old State of Virginia. Let us do our duty 
by it, so that this bill will pass and this compensation ~e given 
to this educational institution, which through an accident of 
war was destroyed. [Applause.] Forty ·States out of ~8 are 
represented in the student classes, I am told. We have, there
fore, precedent for this action, and there exists a distinct equity 
to warrant the e11actment of this bill into law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois has six min
utes remaining. 

Mr. MANN. I do not think I care to use it. 
Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, I yield two minutes 

to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. FEss]. 
Mr. FESS. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that I care to say 

more than to simply voice the sentiments of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. GRAHAM]. He bas expressed precisely my 
judgment on the matter. I shall take great delight in voting 
to take care of this need:tess destruction that no one at the 
time seems to have been responsible for. It seems to me that" 
it is the least thing that this Congress can do at this time, and 
I shall vote for the measure. [.Applause.] 

Mr. HULINGS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentleman 
from Virginia a question, if the time has not expired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia has one min
ute remaining. 

Mr. HULINGS. I have read many times over the incident 
that occurred during the war where a parcel of young fellows, 
cadets at the Military Institution of Virginia, at the time of 
the invasion by the Federal troops, turned out and made a mag
nificent fight against the veterans, men from the Army of the 
Potomac. I want to ask the gentleman from Virginia if this 
was the occasion, and if these were the cadets from that insti
tution who made that magnificent fight? 

Mr. FLOOD of Virginia. This was not the occasion; but 
when the homes of these cadets were attacked they did defend 
them, and defended them nobly, as they have defended the flag 
of the Union in battles of the Union since that time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion to suspend 
the rules and pass the .bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. MANN) there were-ayes 186, noes 37. 

So the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

.A message from the ·senate, by Mr. Tulley, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 21546) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies in appropriations 
for the fiscal year 1915 and for prior years, and for other pur-
poses. · 

The message also announced that the Senate had receded 
from amendments 296 to 706 to the bill (H. R. 8846) making 
appropriations for payment of certain claims in ac<:ordance with 
findings of the Court of Claims, reported under the provisions 
of the acts approved March 3, 1883, and March 3, 1887, and com
monly known as the Bowman and the Tucker Acts, and under the 
provisions of section No. 151 of the act approved March 3, 1911, 
cornmenly known as the Judicial Code. 

The message also announced tha:t the Senate had passed 
House joint resolution 439 with an amendment. 

THE PANAMA-PACIFIC INTERNATIONAL EXPOSITION. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following commu
nication: 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAL., Febntary £6, 1915. 
Hon. CHAMP CLARK, 

Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. 0.: 

The Panama-Pacific International Exposition, authorized by the Con
gress of the United States as the official celebration by our Government 

of the opening of the Panama Canal, begs to extend to Congress a 
most cordial invitation to visit the exposition at an early date. We 
would feel honored in showing to Congress bow tbe exposition bas car
ried out .the trust given to it by our Government. l1 it is not possible 
for tbe entire Congress to visit tbe expositloni I beg to express the 
sincere hope that a committee from Congress wi 1 make an official visit 
on behalf of Congress. I assure you o.f a most hearty welcome. 

CHAS. C. MOORE, 
Pt·esident Panama-Pacific International E:Dposition. 

NEUTRALITY. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to call up the neu
trality resolution (H. J. Res. 439) which was passed to-day and 
has just come over with a Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 
1\fr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, has the gentle

man a printed copy of the amendment? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand it is a privileged resolu

tion. 
Mr. MANN. It is not a privileged resolution. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not think the proposition is subject 

to objection. It is a House resolution with a Senate amend
ment, and it would be on the House Calendar. 

Mr. MANN. That depends upon what the amendment is. 
The SPEAKER. If it is an amendment that would require 

it to go to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, the gentleman would have to ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It does not, Mr. Speaker; the amena
ment strikes out certain portions of the resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend
ment. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendment. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the Sen

ate amendment, it does not put anything in the resolution that 
was not in the House resolution as it originally passed this 
afternoon. There is some portion of the resolution stricken out, 
but nothing inserted. I offered this resolution at the request 
of the State Department, with the statement that it was pre
pared by the .Attorney General of the United States, and I as
sumed that it was what the administration wanted. 

I am informed the Senate has made these amendments and 
have been informed by the chairman of the Senate committee 
having it in charge that the amendments were submitted to the 
President of the United States and met with his approval. It 
is a matter involving great international questions. ~here is 
nothing in the resolution now that the House did not vote for 
this evening, although some portions of the resolution are 
stricken out. I have been informed since the resolution passed 
the House that one of the causes for -passing the resolution is 
the fact that some time ago the Government stopped a ship 
from sailing because it was alleged that it was carrying con
traband of war to belligerents, and since that time the Govern
ment bas been sued because we have no statute on our books 
to enforce our neutrality agreement. I see no reason why the 
Senate amendment should not be agreed to. If we do not agree 
to it now, it will not become a law. I think it is undoubtedly 
important that a law of this kind should be on the statute 
books, and therefore ask the House to agree to the Senate 
amendment. I desire now to yield to the gentleman from Illi
nois if he desires it, such time as he wants. 

M~. :MANN. I am perfectly satisfied with the amendment. 
Mr. S.A.B.A.TH. Does the Senate amendment in any way 

broaden the language or the resolution? 
Mr .. UNDERWOOD. It does not. 
Mr. GRAHAM of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will the gen

tleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 
Mr. GR.A.H.A.l\f of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman from 

Alabama state briefly for the information of the House what 
was left out of the resolution by these amendments? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wilL In the first clause of the resolu
tion on page 2, line 2, the language "of .American register, or 
lice~se," is so changed as to read "American or foreign," so that 
it will read: 

And be is hereby authorized and empowered to direct the collectors 
of customs under the jurisdiction of the United States to withhold 
clearance from any vessel, American or_ foreign, which be bas reasonable 
causes-

And so forth. · 
Then in lines 5 and 6 of page 2 the following language is 

stricken out : 
Or to commit any other similar act in aid of the prosecution of hos

tilities. 
~hen on page 2 the following language is stricken from the 

resolution: 
That, further. the President be, and be is hereby, authorized and 

empowered to direct tbe collector to give clearance to any such vessel 
of American register or license : Provided~ . That before clearing out 
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the same the owners or m.a.st.er or o.the.r person or· persons having charge, 
1 
practfcally. He is now 65 y~rs of age; and has a wl;fe 64-

or command thereof give bo.nd to the United States, with sufficient yea:rs of. a.ge, and four daughters has. spent the money he re-
sureties in double the amount of the, value of" the· vessel and cargo QD • ' · f . · • · · t d titut 
boar·d, conditioned that the vessel shall ·not be employed bl the. !!Om, : CeiVed from the sale 0 his home, and IS llDW abou e~ e-. 
mission of such act or acts; and in case of a breach of the condition ... Mr. GARRETT of Tennesse_e; WiU .the- gentleman yteld 1; 
thel'eof the b<>nd shall be forfeited to the. United States, and the owner I Mr. FALCONER. I will. _ 
or master or other person or persons- haVIng charge or-command of any 11.r GARR TT f T W th · · d + d 
such vess~l shall in addition be severally liable to a fine of not less J.ul'. E o ennessee. as e InJury ue- .:;0 any e .. 
than $1,000 nor 'more than $5,000, or to imp.risonment not to exce-ed , feet in machinery? 
one year, or both. . : Mr. FALCONER. .Answering the gentleman, I will say that 

At the bottom of page 2, after the language stncken out, the when McKay was walking down the trail to the bunkhouse, 
:.;esolution is made to read: after ha:ving de-posited his tools at the ~nd of the day's work"; 

In case any such vessel shall d-epart or attempt to depart fr~, l~e there was no warning- given that a blast was to be set off by 
jurisdiction of the United States wit~out an:y clear~nce_:or any 0 e , other workmen in the employ of the Government who were 
purposes above set forth, the owner or master or person clearing land for the embrasure of' a 10-inch gun on the fort • 

.And so forth. . . .· . . . . _ He was not a party in that workfug group, and knew nothing 
<?n page 3 the followmg paragraph IS stnckeu from the reso about tlie planned explosion.. It. happened that a few min.utes-

lution : . . . before another group of workmen walked past, and there was 
That the President be, and he is hereby, authoriz~d and em~oti:weretd a warning giVEn. But the testimony of Mr. McKay substan-to direct the collectors of customs or other appropnate authorr es o . . . . • 

accord the treatment of a ves.s.el of a belligerent, including internment, . tiated by a Mr. Howard, lS all the ev1denee there was to show 
to any vessel of foreign register. in, or hereafter arriving in, a port or that there was no notice of a blast to be set off. And all the 
any territ!>rial waters of the U~Ited States, when such vessel is actin~. obJ·ection at anv- time against this claim in th~ committee or in or preparmg to act, or attemptmg to act, or intending upon departure · .,. . ff 
from the jurisdiction of the United States to act as a tender to the any other place was made by the friends of the pa:~;ty who set o 
armed forces of a belligerent, N. otherwise. to act in aid of the prose- the blast in protecting his position. He claimed he had shouted 
eution of hostilities. shortly before. a.nd that McKay should have beard, but I submit 

Then in the last paragt•aph, on page 3. the words "and to all there is no man who is going to- walk into a b.last of dynamite 
air spaces that fall " are stricken out, and that seems to J?le to · if he knows it. 
be the most important amendment that is. made. b~cause It ex- This. $1,500 is a sman pittance. to give· to a man who has. had 
eludes from this jurisdiction the control of the air and aero- : to stump along for 11i1· years on one- leg. And T will say now 
planes, which was in the original resolution. that if an-ybody is going to, hire a carpenter he is. not going to 

I am not here to say that, in my judgment,. the Senate ~ave . fiire a one-legged carpenter. He, walking around on a wooden 
perfected this resolution or improved it; but we are withi!-1- a [ leg with cane or crutch, is a living demonstration of the fact 
few hours. of adjournment, and if the President of the Uruted I that tn.is Government owes an unpaid debt. 
States, who has the responsibility of this matter ln hand, is , T.hls claim has been before the. comrnitte.e and reported by the 
willing to agree to these amendments, then, considering the late- ' committee and we have the · report of Gen. 1\fackenzie, of the 
ness of the hour and the proximity of final adjournment, I think United s.t~tes .Army. He says: 
it is the part of wisdom fo.r the House to accep.t them. 1 am quite sure that t.he accident was not the result of any negligence. 

1\fr. Speake1·, I move the previous. question. on his part. . · . 
The previous question w..as c;n·de;ed. . . . And just a little _above this is-the Senate report in the Sixty--
The SPEAKER. The question IS on concurrmg m the Senate . . third Congress, which says: 

amendments. d t Clearly justice in this instance has been too long delayed. 
The Senate amendments were agree o. . I h th .11 b b · ti t th 1 · d th t th · 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the ti.tle. will be amended . ?Pe ere Wl e no o Jec on ° e c arm an a e 

· nf •t 'th th t t blll -w1ll pass. 
m co ormi Y WI ~ ex · The SPEJA.KER. Is there objection 7 

There was no objection. .M 11.r"' ,..TN Re · th · ht to b · t .JU s Jr, this 
On motion of Mr. UNDERWOOD, a motion to reconsider the vote . r. J.n:.n-;-,. •• · servrng e rig o Jec • r . . pea ~r~ . _ 

b h' h the Senate amendments were concurred in waB laid man was llllUied and kept on the pay roll af~er he was InJured 
Y w IC · · for many years. I do not know whether he IS still on the pay 

on the table. roll or not. Under the ueneral ·eompensation law he would not PETER M'KAY. ~ 
, have received this sum of money if he had been injured since 

Mr. F.A.LOONER.' 1\fr. Speaker~ I ask unanimous consent for the compeRsation was enacted. 
~present consideration of the bill (S. 2589-) for the relief of Mr. FALCONER. He would surely have received $600. 
Peter McKay, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. Mr. MANN. I am unwilling, so far as I am concerned, to 

The Clerk read as follows: make ft a pure matter of favoritism, appealing to a particular 
Be it enactet:l, etc.,_ That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is Member of Congress to see how much somebody shall be paid,. 

hereby authorized and directed to pay, ont of any money in the Treas- · th th d 
ury not otherwise approQriated. to Peter McKay, or his legal representa- and pay them more because they· do that an ey woul re
tives, the sum of $2,1500 . as full compensation for permanent Injuries ceive under a g;eneral compensation act. I have objected to all 
received by the said McKay on the 5th day of May, 1904, at Fort f th b'lls and shall continue to do so Worden in the State of Washington, b:y: being struck with a large piece 0 ese I • · 
of log hurled by the explosion of an excessive blast of powder- discharged l\Ir. FA.L'CONER. Will the gentleman yield? 
without warning by employees of the United States Government engaged Mr .. MANN. Certainly. 
in clearing lands at said Fort Worden unde.r the. direction and cQntrol Mr. FALCONER. We have in the State of Washington a 
of the United States Government. workman's compensation act. I was on the commission · and 

With the following committee amendment: helped draft it. For the-losing of a leg a man should certainly 
Line 6, strike out "$2,500" and insert "$1,500." get $600,. and that is all it would have amounted to 14 years 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 7 ago. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to object. Mr. :UANN. It is very specious. reasoning which leads the 
Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Sp~aker, this 1s the case of an em· gentleman to. say that it would have amounted to $1,500, even 

ployee of the United States Government, a carpenter, working with $600, 14 years ago. That has nothing to do with the ques
at F01t Worden, Wash., who had spent the day in working on tion now . . It a man had $600 14 years ago, he would not 
the cover for a searchlight, and on his way home in the even- have a cent now. Neither one: has any application to the 
mg or to the bunkhouse on the reservation, passed a place proposition. I object. 
wh~re other employees, not working with him at the time, were 
clearing land. They set off a blast of dYnamite which resulted 
in breaking McKay's leg, which was amputated a few days 
afterwards as a result of that injm·y. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this injury occurred something like 14 
years ago. This bill provides for an avpropriation of $1,500. 
If McKay received $600 14 :rears ago, it would be equivalent, 
computing interest, to $1,500 to-day. · · 

Now, we hear mucb about the workmen's. compensation act, 
and I think it is the common sentiment of the country that it 
would be a fine factor in our industrial or governmental fabric. 
The Government of the United States in this case, it seems to 
me, has owed something to Peter McKay, and I believe this 
bill ought to _pass. I think it ought to have been $2,500 instead 
of $1,500. There is not a man in the House who would willingly 
haYe a leg broken for $1,500, or for $2,500. Mr. McKay is a 
man who, \Vhen he was injured, had a home, was out of debt, 

LEAVE OF ABSEN_cE. 

Mr. LANGLEY. b-y unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab· 
. sence for one. day, on account of illness in family. 

CENTRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD. 

Mr. BOOHER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For wha.t purpose does the gentleman from 

Missouri rise? 
1\fr. BOOHER. I rise to ask unanimous consent to return to 

bill S. 5042, No. 46.7 on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous consent to 

return to No. 467 on the Unanimous Consent Calendar. Is 
there: objection?· 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the .1i.ght to-object, what is it? 
Mr. BOOHER. It is an act l~galizing ce1taiu conveyances. in 

five tewns of the State- o:E Nevada. , 
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Mr. MANN. - I · have· no objection. -
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 

Chair hears none. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Mr. BOOHER. The Senate bill was entirely stricken out, 

and I suppose it is not necessary to read anything but the 
amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the gentle
man. 

Mr. BOOHER. The Senate bill was entirely stricken out 
after the enacting clause, and an amendment offered. It is not 
necessary to read anything but the amendment, is it? 

The SPEAKER. No. 
Mr. BOOHER. Just read the amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment in the 

nature of a substitute, which includes everything after the 
enacting clause. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
S. 5042. Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
"That all conveyances heretofore made on or before January 1 1885, 

by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. of California, the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co., or the Central Pacific Railway Co., or the Contract & 
Finance Co., to the extent that the conveyances of the latter company 
were founded upon conveyances originally made by above-named rail
way companies, or either or any of them or their assigns of or concern
ing land forming part of the right of way and now within the corporate 
town or city limits of the towns or cities of Elko, Carlin, Reno, Wells; 
and Winnemuc·ca, in the State of Nevada, granted by the Government: 
by the act of Congress of July 1, 1862, entitled 'An act to aid the con
struction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri River to 
the Pacific Ocean and to secure to the Government the use of the 
same for postal, military, and other purposes,' and all other acts of 
Congress amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto are hereby 
legalized, validated, and confirmed, subject to the conditions hereinafter 
stated. 

" SEC. 2. That this act shall have no validating force until the Central 
Pacific Railroad Co. of California, or its assigns, shall file with the 
Secretary of the Interior an instrument in writing accepting its terms 
and provisions. 

" SEc. 3. That nothing herein contained shall have the effect to dimin
ish said right of way to a less width than 50 feet on each side of the 
center of the ma.in track of the railroad as now established and main
tained." 

Mr. RAKER .. Mr. Speaker, I offer the followi,ng amendment 
from the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment from the committee, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 4, line 6, . after the word " confirm," insert: 
"To the extent that the same would have been legal or valid if the 

land involved therein affected by this act had been held by the corpora
tion making such conveyances under absolute or fee simple title." 

Mr. MANN. Where does this amendment come in 7 
Mr. BOOHER. It is a com1nittee amendment. 
Mr. MANN. The amendment which is now offered? 
Mr. BOOHER. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. I want to know what it is. 
The SPEAKER. Without objection, the Clerk will again re

port the amendment. 
The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 
Mr. M.Al\TN. I am asking the gentleman to explain the amend-

ment. 
The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from California or the 

- gentleman from Missouri explain the bill? 
Mr. RAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] 

will ·explain it, 1\Ir. Speaker. 
Mr. LENROOT. I will say to the gentleman that the original 

Senate bill sought to legalize certain conveyances made by the 
Central Pacific Railroad Co. and the Contract & Finance Co. 
The Committee on Public Lands recommended a substitute lim
iting the validation of the conveyances to five towns in the 
State of Nevada where the Central Pacific Railroad Co. owned 
the fee of the abutting property as well as having. a right of 
way over it. In the Senate bill the conveyances were sought 
to be legalized to the extent only that the same would have 
been legal or valid if the land involved therein had been lH~~d 
by the corporation or person making such conveyance under 
absolute or fee simple title. In the substitute reported by the 
committee, through inadvertence as the substitute now reads, 
it attempts to validate absolutely all of the conveyances, no 
matter what defects there might have been in them or other 
equities involved, and the only purpose of the amendment is to 
validate them only in so far as they would be valid had the rail
road company owned the fee-simple title instead of the right of 
way only. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman from 

Colorado rise? 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. I want to address the House on 

this bill. I move to strike out the last word. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman is entitled to five minutes. 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I very seriously 

doubt the wisdom or justice of this bill. I fear that it will set 

a dangerous precedent · that · may be injurious in other States 
This bill ought not to be jammed through this House in th~ 
closing hours of the session in this manner. 

Mr. MONDELL. Will the gentleman from Colorado yield? 
Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado . . Yes, sir. 
1\!r. MONDELL. In these cases the railroad owned the abut

ting property in fee, so that· as a matter of fact if they had not 
had a right .of way in these particular places they ·would have 
owned it in fee anyway. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado. I will not discuss the bill in 
~eta.il. . This bill sJ:tould come from the Judiciary Committee 
mstead of the Public Lands Committee, where it had no busi
ness to go. I have received some telegrams denouncing this 
bill in very strong terms, and attacking the good faith of it. 
I think the bill as it came from the Senate was a bad bill. 
But we have very greatly amended the bill and limited its 
scope; and in deference to the opinions of the Senators from 
my State, who are very actively supporting this bill, and every
one else in the Senate and House seem to be in favor of it 
I am not going to make a ·point of no quorum . . I simply want t~ 
voice my protest against it on behalf of a large number of 
people along the rights of way, throughout Kansas, Nebraska, 
Colorado, and Utah. 

1\fr. STAFFORD. Why does not the gentleman object to it? 
1\Ir. TAYLOR of Colorado. As a matter of fact I am simply 

calling the attention of the House to it, and to the fact that it 
looks to me as though it may be a scheme for the purpose of 
setting a precedent for the Central Pacific Railroad and Union 
Pacific. I will not set up my judgment against the whole 
House. Maybe the bill is all right. But I warn the House 
now that this bill will be used by the railroads hereafter as· 
a precedent for further and worse legislation. 

1\Ir. LEl-.TROOT. Mr. Speaker, I do not think that the record 
ought to close with the statement made by the gentleman from 
Colorado [Mr. TAYLOR], because if the facts were as the im
pression would be given by the gentleman from Colorado I 
would agree with him in every particular. So far as this bill 
in the form now before the House makes a precedent for the 
future, it makes a precedent altogether along the lines of the 
ideas of the gentleman from Colorado and myself. The fact is 
that in previous Congresses general legislation has been enacted 
validating conveyances of the Union Pacific and Northern Pacific 
Railroads where\er they have made ·sales or attempted sales 
of their right of way. I beljeve that was an absolutely vicious 
precedent, and I will join the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
TAYLOR] at any time· in resisting legislation of that chl!racter. 
But, Mr. Speaker, this proposition as reported by the committee 
validates only conveyances made by this railroad where the 
rnilroad itself owned the fee of the abutting property. There 
are five conveyances involved. The railroad company supposed 
at that time that they had the fee of the right of way as well 
as of the abutting property, and it was not until the case of the 
United States against Townsend, in One hundred and ninetieth 
United States, that it was held that the right of way granted 
to these transcontinental railroads conveyed anything more 
than an easement, but conveyed a qualified fee, and that the 
remainder did not belong to the abutting owner, but remained 
in the Government of the United States. 

Now, the precedent that we will make by enacting this bill 
is that whenever a land-grant railroad parts with a portion of 
its right of way to an abutting owner we will validate such 
conveyance; and I would like to sec, from the :Mississippi River 
to the Pacific coast, a portion of this 400-foot right of way ·of 
these railroads taken from them if it could be done legally. 
That can not be done; but where they are willing to relinquish 
any of that 400-foot right of way to the thousands of farmers 
along these lines, I say Congress ought to \alidate such con
veyance in the interest of the abutting owners. The Department 
of the Interior has held repeatedly that the abutting owner 
owns the fee of the right of way as well as the fee to his abut
ting property. 

As I ba\e said, it was not until recent1y that the doctrine. 
has been held thttt the railroad company on these roadways 
holds a limited fee. So that this bi1l will make a . precedent 
along the lines that the gentlema"ll from Colorado believes in, 
as against the precedents that haYe been created in the cases 
of the Union Pacific and the Northern Pacific. 

The SPEAKER. The pro forma amendment is withdrawn, 
and the question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from California. 

The amendment was agreed to.-
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the substitute amend

ment as amended by the gentleman from California. . 
The question was taken, and the runendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be read a third time, was 

read ~e third time, and passed. 
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On motion of Mr. RAKER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 

.which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
1\fr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to file 

the report, to be printed in the RECORD. 
-The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman will ha"le 
that permission. 

Tb.ere was no objection, and the report is as follows: 
[House Report No. 1467, Sixty-third Congress, third session.] 

~" CE~TRAL PACIFIC RAILROAD CO. 
Ur .. RAKER, fro~ the Committee on the Public Lands,· submitted the 

fol±~~~~i;.~fJ~~ on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill 
(S. 5042) legalizing certain conveyances heretofore made by the Cen
tral Pacific Railroad CQ. and others within the State of Nevada, having 
bad the same under consideration, beg leave to report it back to 
the House with the recommendation that all of the· bill after the en
actin~ clause be stricken out and that the following be inserted as a 
substitute for the original bill. The substitute to be inserted is as 
follows: 

" That all conveyances heretofore made on or before January 1, 1885, 
by the Central Pacific 'Railroad Co. of California, the Central Pacific 
Railroad Co., or the Central Pacific Railway Co., or the Contract & 
Finance Co., to the extent that the conveyances of the latter company 
were founded upon conveyances originally made by above-named railway 
companies, or either or any of them, or their assigns of or concern

·ing land forming part of the right of way and now within the corporate 
town or city limits of the towns or cities of Elko, Carlin, Reno, Wells, 
and Winnemucca, in the -State of Nevada, granted by the Govern
ment by the act of Congress of July 1, 1862, entitled 'An act to aid 
the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Missouri 
River to the Pacific Ocean and to secure to the Government the use 
of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,' and all other 
acts of Congress amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto are 
hereb3f legalized, validated, and confirmed, subject to the conditions 
hereinafter stated. 

" SEC. 2. That this act shall have no validating force until the Cen
tral Pacific Railroad Co. of California, or its assigns, shall file with the 
Secretary of the Interior an instrument in writing accepting its terms 
and provisions. 

" SEC. 3. That nothing herein contained~ shall have the effect to 
diminish said right of way to a less width than 50 feet on each side 
of the center of the main track of the railroad as now established and 
maintained." 

The committee recommends that the substitute do pass. 
Senate bill 5042 was referred to the Department of the Interior by 

Hon. Scott Ferris, chairman Committee on the Public Lands of the 
House, and on August 19, 1914, Hon. A. A. Jones, First Assistant 
Secretary, Department of the Interior, made report thereon, which 
report is as follows : 

Ron. SCOTT FERRIS, 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
Washington, August 19, 1914. 

Chairmat~ aommittee on P1tblic Lands, 
House of Representatives. 

MY DEAR MR. FERRIS: I have yoor favor of the 15th instant, trans
mitting Senate bill 5042, with a request for a report thereon, together 
with such expression of views as may be held by the department rel
ative thereto. 
. This bill, entitled "An act legalizing certain conveyances heretofore 
made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within the State of 
Nevada," bas for its purpose the validation of certain contracts and 
conveyances entered into or executed l>y said railroad company or its 
assigns, of lands forming a part of the right of way conferred upon said 
company by the act of Congress of July 1, 1862, entitled "An act to 
aid in the construction of railroad and telegraph lines from the 
Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean, and to secure to the Government 
the use of the same for postal, military, arid other purposes " (12 Stat., 
489), and othe\" acts of Congress amendatory thereof. 

The Committee on the Judiciary in the Senate considered this bill, 
and with some slight amendments submitted a favorable report, where
upon it passed the Senate in its present form August 7, 1914. 

The conditions· now existing that call for legislation of tbiG character 
arose in the following manner: The right of way conferred upon the 
Central Pacific company was a strip of land 200 feet in width on each 
side of the center line of its road, but the entire width was not regarded 
as necessary by the company at all places for railroad purposes, and 
at a number of points, where important towns on the line of road now 
exist, portions of the ri~ht of way were transferred by the company 
as a part of such town s1tes, which are now occupied by improvements 
of various kinds and of great value. 

Whatever views may have been entertained as to the authority of a 
railroad company to dispose of any portion of its right of way prior to 
the decision of the United States Supreme Court In Northern Pacific 
Railway Co. v. Townsend (190 U. S., 267), the question is now put at 
rest, the court holding : 

" Manifestly the land forming the right of way was not granted with 
the intent that it might be absolutely disposed of at the volition of 
the company. On the- contrary, the grant was explicitly stated to 
be for a designated purpose, one which negated the existence of the 
power to voluntarily alienate the right of way or any portion thereof. 
The substantial consideration inducing the grant was the perpetual 
use o! the land for the legitimate purpose of the railroad, just as 
tbougli the land had been conveyed in terms to have and to hold the 
same so long as it was used for the railroad right of way." 

This decision was cited and followed, the above language being 
quoted, in the later decision, Northern Pacific Railway Co. v. Ely (197 
U. S., 1). Congressional action, therefore, is the only relief in the case 
of titles of this character. · 
· A bill (8. 7600) was introduced in the Sixty-second Congress, third 
session, for the same purpose as the one now in hand, but con
taining some other features, on which a hearing was had before the 
Subcommittee on the Judiciary. A copy of the report of this hearing 
is found with our files, from which it seems that the parties introduc
ing the bill, as well as representatives of the railroad company, were 
heard at considerable length. l t appears therefrom that no objection 
on the part of the company exists as to validating any contract or con
veyance that it bad theretofo1·e executed. On the other band, a pro
posed bill to accomplish such purposes was submitted on behalf of the 
company. 

LII--345 

The necessity of legislation of a character similar to this now pro
posed has .received favorable recognition at the hands of Congress. The 
act of April 28, 1904 ( 33 Stat., 538), provided : 

" That all conveyances heretofore made by the Northern Pacific Rail
road Co., or by the Northern Pacific Railway Co., of lands forming a 
part of the rigbt of way of the Northern Pacific Railroad granted by 
the Government by any act of Congress are hereby legalized, validated, 
and confirmed: Provided, That no such conveyance shall have effect to 
diminish said right of way to a less width than 100 feet on each side 
of the center of the main track of the railroad as now established and 
maintained." 

The bill meets with my approval, and I therefore recommend its 
passage. 

Yours, truly, A. A. JONES, 
First Assistant Secretary. 

.The bill was referred to a subcommittee for bearing. The subcom
mittee referred the bill to the Attorney General for consideration and 
report thereon by the following letter : 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
COMMITTEE 0~ THE PUBLIC LANDS, 

Washington, D. a., February 9, 1915. 
Ron. THOMAS W. GREGORY, 

Attorney General, Washington, D. a : 
MY DEAB MR. GREGORY : I am sending you herewith Senate bill 5042 

"An act legalizing ce1·tain conveyances heretofore made by the Centrai 
Pacific Railroad Co. and others· within the State of Nevada." 

This bill is now pending before the Committee on the Public Lands 
~~al~~!~use and referred to a subcommittee on which I am acting as 

I am de·sirous of having a report from your department upon the bill 
as to whether or not it would in any way relieve the railway com
pames referred to of their duties under their grants if this legislation 
were enacted, and whether or not a bill by these provisions in any way 
or by any reason. or any possible construction be against the· interest of 
the Government m favor of the railroad companies or relieve them of 
any duty or responsibility by reason of the Gove·rnment taking affir·ma
tive action, as contemplated by the proposed le~islation. 

An early reply is solicited, to the end that the committee may have 
the benefit of your opinion at an early date. 

Am sending you copy cf the hearings taken on similar bill, which 
kindly return with your opinion. · 

I am, yourlc', most truly, JOHN E. RAKER, 
Member of aongress. 

. After further conside'ration by the subcommittee, a further letter was 
d~rected to t~e A_ttorney General, with a proposed substitute for ~enate 
blll 5042, wbrch letter and proposed substitute follow : 

HOUSE OF REPRESE~TATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
COMMITTEE ON THE PUBLIC LANDS, 

Washingto1~, D. a., Februat·y 19, 1915. 
Hon. THOS. W. GREGORY, 

Attorney General, Washington, D. a. 
MY DEAR Mr. GREGORY : On February 9, 1915 I wrote you in reooard 

to Senate bill 5042, "An act legalizing certain conveyances by"' the 
Central Pacific ~ailroad Co. and others within the State of Nevada." 

The subco~nnu.ttee, of which I am chairman, having bad this matter 
under investigation, presente-d to the full committee a tentative substi
tute for ~enate. bill 5_042 for. the consideration of the committee. 

Upon d1scuss10n this mormng, before the full committee the question 
arose as to the proposed substitute, and strike out all the towns referred 
to except the towns of Elko, Carlin, Reno, Wells, and Winnemu<'ca, as 
these last-named five towns were granted rights of way under the five 
deeds referred to on pages 28 and 29 in the bearings before the Sub
committee on the Judiciarv on the Senate bill 7600 

As the committee understood it, these five deeds 'related to land that 
was on the odd-numbered sections, which were granted to the railroad 
company by the act. 
. The question then arose as to the advisability of passing such leO'isla

tion at all, but to present a resolution forfeiting the I"ioohts or"' wa~ 
granted to the company, under act of Congress of July 1 l862 and ail 
other acts amendatory thereof and supplementary there'to ' 

The committee .then, in substance, advised that the subcommittee take 
tbe.matter up with your. office, to the end that you might go into the 
subJect matter fully relative to the present bill as it passed the Senate 
Senate bill 5042. ' 

Second. The tentative substitute. 
Third. A substitute as amended with section 2 struck out and to 

limit the towns as above specified. 
Fourth. A full report from your department relative to a resolution 

by Congress forfeiting the rights of way under the acts and amend
ments thereto, because and on account of the railroads failing to comply 
with the terms of th~ grai?t and the ul:le of the right of way exclusively 
for the purpose spec1fied m the act. 

Fifth . . The effect upon the railroad company and its successors in 
having voluntarily attempted to have sold part of the land granted by 
the right-of-way act and its nonusage thereof, and its position by volun
tarily attempted conveyances, as well as by suffering and permitting 
permanent and substantial structures and improvements within the 
limit of its right of way. 

The subcommittee is desirous of an early disposition of this matter 
and would appreciate it highly if your department could give us · an 
early as well as a full and detailed report upon the matters presented 
in this letter. 

Am sending you under separate cover bill 5042, tentative substitute 
and a copy of the bearings had before the Senate committee on Decem: 
ber 19, 1912, on Senate 7600. 

· - I am, yours, most truly (for the cori:unittee), 
JOHN E. RAKER, Member of aongress. 

That all conveyances heretofore made on or before January 1 1885 
by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. of California, the Central 'Pacific 
Railroad Co., or the Central Pacific Railway Co., or the Contract & 
Finance Co., to the extent that the conveyances of the latter company 
were founded upon conveyances originally made by the above-named 
companies, or any or either of them, or their assigns, or the Pacific 
Improvement Co., or the successors or assigns of any of them of or 
concerning land forming part of the right of way and now within the 
corporate town limits of the towns of Elko, Golcondai Battle Mountain 
Reno, Lovelock, Wells, Winnemucca, Verdi, and Pa isade, within the 
State of Nevada, granted by the Government by the act of Congress of 
July 1, 1862, entitled "An act to aid the construction of a railroad 
and telegraph line from the Missouri River to the Pacific Ocean and to 
secure to the Government t~e use of th~ same for postal, military, and 
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other purposes," and all other ads of Congress amendatory thereof or 
supplementary thereto, are hereby legalized; validated,, and confirmed, 
subject to the conditions hereinafter stated. 

SEC. 2. 'I'hat wherever any or either of said companies has heretofore 
suffered or permitted substantial permanent structures in substantiaL 
permanent improvements to be erected and maintained upon any part of 
the railroad right of way within the corporate limits of: the towns in 
section 1 of this act above named, it shall be lawful for- said com:
panies, o£ any or either of them, but wit~out consideration, to execute 
and deliver to the owner or owners of such structures or improvements 
deed or deeds of conveyance for the lands conveyed thereby, with the 
same effect as if the lands embraced therein had been originally granted 
to said companies in fee simple. , 

SEc. 3. That this act s~all have no validating force until the Central 
rncitic Railroad Co. of California or its assigns shall tile with the Sec
retary of the Interior an instrument in writing accepting its terms and 
provisions. 

SEc. 4. '.rhat nothing hereinbefore contained shall have the effect to 
diminish said right of way to a less width than 50 feet on each side 
of the center of the main track of the railroad as now- established and 
maintained. 

The Attorney General, T. W. Gregory, made report thereon, in re
sponse to both letters and substitutes on Senate hill 504.2, which report 
from the Attorney General follows : 

Hon. JonN E. RAKER, 

ATTOR~Y GENERAL'S 0FFICEJ 
Washingto11J D. O.~ Fe'brt,ary 2~, 1915. 

House of Representatives-. 
l\IY DEAR Sm : Acting as chairman of a Subcommittee of the Com

mittee on the Public Lands you have favored me with two letters, dated 
on the !>th and 19th instant, respectively, in which you request that 
I make a detailed report upon Senate bill 5042. and a proposed sub
stitute therefor (copies of which yon inclose) and render a legal 
opinion upon various questions of law which have arisen. before the. 
committee in its deliberations upon this proposed legislation. 

The Senate blll is entitled "An act legalizing certain conveyances 
heretofore made by the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and others within. 
the State of Nevada." 

The first section refers to--
(1) "All conveyances or written. agreements heretofore made by the 

Central Pacific Railroad Co. of Canfornia, the Central Pacific Railroad· 
Co., or the Central Pacific Railway Co. or the Contract & Finance Co. 
to the extent that the conveyances or written agreements of the latter 
company were founded upon conveyances or written agreements orig
inally made by the above-named companies •. or any- or either of them, or 
their assigns, or the Pacific Improvement Co., or the successors or 
assigns of any of them, of or concerning land forming a part of the 
right of way of said companies, or eith"Cr of them, granted by the 
Government by the act of Congress of J'uly 1, 1862, entitled 'An act 
to aid the construction of a railroad and telegraph line from the Mis
souri River to the Pacific Ocean and to secure to the Government the 
use of the same for postal, military, and other purposes,' and all other 
acts of Congress amendatory thereof or supplemental thereto. 

(2) "Also all conveyances or written agreements heretofore made by 
said companies, or either of them, or the successors or assigns of' any 
of them, of or concerning la.nd forming a part of the right of way, and 
within the State of Nevada, of any of said companies granted by or. 
held under any act of Congress. 

(3) "All conveyances or written agreements confining the limits of 
said right of way or restricting the same." 

' The section then concludes by declaring, as to all such conveyances 
and agreements, that they "are hereby legalized, validated, and con
firmed to the extent that the same would have been legal or valid if 
the land involved therein had been held by the corporation or person 
makin1; such conveyance or agree.ment under absolute or fee-simple 
title." 

The limited study I have been able to bestow upon this bill does not 
enable me to gather very clearly the purpose of introducing the matter. 
which I have set out in paragraphs (2) and (3) supra. The latter 
would seem to be superfluous in view of the general terms preceding. 
Paragraph (2) refers only to lands in Nevada. This limitation being 
absent in paragraph (1) the natural implication would be that that 
paragraph was intended to in"Clude lands elsewhere, which contradicts 
the title. 

In other respects, paragraph (2) seems to amount merely to a gen
eral reiteration of what is contained in paragraph (1), save in these 
respects: (a) That paragraph (1) in referring to conveyances and 
agreements by the Contract & Finance Co., is expressly confined to such 
as were founded on conveyances or agreements of the "above-named 
companies " (evidently meanin~ the three railroad companies), while 
paraaraph (2) omits this reStrlCtion; and (b) that paragraph (2) re
fers to a right of way granted by "any act of Congress," whereas para
graph (1) refers to the right of way granted by the act of July 1, 18{)2, 
and its amendments and supplements. 

The first section of the proposed substitute, which you have sub
mitted to me in typewriting, obviates most-of these suggestions. It re
fers only to conveyances of land situate within the corporate limits of 
certain specified towns in NevadaJ and forming part of the right of 
way granted by the act of July 1, ~862, and the acts in. amendment and 
supplement thereof. I think, however, that, without changing the 
sense,. the form of this section might be improved In some respeds. 

Section 2 of the Senate bill provides that where any of u said com
panies" has permitted permanent structures or improvements to be 
erected: or maintained " upon any part of the railroad right of waY' 
above mentioned" it shall be lawful for "said companies," o · any of' 
them, but without consideration, to execute conveyances to the owners 
of such structures or improvements for the lands covered thereby, and 
" such additional lands, if any, as may be reasonably. necessary f01: use 
In connection therewith, with the same eirect as if the lands embraced 
therein had- been originally g.rn.nted' to said companies in fee." 

Section 2 of th~ substitute is to the same elfect, except that it is con
fined to lands within the towns named in section 1, and to such as are 
covered (the word "conveyed" here is evidently a clerical error) by 
the structures or imp1;ovem.ents. The provision for comreyance of addi
tional lands " reasonably· necessary," etc., is omitted. 

Section. 3 of the substitute provides that the act shall have no vall
dating force " until accepted in. writing by the Central Pacific Railroad 
Co. of Callforni!ll or its assigns/' T~ere_ is no equivalen t Pl'Ovision in 
t he Senate bill. 

I'..egislative· precedents a:re found in. the act of" Ap~T 2S~ 1904: (33 
Stat., 538), construed and, apJ;!lled in Northern P~c v El.y (197 
U. S., 1), and th'C act of- J une 24; ~912 (aT' Stat., 13 ,- construed but 

held inap~licable in Union Pacific v. Laramie Stockyards Co. (2.31 U.s., 
1 

1~0) ; Umon Pacific v. Snow (id., 204) ; and Union Pacific v. Sides,. 
(ld., 213). 

The act of April 28, 1!>04, supra~ purported to validate all " con
veyances" theretofore made of lunas forming part of the NortherDi 
Pa~tic light of way outside of 50-foot limits from the center of the 
mam track. It was not to become effective until accepted by the com- I 
pany. It was so _accep~ed. In the Ely case it was held that, under a: ' 
Stat.e statute of limitation which operates to convey title, adverse pos
sessi~n for the required period worked a " conveyance " within the 
meamng o:f that act of Congress. 

The act of June 24, 1912, supra (which did not contemplate or obtain' 
the acquiescence of the company), purports to validate not only " con
v~yances " but also, by a separate provision, to give to adverse po es- 1 

swns the same eifect as they would have had under the State laws 1!1 
the land of the right of way had been originally granted in fee simple ' 
absolute by the United States to the railway grantee. In the case o:l! 1 
the Laramie Stockyards Co., and the others cited above :from the same 
volume-, the Supreme Court consb'Ued this latter provision as Intended 1 

to operate· prospectively only, and intimated quite stron~ly that if con,. 
strned to- be- retroactive it might be open to serious obJection on con
stitt~tional grounds. One justice dissented and three others. did not 
participate. On the other hand, the opinion indicates quite clearly that 
such an objection would not apply to the provision. va:Uda:tfng the past 
voluntary (though void) "conveyances" of the grantees. 

From this it- may be safely assumed, I think, that section 3 of the 
substitute bill is not necessary to the vali{!atlon of conve-yances in the. 
Oi'dina.I'y sense--i. e., voluntary conveyances by act of the company
whereas the presence of that section, aided by the company's acceptance 
of the act, would probably bring into play the State statute of limi-ta
tions If it operates as a " conveyance " through adverse possession. (Ely, 
case, supra.) ' 

I trust that the foregoing observations may- prove of some benefit to 
yolll" committee, and I regret that I can not go farther in responding 
to your inquiries. To answer these fully would compel me to enten 
upon a discussion of the wi dom ot the legislation now proposed, com- 1 

pare it with other legislative action which might be adopted iu
stead, and essay an opinion o~on the legal consequences. To dp this 
would violate a uniform practice of the department in respect of the 
rendition of opinions. The precedents are all against the exercise of 
this funetion exeept in the cases expressly defined by statute. Fm: 
this department to un~ertake to formulate opinions in all cases when 
requested by the committees of Congress concerning the eifeet of pro-· 
posed legislation would be' manifestly impossible. I have treated the 
present matte!."', to some extent, as an exception, because cognate ques.. 
tions were considered here w:hen the act of June 24, 1912, was before · 
the President for Executive approval. The inclosed report, dated 
June 22, 1912, signed by Assistant .Attorney General Knaebel, was pre
pared in_ pursuance ot the express. dutY! of this department to give advice 
to the President upon all matter when required by him so to do. 
From this report you will aee that the> department not only found; no 
serious objection to the act of June 24, 1912, but recommended it as 
remedial and beneficial. The report assumed that the act was entirely 
retrospective, but subsequently the Supreme Court reached a different 
conclusion in regard to the provision dealing with adverse possession, 
as I pointed out above. 

Sincerely, yours, T. W. GREGORYJ 
Attomey General. 

The PRESIDENT. 
JUNE 22, 1!>1!:!. 

SIR: I return herewith H. R . 1668!>, "An act legalizing ce-rtain con
. veyances made by the Union Pacific Railroad Co.," which was sub
mitted to the Attorner General on the 18th instant. 

From the examinatiOn which I have lreen able to make of the subject 
I am strongly of the opinion that the good features of this legislation. 
entirely overbalance the possible defeets. The extraordinary condition 
of titles along and in part overlapping the railroad company's rights of 
way in Nebraska and Colorado was clearly b1·ought out in the hearings 
before th'C House Judiciary Committee, and is graphically and, :r 
think, fairly explained in the printed reports of that committee and the 
Judiciary Committee of the Senate, to which I would invite your atten
tion. That condition is attributable to the conduct of the present com· 
pany and its predecessors. Were it not that the lands constituting 
the rights of way are theoretically affected by a public interest and in 
particular by the right of the United States to insist that they shall 
remain intact to fulfill the purposes for which they were granted, the · 
titles whieJ;t this act seeks to confirm would. be independently valid, 
either by vrrtue of the deeds and agreements madb by the comoany or
its predecessors or by virtue of the State statute of limitations and the> 
equitable doctrine of estoppel. As tt is, the company is in a position tO' 
oust not only those persons who claim strips by long-continued adverse: 
and notorious possession but even, it would seem, tllosc to whom it has 
deliberately conveyed, or with whom it has entered into solemn agree
ments, limiting its holdings (Northern Pacific v . Townsend, 190 U. s .• 
267), and this not upon the ground that the entire width is actually 
necessary to the operation. of the railroad, but because, as a matter ot 
law, that width, having been defined by Congress, is conclusively pre
sumed to be necessary. It is the implied obligation to the Govern
ment to preserve the right of way from encroachment that enables the. 
company to escape the esto]?pels which would otherwise clearly exist, 
even to the. extent of repudiating- its own deliberate agreements amt 
of dispossessing- private owners who have gone to vast expense in erect-

: ing· improvements and ~ave maintained their possession in good faitl:t 
for long· periods' of time. (Northern Pacifi·c- 'll. Ely, 197 U. S., 1.) 

By the present enactment Congress in effect declares that the-.strip.s 
in controversy are no longer deemed essential to the Federal purpo e, 
and quitclaims the Federal interest. It seems to me that thfs simply 
amounts to a withdrawal of tile shield of Federal immunity whlch. 
stands between the railroad company and the ordinary. legal and 
equitable consequences of a situation of its own. making. r do not,. · 
therefore, I)er.ceive that the company has· any just ground to complain 
of· the legislation. Its own rights, whatever they may be· independentlY, 
and whether derived from. the grant of the rights of way or the grant 
o.f the. owl-numbered sections over which they pass, can, not, of course, 1 

be aifected. I say this because the act, should it come before the courts,, , 
would be necessarily read with t he Constitution and confined to the 
subject matter with which Congress was competent to deaL The Act 
1ng Secretary of the Inter ior, in his · letter of the 20th instant, 1B ' 
apprehensive that this act may work In jury to the rlghts of owners. 
ot land ln even-numbered sections whose holdillgs abut on or are in- j 
tersected by a right of way. He assumes that such an owner is in.
t erested in t he right of way itself to such an extent t hat when any, 
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portion of It legally ..ceases to be devoted to rallwa.y uses the · full title 
to that portion will revert to him. This proposition is consistent with 
the practice of the Land Department in such cases, which bas been to 
require the entryman to count the right of way as part of his entry, 
even for the purpose of computing the purchase price if he made cash 
entry, and has made no exception of the right of way in his patent. 
On the other hand, in the Townsend case, supra, the Supreme Court 
said that the land forming the right of way "was taken out of the 
category of public lands subject to preemption and sale, and the Land 
Department was therefore without authority to convey rights therein. 
It follows that the homesteaders acquired no interest in the land 
within the right of way because of the fact that the grant to them 
was of the full legal subdivisions." 

It may be that the language quoted was broader than the occasion 
required and that the patentee has indeed a contingent right of reverter, 
as the Secretary suggests; but if this be true must it not also be true 
that his interest could not be destroyed by an act of Congress and that 
this proposed legislation, instead of tending to its destruction, wlll, in 
fact, produce such a situation as will enable the patentee to assert his 
interest for the first time successfully in the courts? Undoubtedly it 
would have been better if, in framing the act, Congress had inserted 
language expressly negativing an intention to override any legal or 
e%uitable rights of abutting owners. It appears to have assumed, in the 
a sence of any information to the contrary, the claims and titles within 
the right of way and which are sought to be validated were all either 
held by the abutting owners themselves or acquired with their consent. 
The cases in which they are held adversely to such owners, if they erlst 
at all, must be comparatively rare, and the bare possibility of their 
existence would hardly justify the postponement, and therein, perhaps, 
the ultimate denial of the relief which the act is intended to afford in 
the hundreds, if not thousands, of cases where the necessity for relief 
has been demonstrated. 

The act of April 28, 1904 (33 Stat., 538), as construed and applied 
in Northern Pacific v. Ely (197 U. S., 1), is a legislative precedent in 
all respects except that the assent of the company was there required. 
'l'o have introduced a similar provision in this act would probably have 
resulted in its indefinite suspension. Its adoption in its present form 
.was opposed by the Union Pacific Co., and that company's attitude 
appears to have been .otherwise expressed in the various actions which 
U has instituted in Colorado, Kansas, and Nebraska, and in its recent 
policy of extending its fences to include areas which have long been 
under cultivation and in the adverse and exclusive possession of farmers. 

I would invite your attention particularly to the condition of the 
titles in the city of Greeley, Colo., as described by the circuit court of 
appeals for the eighth circuit in Union Pacific v. City of Greeley (189 
Fed., 1). That case is now on appeal to the Supreme Court,_ and thus 
afi'ords a _par~llel to the Ely case, supra, which was pending in the 
Supreme Court when the act of 1904, supra, was enacted. 

For the Attorney General. 
Very respectfully, 

ERNEST K~AEBEL, 
Assistant Attorney Gene-raZ. 

The following letters were received from Senator PITTMAN and 
Ernest Knaebel, Assistant Attorney General : 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
Committee on Territories, February 25, 1915. 

Bon. JOHN E. RAKER, 
House of Representati1:es, Wcuhington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR JUDGE: I inclose you letter from Mr. Ernest Knaebel, As
flistant Attorney General, with reference to the bill for the validation 
Qt titles along the Central Pacific, which you will notice is a strong in
aorsemeiJt of the bill. Please file and consider this letter along with 
the other qocuments. 
( I called up Mr. Ferris this morning, and, while he was not there, I 
was infotmed that he intends to call a meeting, if possible, for to
morrow morning. 

I sincerely trust you will be able to push this matter. through at this 
time. 

Very sincerely, yours, KEY PITTMAN. 

Hon. KEY J;»ITTl\fAN, 
Unttea States Senate. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, 
Washitlgton, February 24, 1915. 

MY DEAR ~ENATOR: Your very informing letter concerning S. 5042 
reached me on Sunday, and I am indebted to you for the suggestions 
therein contained. 

· The Attqrney Geno·al sent a letter to Representative RAKER on the 
22d · tnstant, as early a& it could be prepared and dispatched from the 
department. He went as far as he could without violating the limita
tions placed by statute and by necessity upon the opinion-making 
function. · 

I trust you will have no difficulty in securing the legislation needed 
for your State. 

Sincerely, yours, ERNEST KNAEBEL, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

After full hearing by the full committee, the substitute for the bill 
hereinbefore set out was unanimously ordered reported, and that it do 
pass. 

The purpose of the substitute is to legalize certain conveyances by 
the Central Pacific Railroad Co. and its subsidiary town-site companies 
to individuals of town lots on portions of the Central Pacific Railway's 
right of way in five towns in the State of Nevada, the five towns 
afi'ected by the substitute being Elko.J Carlin, Reno, Wells, and Winne
mucca. These five towns are on odo-numbered sections and cover five 
conveyances made by the Central Pacific Co., and are definitely de
scribed, relative to the conveyances, date of conveyance, and description 
of the land on which they are located, as follows: 

"First, August 20 1874, the Central Pacific Co. conveyed to the 
Contract & Finance Co. the NW. ~. sec. 11, T. 19 N., R. 19 El., adjoin
ing the town of Reno, reserving only 200 feet right of way instead of 
400 feet. . 

. ·" Second,_ April 30, 1877, the Central Pacific Co. conveyed to Charles 
Crocker the N:W. !, sec. 29, T. 36 N., R. 3$ E., at Winnemucca Station, 
reserving 400 feet in width on the south side of the track, and 150 
feet in width on the north side of the track. While this reservation 
was more than 400 feet in total width, yet it was in fact a conveyance 
of the northerly 50 feet of the granted right of way on the north side 
ot the railroad for a distance through the town. 

"Third, on December 21, 1877, the Central Pacific Co. conveyed to 
Charles Crocker the SE. i, sec. 27, T. 33 N., R. 52 E., at Carlin Station, 

reserving 30.77 acres ior right ot way and station grounds, described 
by metes and bounds, which reservation is of irregular shape and is of 
200 feet and more on the north side of the track and 50 feet to 90 feet 
on the south side of the track. It follows that the portion of the 
granted 200 feet on the south side of the railroad lying south of that 
reserved by the deed was conveyed to Mr. Crocker. 

" Fourth. On J"anuary 31, 1870, the Central Pacific Co. conveyed to 
Charles Crocker ·all o:( sec. 15, T. 34 N., R. 55 E., at Elko Sta
tion, reserving 400 feet right of way for railroad· purposes, excepting 
within the town of Elkof where the reservation is of a strip of land 
on each side of the rai road tracks, as marked on the official map 
of the town. The reservation as so defined is of irregular width, rang
ing from about 175 feet at the west end to 240 feet at the east end 
of the town site, and for a distance of about 4,000 feet. 

" Fifth. On December 21, 1877, the Central Pacific Co. conveyed to 
Charles Crocker the SW. i of the SW. ! sec. 3, T. 37 N., R. 62 E., at 
Wells Station, reserving for right of way approximately 120 feet on · 
~rJe ~~r~~e st~!c~~ the track and approximately 100 feet on the south 

"These five instances constitute the only case where the Central 
Pacific Co. bas conveyed any part of the granted right of way situated 
upon and along its operated line of railroad." 

The Central Pacific Railroad under the acts of Congress of 1862 
and 1864 was granted rights of way on the public domain in the State 
of Nevada for a width of 400 feet. In addition thereto it was granted 
odd-numbered sections for 20 miles on each side of said right of way 

At that time there were practically no settlements along such right 
~!u~:!d. but it . was natural that towns would spring up along the 

The Central Pacific Railroad Co., directly tht·ough certain subsidiary 
companies and associations mentioned in the act, laid out town sites 
at various places in the State of Nevada on its odd-numbered sections. 

Some of these town sites as laid out embraced a part of the right of 
way, but in no case to exceed 100 feet. 

After these town sites were laid out the town lots were sold and 
buildings erected thereon. In course of time these towns grew and ex
tended beyond the odd-numbered sections and also continue to extend 
over the right of way to the same extent as on the odd-numbered 
sections. 

This was done with the knowledge and consent of the railroad com
pany . . Later, by decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, it 
was determined that the railroad company had no authority to dispose 
of town lots upon any portion of the right of way. Subsequent to this 
the property of the Central Pacific Railroad was leased by the Southern 
Pacific Railway Co. 

The Southern Pacific RaHway Co., without confirmation or authority 
from Congress, refused to recognize the right of the lot owners to 
occupy any portion of the right of way which bad been sold or upon 
which buildings had been constructed with the permission of the Central 
Pacific Railroad, 

The committee adopted the following statement as their view on this 
particular substitute and the action of the said railroad company as it 
i';laft;l~o~s t:ransfers of rights of way under the various acts of Congress, 

" That this act is expressly intended to and does cover only the towns 
or cities named in section 1 hereof within the State of Nevada, and Is 
not intended as and for a precedent for any other illegal and attempted 
conveyance of either or any of said companies named in this act, and 
by reason of the further fact that said named five towns or cities are 
located on Qdd-numbered sections, which sections, under the act of Con
gress of July 1, 1862, and acts of Congress amendatory thereof or sup
plemental thereto, were of the land granted to said companies with the 
ri~ht-of-way exception. That for all other violations of said right-of
way grants the title of said companies, and eacrh and all of them, to 
said right of way granted by said acts of Congress ought to be, and 
should be, for:t'elted to the United States for a plain violation of the 
expressed provisions o:t' said grant." 

It has attained usurped authority · and right of possession to all ot 
the right of way, including all lots that were sold upon the same, 
thereby casting a cloud upon the title of such lot owners, which de
stroys the market v~lue of such property. 

Under similar circumstances other railroads have instituted snits 
to eject the occupants on portions of their rights of way, and similar 
action is feared with regard to occupants on portions of the right of 
way within the five towas named. 

There is no one involved in the legislation of this bill except the 
railroad company, the Government, and owners of the lots set forth 
in ::laid substitute, also the towns and citizens thereof, so far as the 
rights of streets, roads, and alleys are involved and concerned in said 
five named towns. 

By re~son of the threats of the railroad company to institute eject
ment proceedings an emergency erlsts-tbe residents of said towns can 
escape hTeparable damage only through the passage of this substitute. 

The committee in considering this substitute realizes the emergency 
and the rights of citizens of these five towns, who are lot owners 
within this right of way, as well as that of the towns, as it relates 'to 
streets, roads, and alleys, and, so 'far as the committee is concerned, it 
does not intend, Ii.or is this substitute intended, as a precedent for 
any legislation by it on behalf of either or any of the rallroad com
panies named in the substitute or otherwise in confirmance or vall
dation of unlawful and illegal transfers or attempted transfers of land 
within the limits of the right of way under the grants of Congress 
except as In this bill specially provided. 

Your committee have taken into consideration in reporting this 
substitute the peculiar conditions surrounding the lot owners and the 
rights of streets, alleys, and roads within the five towns or cities 
named within the State of Nevada named in the substitute, and by 
reason of and on account of such conditions and not otherwise, have 
recommended and do recommend that the substitute do pass. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, an-· 
nounced that the Senate had_agreed to the report of the com
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill ( S. 4522) to amend 
an act entitled "An act to regulate commerce," approved Feb
ruary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge 
the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission, approved 
June 29, 1906. 
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The me sage also announced that the Senate had passed 
without amendment joint resolutions of the following titles: 

H. J. Res. 437. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the 
Sergeant at Arms to refund to Members of the House of Repre
sentatives amounts of money deducted from their salaries; and 

H. J. Res. 438. Joint resolution concerning estimates and ex
penditures for the Reclamation Service. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
of the following title, in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 6 54. An act to incorporate the Boy Scouts of America, and 
for otl.1er purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolutions of the ·following titles, when the Speaker 
.signed the same: 

II. R. 8811. An act to execute the findings of the CoUI·t of 
Claims in the case of Sarah B. Hatch, widow of Davis W. 
Hatch; 

II. n. 21546. An act making appropriations to supply defi
ciencies in appropriations for the fiscal yea1· 1915 and for prior 
years, and for other purposes; 

H. J. Res. 437. Joint resolution authorizing and di:recting the 
Sergeant at Arms to refund to Members of the House of Repre
sentatives amounts of money deducted from their salaries; and 

H. J. Res. 438. Joint resolution concerning estimates and ex
penditures for the Reclamation Service. 

The Speaker announced his signature to enrolled bill of the 
following title : . 

S. 2789. An act to award the medal of honor to 1\Iaj. John 0. 
Skinner, United States Army, retired. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDE ""T FOR IDS A.PPROV AL. 

1\lr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States for his approval the following bills: 

H. R. 21218. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain oldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 20643. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the llegular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors; 

H. R. 21201. An act making appropriations for the Diplomatic 
and Consular Service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916; 

H. n. 20347. A.n act makicg appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1916; 

H. R. 20189. An act making appropriations for the construc
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers 
and harbor , and for other pm·poses; 

H. R.19909. An act making appropriations for the legislative, 
executive, and judicial expen es of the Government for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1916, and for other purposes; 

H. n. 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. 21089. An act granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and certain soldiers and sailors of wars other than the Civil 
War, and to wldows of such soldiers and sailors; and 

H. R. 9899. An act to authorize the laying out and opening of 
public roads on the Winnebago, Omaha, Ponca, and Santee Sioux 
Indian Resenations in Nebraska, and on Indian reservations in 
Montana. 

M.A.LAMBO FIBE CLAIMS. 

1\Ir. VAUGHAN. 1\fr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (S. 4254) to enable the Secretary of War to 
pay the amount awarded to the Malambo fire claimants by the 
joint commission under article 6 of the treaty of November 18, 
1003, between the United States and Panama. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be H enacted, etc., That the sum <>f $53,800 be, and the same is 

hereby, appropriated, out of any money 1n the Treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, to enable the Secretary or War to pay to the Government 
of Panama for the use and benefit of the so-called "Malambo fire 

. claimants " the reduced allowances which were recommended to be 
paid to the said claimants by the joint commission under article 6 of 
the treaty of November 18, 1903, between the United States and 
Panama, as set forth on page 22 of Senate Document No. 148, Sixty
second Congress, second session, by way of compensation for losses 
suf!er·ed by said claimants 1n and by the fire which was occasioned in 
the l\Ialambo ward of the city of Panama by the fumigation of houses 
for sanitary purposes, by order and under the direction of the Isthmian 

nnal Commission, on O!" about the 12th day of January, 1906, such 
payment having been recommended by the P1·esident, upon the recom
mendations of the Secretary of War and the Attorney General, in the 

special message which was sent by the President to tbe Senate and 
House of Representatives of the United States on the 13th day of De
cember,. 1911 (printed in the aforesaid S. Doc. No. 148, 62d Cong. 2d 
sess.), m renewal of the recommendation contained in the President's 
special message of March 3, 1911, on the same subject. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
1\fr. MANN. I demand a second. 
1\fr. VAUGHAN. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 

considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\Ir. VAUGHAN. Mr. Speaker, the sixth article of our t1·eaty 

with Panama reads as follows : 
AU damages caused to the owners of private lands or private property 

of any kind by reason of the grants contained in this treaty or by rea
son of the operations of the United States, its agents, or employees or 
by reason 9f the construction, maintenance, operation, sanitation and . 
protection o! the said canal, or of the works of sanitation and protection 
herein proVIded for, shall be appraised and settled by a joint commis
sion appointed by the Governments of the United States and the Re
public of Panama, whose deci ions as to such damages shall be final 
an<?- whose awards as to such damages shall be paid solely by the 
Umted States. . 

On January 12, 1006, a house being fumigated by agents of our 
Government in conducting the work of sanitation in the city of 
Panama caught fire and was destroyed, with a number of other 
houses and considerable other property. · 

Some 45 claims tor damages, aggregating $125,000, on account 
of the destruction of property caused by the fire were presented 
against our Government. 

In accordance with our treaty with Panama, a joint commis
sion was appointed to appraise and settle the damages. 

The report of that commission, made on June 3, 1907, will be 
found on page 22 of Senate Document No. 148, Sixty-second 
Congress, second se sion, and on page 12 of Senate Docu
ment 858, Sixty-fi1·st Congress, third session. It says: 

The joint commission, being unable to determine the origin and cause 
of the fire in the Malambo district of the city of Panama on the 12th 
day of January, 1906, is of the opinion the case should be compro
mis~d, and recommends the payment by the United States of the fol
lowmg damages. 

The report names the claimants, designates the property and 
the damages done to it, and specifies the amount recommended 
by the commission to be paid to each claimant, aggregating 
$53,800; and it is accompanied by a report of the evidence 
before the commission, which will also be found in the docu
ments to which I have referred. 

As the joint commission did not make a decision but recom
mended a compromise, it is for Congress to determine whether 
it will carry out the recommendation and make an appro.Qriation 
to effect the compromise. This bill proposes to do so. 

I can not of course in the short time I have give the testi
mony in detail showing the cause of the fire, but a supplemental 
report on the bill does so ; and any gentleman who will take 
the trouble to read the extracts from the evidence contained 
in that report will find ample proof that the fire was caused by 
our agents in conducting the work of fumigation. 

The letter of Attorney General Wickersham to President 
Taft, found on pages 12-15, Senate Document No. 148, Sixty
second Congress, second session, shows that he had carefully 
read the evidence before the commission. 

In that letter .he says: 
An examination of the testimony before the joint commission leaves 

little doubt that the fire was the result of the fumigation by the Gov
ernment officers-

And so forth. 
In another paragraph he says : 
There is practically no doubt that the claimants lost their property 

and homes through the neglig~nce of the agents of the Government . 
fumigating their houses. 

It may be said, it has been said, that our commissioners who 
heard the evidence would not make a finding to that effect, but 
said they "were unable to determine the origin and cause of 
the fire." I answer that they were sufficiently convinced of 
the justice of the claims and of the origin and cause of the fire 
to make them recommend the compromise for which this bill 
provides. Having read the evidence myself, I am unable to 
explain their statement that they were unable to determine the 
origin and cause of the fire, unless it be true, as Mr. Wicker
sham says in his letter, that it is evident from the proceedings 
before the commission that the hearing proceeded upon the 
theory that the liability of the Government was dependent upon 
the fire being caused by " the negligence of the employees of the 
Isthmian Canal Commission in carrying on the necessary work 
of fumigation," and that the commission was unable to deter
mine whether such employees were negligent or not, although 
there was testimony indicating that they were. 

Attorney General Wickersham recommended to President 
Taft that he ·urge upon Congress the propriety of making an 
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appropriation to carry out the recommendation ot t):ie jQint 
colllmission, and the Pre$ident concurred in :Ws reeollll)1enda
tion. 

The present Secretary of War, 1\Ir, Gan·ison, in a letter to 
President Wilson of date Fehruary 21, 1914, s~ys: 

This matter has been considered by various adminlstrative officers 
and the payment of the claims has met the approval of former Presi
dents Taft and Roosevelt and former Secretaries of War Wrigllt, Dick
inson, and Stimson. 

In his letter of l\Iarch 3, 1914, he says: 
All those who hav~ handled, this case in the past feel that there is an 

equity wllich wool". be settle(\ by the b1lls which are now before Con
gress, and fyom my study of the case I am lnollned to a~ree in this 
opinion. 

The Committee on Foreign Affairs referred this matter to a 
subcommittee, which examined into the matter thoJ,"Oughly &.nd 
reported in favor of the bill, and the committee so reiwrtoo the 
bill to the House. 

I wish to state to the House that from a carefUl examination 
of the evidence, as a member of the subcommittee to which the 
bill wa~ referred, I have no doubt tnat t)le fire was caused by 
the work of fumigation conducted by the agents of our Gov
ernment. Whether it was due to negligence of such a,gents or 
not is immaterial. U it be sai(,} that the law does not hold the 
Government liable for negligence of its agents-and I know the 
authorities are to that effect-it is also true tbat when destruc
tion of property has been caused by negligence of officers, Con
gress has recognized the justice of making compensation, and 
has done so, though there was no legal liability ou the part of 
the Government. 

But in this case our treaty with Panama obligates us to pay 
all damages by reason of the operations of the United States~ 
its agents or employees, or by reason of the works of sanitation 
provided for in the treaty. 

Mr. MANN. l\fr. Speaker, I have been down to Panama a 
number of times. I went down there before our Government 
took hold to do anything, and have been down there several 
times since. The city of Panawa is a very respectable-looking 
city at the present time, well paved, healtlly, pretty well taken 
care of. It was a disreputable old 4ole when we went down 
tllere, filthy, muddy, not paved, unhealthy, disagreeable, stink
ing, and every move we make toward bettel'iug the condition 
of the people tl1ey whine about and want us to pay for tb.e 
privilege of benefiting them. We have a treaty~ narrated by 
my friend from Texas [Mr. VAUGHAN), under which we as
sumed certain obligations. Nobody pretends that under the 
terms of that treaty we are un(ler any obligation to pay these 
claims. The treaty provides that a commission shall make a 
finding, and if they find that we have to pay the money, then 
we pay it, but there never has been a pnding by that com
mission or any of the other numerous commissions we llave 
down there, that there wa;; money due from us to an.y ot the 
people there that we ]lave not paid. In this case we were 
endeavoring to clean up Panama and get yellow fever out of it. 
They were fumigating in some of the houses. Tlley b&.ve au 
open brazier or charcoal stove every few feet or every few 

. inches down there. A fire started. The people whose places 
were burned insisted that our fumigators set it on fire through 
carelessness. I do not know whether they did ot· uot, and the 
gentleman from Texas does not know, and i:f he <lld, it would 
not cut any figure here. The matter was left to the com
mission. They had the right to find that we were under obliga
tion to pay for the fire, although our Attorney General said 
they cUd not have that right. I do not say that they had it, 
but tlley had the right to make the finding. The commission, 
after hearing all the evidence, could not make the finding that 
the fire was caused by our fumigators. These commissions of 
ours that are down in Panama are pretty well treated. They 
are wined and dined and they draw a good salary for .staying 
there. Nearly all of their decisions are rather against the 
United States, but with all this they could not make a finding 
that we were liable, so they adopted the lazy man's trick. 
·Finding no liability on the part of the Government they said 
they thought that we ought to pay ]lalf. If we owe anything, 
we owe $103,000-is not that the amount? 

Mr. VAUGHAN. The claims were $125,000. 
Mr. MANN. Yes; $125,000. The commission recorrunenda 

the payment of $53,800. 
Mr. VAUGHAN. In the way of a compromise. 
Mr. MANN. Oh, no. 
Mr. VAUGHAN. I beg the gentleman's pardon. 
Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman,s pardon. They recommend 

it as a gratuity. They say tbat the case ought to be com
promised. t understand that; but they recommend it as a 
gratuity. They nave not been able to find any obligation 

against us to pay the cla.iJD. Tb.e commission recommended that 
we pay thit:~ amotint of $53,800, aud their report is : 

The joint cQm~tssiQn b~ing unable to determine tue origin and cause 
pt the fire. 

Well, the only obligation we llave under any condition is 
when they ~n. determi:oe the origin and cause of the fire, and 
find if that caused it. Why, anybody tbat goes around the 
~;~treets of J?anama wonders· that every house is not burned up 
every plght. You !;lee fire in a little pot everywhere, with chil
drei!. crawling around. I suppose they learn to keep away from 
them, because the children are naked and would get burned 
if they touched the pots, But there ls no obligation on om· 
part. Now, we have made a good many gratuities to Panama. 
I do not think we owe them any more than we owe them. 
Of cou1·se I llfJ.derstand that wben we come to dealing with our 
foreign relations that the State Department-and I am not 
!'eferring- partic-ularly .to the PJ.'esent State Department, but 
every State Pepartment~rerommends the payment of any claim 
any foreigner makes again~t the United States. They ha\e 
done it fol' yea1·s. Tb.is is the way they look at it. l read a 
lette1.· from the attorney in this case, a very estimable gentle
wan, wbic4 be wrote to tbe Secretary• to the . President, and 
wbich closes. like this. This show~ the attitude which these 
people have toward Congress, toward tbese claims. It says: 

I feel sure that if the mutter were brought to the personal attention 
of the President he would, in view o:t: tbe unusual circumstances of 
this case, inforQJ Congress, as suggested by the S~cretary of War, what 
it should do iA behalf of the sutrerers. · 

Why, we uever ctlarged him with getting as raw as that, 
that the claims attorney s]lould ask tne PreSident to inform the 
Congress what it should do, and not recommend to us. That is 
theil~ attitude. But the Secretal'y of War took quite a different 
position. He reported that iu the absence of an award pay
ment for tllese claims under a treaty provisi_on could not be 
maQ.e, as such treaty p1.·ovision requires specifically that claims 
may be wade only on a definite award by tb,e cru:nmission. 
That is Secretary Garrison. Re found that there was no 
award and no liability on the part of our Government, Attor
ney General Wic~ersham made the same finding. There was 
no award and uo liability on the part of our Government. 

Now, Attorne~ General Wickersham, at the solicitation of 
attorneys, and so forth, thought that as a mutter of justice we 
might make them a J?resent of this money. I am satisfied that 
we did uot burn the buildings. I am satisfied that we did not 
owe them a cent. We have remade their town. We have spent 
our money doing it. Now they want us not to pay a claim 
tllat is a legal claim, though they have a treaty with us, but 
they just want us to present them with this much money, of 
which the cJairnant probably will receive a modest proportion, 
and those who are and have been interested will receive a fair, 
at least, compensation. 

I am unwilling to present gratuities just at present to the 
people in the United States. I can see no reason why we should 
give to people in Panama money which we would not give if 
the occurrence happened i:u the Umted States and American 
citizens were involved. We bave done enough for them when 
we fulfill our obligations without making presents to them . 

1\:lr. Spea~e1·, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. VAUGHAN. Mr. Speaker, I shall take only a few min, 

utes to reply to the gentleman from lllinois. I should like to 
1 inquire of. the gentleman if he proposes to use any more of his 
time? I will close, I suppose, in one speech. 

Mr. MANN. I had. not thought that ·I would. Is the gentle-
man himself going to close now? 

Mr. VAUGHAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. MANN. That is all right. 
M:r. VAUGHAN Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois 

seems to misunderstand the whole matter. I said in my open
ing sta tement that the jo_int commission had not made an award. 
If it had done so, there would have been no necessity for Con
gress to act in the matter. The award would have been 
ordered paid by the comptroller out of an appropriation made 
each year to pay for conducting our operations in Panama. 
But it is owing to the fact that the commission did not make 
any award, but recommended that these cases be compromised, 
that it is necessary for Congress to act in order to carry out 
the recommendation of the commission. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. l\i.A,NN] says that the com
mission recommended donations to the claimants in tbis case 
as mere gratuities. Re is in error about that. The report of 
the commission will be found on page 22 of the Senate docu
ment to which I have referred. It says the commission is of 
the opinion ·that the case should be compromised, and recom
mends the payment of the following damages, and names one 
by on.e the claimants, and specifies the property that was in .. 
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jured or destroyed, and what particular injury was done to it, 
and names the amount it recommends to be paid to each par
ticular claimant in compromise of his claim. Of course, if 
there had been an award, it could have been paid, but the ques
tion before Congress is whether or not we will make an appro
priation for the purpose of carrying out the recommendation of 
the commission that the case be compromised. 

The gentleman says we have cleaned up Panama and that the 
commi sion would not find that the fire was caused by our 
agents. I answer that our joint commission was sufficiently 
convinced that it was caused by our agents to make them make 
the recommendation that these cases be compromised. 

If Congress refuses to carry out the recommendation of the 
commission, another joint commission will have to be ap
pointed. Certainly the gentleman would not contend that the 
Government can not compromise claims against it arising 
under its treaties. It is true that our treaty does not obligate 
us to pay until there is an award, but it does bind us to appoint 
members of a .joint commission and to pay the awards of such 
commission. Any joint commission will be composed of an 
equal number of members appointed by each Government. Of 
course we are not bound by treaty to pay until there is an 
award by a joint commission. If a joint commission had 
already made an award, it would be a violation of our treaty 
for the Government to refuse to pay. Can we escape responsi
bility just because our commissioners refuse to make an award? 
Though they refuse to make an award, they recommended that 
the claims be compromised and that certain specified amounts 
be paid. The question is, Shall these claims be compromised? 
Shall we carry out the recommendation of the joint commis
sion? The gentleman from Illinois says he is satisfied that the 
agents of the Government did not set the house on fire. Read 
the evidence before the commission. You will find it in the 
Senate document to which I have referred. You will find 
ample proof, not only by interested but by disinterested wit
nesses, that the fire was caused by our officers engaged in the 
work of fumigation. I know there is some conflict in the 
testimon·y, but I undertake to say that every lawyer who bas 
practiced any considerable time knows that in almost every 
case involving a hotly contested issue of fact somebody swears 
falsely. You will find false testimony in favor of and against 
the claimants in the record of the evidence before the commis
sion. A witness for the Government swore that the fire 
originated in the house adjoining the house that was being 
fumigated. Yet the man who lived in that adjoining house, 
a member of the fire company, testified that he came to his own 
house after the fire alarm sounded, put on his fi:re clothes, and 
then joined in fighting the fire; that his bouse was not ·on fire 
when he came home, but the adjoining house that was being 
fumigated was on fire and burned down; that his house caught 
from it; and that after the fire a part of his house was remain
ing. I repeat that any man who will examine this evidence will 
find. ample proof that the fire was caused by the fumigating 
agents of the Government. Whether they were negligent or not 
is immaterial. The treaty makes us responsible for damages 
for the destruction of property under such circumstances 
whether our agents were gullty•of negligence or not. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
The question is, Will the House suspend the rules and pass this 
bill? ' 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. MANN) there were-ayes 62, noes 52. 

1\Ir. VAUGHAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask for tellers. 
Tellers were ordered, and the Speaker appointed Mr. VAUGHAN 

and Mr. JoHNSON of Washington. 
The House again divided; and the tellers reported-ayes 76, 

noes 61. 
Accordingly, two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the mo

tion to suspend the ru~es and pass the bill was rejected. 
ARMY OFFICE.RS WHO SERVED IN THE CIVIL WAR. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 6857) authorizing the 
retirement from active service, with increased rank, of officers 
now on the active list of the Army who served in the Civil War. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The bill was read, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That any officer now on the active list of the Army 

who served not less fhan 100 days in the Regular or Volunteer forces 
of the United States during the Civil War and prior to April 9, 1865, 
who was honorably discharged therefrom, and who shall since have 
served not less than 40 years as a commissioned officer of the Regular 
Army, shall, at his own request, be placed on the retired list of the 
Army, with the rank of major general. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. :MANN. Reserving the right to object, if the gentleman 

from Ohio desires to make a statement I will reserve my objec
tion. 

Mr . .ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, it is after 2 o'clock in the 
morning, the Members worn and weary; I know it is no time 
to attempt to make very much of a speech. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. I do. 
Mr . .1\f.A.NN. I never saw the House in better condition to 

listen to a good speech. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. The Members here nppear to be in good 

humor, including the gentleman from lllinois, for which I am 
very thankful. 

Mr. MANN. I am always in a good humor. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, this bill proposes to retire 

any officer of the Army who served 100 days or more in the Civil 
War and who has been a commissioned officer in the Army for 
more than 40 years . . 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Speaker, how many of these men are 
there? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I was about to say that there is at this 
time, of all that great army, but one man living who would be 
the beneficiary of this bill. That one is Col. John L. C~m, who 
is the only soldier of the Civil War now in the service. 

Mr. MADDEN. Why does not the gentleman bring in a bill 
to retire the men who were officers in the Civil War who have 
been struggling along to make a livelihood in pi·ivate life? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speake.r, as I stated, there will be but 
one beneficiary of this bill, if it is enacted into law, as I trust 
it will be and believe it should be. That one was a boy who at 
the age of 10 ran away from home and, after frequent refusals, 
was accepted into an enlistment as a drummer boy in the Oivil 
War. While in the service he received several wounds, and at 
the conclusion of the war he received an honorable discharge. 
In 1871, by Executive order, the President of the United States, 
Gen. Grant, commissioned this young soldier as a second lieu· 
tenant, and for 44 years he has been in active service. There 
is not a stain- uiJon his record as a soldier or as a citizen. I 
want to say that, in my judgment, there is not living to-day a 
soldier of the Civil War who is better known if as well known 
or as much loved and admired by the soldiers of the Civil War 
and tens of thousands of people who enjoy his acquaintance as 
the drummer boy of Chickamauga. 

Mr. HAMLIN. What rank has he now? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. He will retire next August with the rank 

of a brigadier general. This bill proposes to retire him as a 
major general, which is one rank higher than that which he will 
receive on retirement under existing law. 

Mr. HAMLIN. What. increase in pay will that give him? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. I believe $1,000, but I am not certain. 
Mr. HAMLIN. A thousand dollars a year? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Is he a colonel now? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes. 
Mr. HAMLIN. What pay does he-now get? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. My impression is that he receives $4,500. 
Mr. HAMLIN. If this bill should pass, what pay would he 

draw when he retires? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. When he retires he receives three-quarters 

pay--
Mr. HAMLIN. Of this advanced rank? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes. 
Mr. HAMLIN. Does the gentleman know what difference 

that would make in his pay? 
1\Ir. ASHBROOK. Somewhere about $750. 
Mr . .1\f.A.NN. The pay of a retired major general is $7,500. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. His present pay is $4,500. He would 

retire, as all Army officers do, with one rank higher than he 
had at the retirement. This would increase his rank just 
one grade. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure that no more gracious thing could 
be done in the · concluding hours of the Sixty-third Congress 
than to recognize the long and honorable service of this dis
tinguished soldier. I think I do not overstate the truth when 
I say that there has never been a complaint or a charge of any 
kind against him as an officer during all the 45 years which 
he has served, and he has been located in many different pa1.ts 
of the United States, where thousands of admiring friends 
would feel highly pleased to learn the " drummer boy " retires 
from this long service as a major general. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. .1\lA~TN. Reserving the right to object, I would like 

to ask the gentleman a question. What is this officer doing now? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. He is in the ·war Department, here in 

the city; in the Quartermaster's Department. 
1\Ir. MANN. How long has he been in the Quartermaster's 

Department? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. I think he has been in the city five or six 

years. 
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Mr. MANN. I do not mean how long has he been in ~ash
lington, but how long has he been in the Quartermaster s De
']:>artment? 

Mr. ASHBROOK. I understand for a number of -years. 
Mr. MANN. He is a colonel? 
1\fr. ASHBROOK. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. We have already passed a law that when re

tired he shall be retired one grade above the rank that he now 
h~d& . 

1\fr. ASHBROOK. That was not done for his benefit. 
Mr. 1\IANN. It was passed tor the benefit Of an the . officers? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Yes. 
Mr. 1\fANN. .He is one of them, is he not? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. "Yes. 
1\fr. MANN. It was not a ·.bill like this that did not cover 

nnybody else, but he gets the benefit of it. 'He is ~lready en
titled to be retired at one grade above ·the rank which he now 
holds. · . . 

Mr. ASHBROOK. That applies :to all officers m the ·service. 
Mr. MANN. Yes; a number of distingu~shed ~ffi.cers in the 

Army, some of whom are now .on the retired list. ~oes the 
gentleman think there is any reason why 'we should give Col. 

~clem two advances and then give some other officer ·who really 
did great service only one? 

.Mr. ASHBROOK. 'I ·do · not think .it 'is fair to ~ay t~nt we 
give Col. Clem two advances. This 'bill would only giVe him one. 

Mr. MANN. I did ·not say tw.o advances over what .any o~er 
officer received. I think 'Col. Clem is .in .great luck -to ·be reti_red 
as a brigadier general when he is a colonel. HeretiFesasa bTiga

..O.ier general and 'has the ne-rve to -ask us ~o retire J?.m as a ~ajor 
general. If he had as much nerve ·when he went mto l.the Army, 
I do not wonder--

.Mr. ASHBROOK. He had the nerv.e to run a way !from !home 
and enlist in the war when 10 years old. 

1\fr. MANN. I think he had ; I admire him for going .in, s:nd 
I have ·no -reflections .to pass tupon Col. -Clem. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Y.es. 
1\fr. PARKER of New Jersey. Does the gentleman know that 

on the' Toll of fil'St lieutenants on :the retired list [ find one ~hat 
entered ·the Army in 1854 and was _retired for wounds received 
iii the ·service as a first lieutenant. :Another one who entered 
the Army in 1862 was retired ·as a ':first lieut~nant; another 
entered in 1861 und was ·mustered out and .retired as a first 
lieutenant-lost his left arm 'fr.om wounds in line of duty. An-
· other entered the Army in 1861, ·and I could go on and give you 
'R 'long 'list of lieutenants retired, a gneat m~y captain~ .and 
majors, and men retired 1for woUiids received ·m the service at 
that time and no bill is brought to ·take care of those men who 
_got on th~ retired list because of wounds in the service. 

It seems to me that to bring in a special bill ·for a man who 
bas the opportunity -to serve and · keep healthy ·for 40 years and 
then be retired at the end of that 'time with an .advanced rank 
is one of those bills that interferes with the regular promotion 
of the Army. It makes me think of Hamlet's rema1·k, " Oh, 1 
my offense is rank; it smelleth up to Heaven." · 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. l\IANN. I object. 
Mr. ASHBROOK. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend ·the .rules 

and pass the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second . demanded? 
Mr. MANN. I demand a second, although I am willing to 

take the vote now. We have discussed the matter sufficiently, 
I think. 

Mr. ASHBROOK. 1Ur. Speaker, I am quite willing to take 
the vote. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending ·the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
AsH:BnooK) there were-ayes 62, noes '64. 

So, two-thirds not having voted in favor thereof, the motion ' 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill was rejected. 

DANIEL THEW WRIGHT. 

1\ir. BEALL of Texas. M.r. Speaker, I call up a report from 
the Committee on the Judiciary on House resolution 446, direct
ing the Committee on the Judiciary -to inquire and report 
whether the action of this House is necessary concerning .the 
alleged official misconduct of Daniel Thew Wright, and I move 
the adoption of the report (No.' 1191) and ask .that the -Cle.rk 
report the finding of the subcommittee. 

The SPEAKER. The .Clerk will read the conclusions of the 
committee. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be discha,rged from 

further consideration of and action _under House resolution 446. 

rt'he SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso
-lution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
"MESSAGE FROM THE ,SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Semite had passed without amendment 
bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 21200. An act quieting title to a certain tract of land 
-located in the city ..of Guthrie, -Okla.; 

H. R. 20107. An act to amend sections 4421, 4422, 4423, 4424, 
and 4498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, and sec
·tion 12 of the act of .!Uay 28, 1908, relating to certificates of 
iaspection of steam vessels ; 

-H. R. 18686. An act to provide for pro1isional certificates of 
regist1.,-y of vessels abroad, and for other purposes ; 

·H. R.12674. An act to provide for the allowance of draw
back of tax on .articles shipped to the island of Porto Rico -or 
to the Philippine Islands; 

H. ·R. 15215. An act to authorize the ·Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to adjust and settle the shortages in cer
tain accounts of said District, ..and for other purposes ; 

H. R . .2909. An act to extend the privjleges of the seventh 
section of immediate transportation act to Bay City, l\Iich.; 

H. R. 11839 . .An act for the relief of William Ham; 
H. R. 19061. An act for the relief -of homestead entrymen 

under the 'reclamation projects o.f the United States; 
H. R. 18550 . .An act empowering and directing the Secretar-y 

of the Treasm-y to convey by quitclaim deed certain lands in 
the city of Akron, State of Ohio; 

H. ·R. 900. An act for the relief of J'ames Ea-sson. 
H. R. 4266. An act granting patent to certain lands to the 

legal heirs of W. F. Nichols; 
R. R. 19078. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 

Cleveland Yacht Club Co. to construct a bridge across the west 
arm of -Rocli:y River, Ohio; 

H. R. 8904. An act to authorize ·the ·est-ablishment .of a life
"SaYing ·station at the mouth of the Siuslaw River, Oreg.; 

H. R. 13222. An act to regulate -the use of public school build- . 
ings and grounds in 'the District of -Columbia; 

H. R. 16738. An act to provide for the payment of certain 
moneys to scbool districts in Oklahoma; 

H. R. 14197. An act .for the relief of the legal representati1es 
of Mrs. H. G. Lamar; 

H. R.11:3l8. An net authorizing the sale of lands in Leyman 
'County, S. Dak.; and 

H. R. 21184. An act to increase the limit of cost of the United 
States post-office building and ·site at ·Cohoe , N. Y. 

RESERVATION OF SCHOOL 'LANDS IN .ALASKA.. 

l\Ir. WIO'KERSHAM. Mr. 'Speake-r, I ·ask unanimous consent 
fot the present consideration of the bill (K 7515) to reselTe 
lands to the Territory of Alaska for educational uses, and for 
other purposes, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read a-s follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That when the public lands of the Territory of 

Alaska are surveyed, under direction of the Gfrvernment of the Unite'd 
States, sections Nos. 16 and 36 in each township in sa.id Territot·y 
shall be, and the ·same are hereby, reserved from sale or settlement for 
the support of common schools in the Territory of Alaska; and section 
33 :ili each township in the Tanana Valley between parallels 64 and 65 
north latitude and between the one hundred -..'tnd forty-fifth and th~ 
one hundred and fifty-second degrees of west longitude (meridian of 
Greenwich) shall be, and the same is hereby, reserved from sale or 
settlement for the ·support of a Territorial agricultural college and 
school of mines when established by the Legislature of Alaska upon the 
tract gmnted in section 2 of this act: Pr ovided, That where settlement 
with a view to homestead entry has been made upon any part of the 
sections reserved hereby before the survey thereof in the field, or wner~ 
the same may have been sold or otherwise appropriated by or under 
the authority of any act of Congress, or are wanting or fractional in 
quantity, other lands may be designated and reserved ln lieu thereor 
in the mannet· provided by the act o'f Congress of February 28, 1891 
(26 Stats., p. 791) : Pro-videil t~rther, That the Territory may, by g~n-

•eral law, provide for Ie·asln~ sa1d land in area not to exceed 1 section 
to any one person, association, or corpoi'a tion for not longer than 10 
years at any one 'time: And vrovideil turthm·, That ff any of said sec
tions, or any part thereof, shall be of known mi~eral ch~racter at the 
date of ac·ceptance df survey thereof the reserv·atton herem made shall 
not be effective or applicable, l;mt the entire· proceeds or income derived 
by the United States from such sections 16 and 36 and such section 33 
in each township in the Tanana Valley area hereinbefore described, and 
the minerals therein, together with the entire proceeds or income de
rived ft·om said reserved lands, are hereby appropriated and set apart 
as separate and permanent funds in the .Territorial treasury, to be 
Invested and the income from which shall be expended only for the 
exclusive use and benefit of the publie schools of Alaska or of the agri
cultural college and school ·Of mines, re~pectitvely, in such manner as 
the Legislature of Alaska may by law .dll'ect. 

'SEC. 2. That section No. 6, in township No. 1 south of the Fairbanks 
base line and range No. 1 west of the Fairban,ks meridian; -section · ro. 
31 1n townshJp No. 1 north of the Fairbanks base line and range No. 
1 west of the Fairbanks meridian; section No. •1, in township No. ·1 
south of the Fairbanks base line and l'ange No. 2 west of the Fairbanks 

·meridian· and section No. 36, in township No. 1 north of the Fairbanks 
b~~ line' and ·range No. 2 west .of the Fairbanks meridian, be, a'.ld the 
same are hereby, granted to the Territory of Alaska, but with the ex-
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press c~nditlon that they shall . be forever reserved and de~icate~ to 
use as a site for an agricultural college and school of mines: Provtded, 
That nothing in this act shall be held ~o Interfere with or. destroy 
any le"'al claim of any person or corporation to any part of said lands 
under 'he homestead or other law for the disposal of the public lands 
acquired prior to the approval of this act: Provided further, That so 
much of the said land as is now used by the Government of the United 
States as an agricultural experiment station may continue to be used 
for such purpose until abandoned for that use by an order of the 
President of the United States or by act of Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. FALCONER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 

I would like the gentleman to explain the features applying to 
the agricultural college and school of mines. · 

1\Ir . .WICKERSHA:l\1. Mr. Speaker, this bill is a bill reserv
ing to the public schools of Alaska sections 16 and 36 in every 
township in the Territory, as they shall be hereafter surveyed, 
just as has been done in every Territory since Ohio was organ
ized in 1800. There is nothing more in that part of the bill than 
is usual except this: The bill provides that if sections 16 or 36 
as reserved shall be found thereafter to contain mineral the 
land shall not go to the Tenitory, but the proceeds of the land 
shall go to the Territory. · 

As to the matter of the location of the agricultural college and 
school of mines the bill provides for the location of the agricul
tural college and school of mines upon the Government experi
ment ::,tation in the Tnnana Valley. The United States owns 
1,400 acres at Fairbanks for agricultural experimental purposes. 
'rhis bill in that respect has been approved by the Secretary of 
A o-riculture in a letter written to the Committee on Public 
L~nds in the House, and in addition to that he wrote a letter to 
the Committee on Public Lands in the Senate distinctly approv
ing the use of that agricultural experiment station for the loca
tion of the agricultural college and school of mines. The Secre
tary of the Interior also approved the bill in all respects before 
both of these committees. The bill has been pending before the 
committee for more than a year. It has been favorably re
ported-unanimously reported by the Committee on Public 
Lands in both House and Senate. In the House it has been 
reported favorably twice, because the House bill and the Senate 
bill are identical. First, the House Committee on Public Lands 
reported the House bill unanimously and favorably. T)le Senate 
bill was then passed and came over to the committee, and it 
has reported that bill unanimously and favorably. 

Some question was raised that the Congress ought not to 
locate this agricultural college and school of mines, but ought 
to leave it to the legislature in Alaska. The legislature would 
hav.e no authority to locate the agricultural college and school 
of mines upon this land, because it is a United States reserva
tion and is exclusively under the . control and jurisdiction of 
Congress. The legislature would have no authority to locate 
an agricultural college and school of mines or any other public 
institution upon that land. There is no privately owned land 
in the Territory of .Alaska upon which the Legislature of 
Alaska could locate an agricultural college or school of mines, 
so that we ar.e obliged to turn to the Congress, if we are to 
get an agricultural college and school of mines located there 
under any circumstances. 

Now, assuming that the legislature of the Territory ought to 
be consulted, I have done that, and_ I have here a telegram 
signed by· the governor of .Alaska and by 19 out of a possible 24 
members of the legislature, approving the location of this agri
cultural college · and school of mines upon this identical tract 
of land. And for the benefit of the gentleman from Washington 
I will read it. It is as follows : 

JAMES WICKERSHAM, 
JUNEAU, ALASKA, February fn, 1915. 

House of Representatives, Washington, D. 0.: 
We strongly favor passage by House of Representatives of Senate 

bill 7515, reserving sections 16 and 36 in surveyed townships of Alaska 
for support of common schools and location of agricultural coll-ege and 
school of mines a.nd Government experiment farm at Fairbanks. 

Strong, governor; Frank A. Aldrich; 0. P. Gaustad; 0. P. 
Hubbard; Dan Sutherland; J. M. Tanner; W. M. Britt; 
W. T. Burns ; N. A. Coombs ; E. B. Collins ; C. M. Day ; 
Jas. P. Daly LDan Driscoll; W. W. Getchell; John G. 
Held; T. H. Holland; John Noon; A. G. Shoup; C. K. 
Snow; T. B. Tansy, members Alaska Legislature. 

Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. WICKERSHAM. I will be glad to answer all questions 

that I can. 
Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Speaker, I recall that this bill was up 

a week or 10 days ago and objection was made to it. This is 
a case where in the great Territory of Alaska, there are 35,000 
people and it is now proposed to establish an institution that 
will c~nfront the taxpayers of .Alaska for the n.ext million years, 
more or less. There is ·a question involved worthy of. the con
sideration of this House in this matter of educational institu
tions. Does the Congress of the · United States at this time 
wish to establish an agricultural college at one place, and pos-

sibly 5, lO, or 20 years ·later,· a university in another place? 
Many States .have an agricultural college in one corner of the 
State and a university in another, and have experienced a log
rolling proposition· for the maintenance of these ·mstitutions. I 
submit to the gentleman that if he wishes to · cut out the estab
lishment of an agricultural institution I will not object to the 
bill. Otherwise I' will object to it. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Of course I do not intend to do that, 
and the gentleman can, of course, object. · 

Mr. FALCONER. Tlien· I · object. · . 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. ·Speaker, I move to suspend the 

rules and pass the bill. 
The SPEAKER. : The gentleman from .Alaska moves to sus

pend the rules and pass the bill. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. FALCONER. I · demand ·a second. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con

sent that a second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alaska asks unani

mous consent that a second may be considered as ordered. Is 
there objection? [.After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
gentleman from Alaska [Mr. WICKERSHAM] has 20 minutes and 
the gentleman from Washington fMr: FALCONER] 20 minutes. · 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I do not care to use any 
time. 

Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say a word 
on this matter. I do think this is a very important proposition. 
I understand that a part of this land on which it is suggested 
to locate these educational institutions is owned in part by 
private parties. I may be mistaken about that. 

Mr. WICKERSHAM. The gentleman is mistaken except this, 
that a portion of the land outside of the experiment station is 
taken by Mr. Blane. 

Mr. FALCONER. Is there any of it taken? 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. Mr: Blane's brother has about 20 

acres of it. 
Mr. FALCONER. And that is all that is in a private owner

ship? 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. That is all that is owned in a private 

way. 
Mr. FALCONER. It enhances the price of land to have an 

educational institution of this character placed in the midst 
of it. But as regards the establishment of an educational in
stitution in .Alaska for the purpose of a school of agriculture, 
I question the advisability of it. This Congress at some future 
time or the Legislature of Alaska may settle that question. I 
do not think that Congress to-day ought to settle it. As de
velopment is made it is important that the valleys of Alaska 
south of the Yukon should be opened ·up and the best agricul
tural lands in .Alaska opened to access; but ·at tl.le present time 
they are not, and there is no way of openirig them up until the 
Government builds a railroad; and I believe that unless the 
Government railroad runs within a certain number of miles of 
this institution, as it is finally located, the institution may be 
poorly located. 

Mr. FOSTER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FALCONER. Yes. 
Mr. FOSTER. If this agricultural college should be estab

lished there by the Federal Government, does it come in pos
session of all the rights that accrue to an agricultural college 
within the States? 

1\Ir. FALCONER. Yes; that is, as I understand it. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. How can a Territory come in 

with all the· rights of a State? 
Mr. DA. VENPORT. The Territory of Washington was organ

ized then as a regular Territory, with all the jurisdiction of an 
organized Territory of the United States and not as a non
organized Territory, as .Alaska is to-day, with a partllil organi
zation. 

Mr. FALCONER. I do not recognize the distinction in that 
way as bearing upon this proposition. 

Mr. DA. VEJNPORT. .Alaska has a· full Territorial organization 
to-day. · · 

Mr. FALCONER. Absolutely. . 
Mr. DA VEJNPORT. Is it not a fact that where you find a 

fully organized Territory the Federal Gov:ernmei?-t might estab.
lish an institution where it .could not do so in a Territory that 
was not fully organized as a Territory? 

Mr. FALCONER. Yes; .and I think . the point raised is a 
point worth considering. I thipk ,the institution would be en
titled to support, and would get from . the United States Gov
ernment an annual stipend to carry on the cost and advance
ment and the building up of that · institution. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules. 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman from Washington yield 

to me? 
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Mr. FALC01\TER. I yield 10 minutes · to the gentleman. 
1.\Ir. 1\IANN. 1\lr. Speaker, 1 think some one ought to · explain 

the bill, because this is an ~entire innovation from anything that 
the Go\ernment has ever done before in the way of granting 
land. I do not say that it is ;not a proper innovation, and I do 
not thlnk that a bill of this sort ought to pass the House with
out a statement of what it is. I would rather one of the other 
gentlemen who knows more about the bill than I would state 
it. Of course, I am not opposed to it. I· shall vote for the 
bill, so far as that is concerned, although I have taken time. 
It is not exactly an emergency matter. There will be no money 
to come to the Territory of Alaska out of this bill for a long 
time to come which it can use fo.r .school purposes, because such 
money comes in from the leasing, and it can not sell anything. 
As tile money comes in from the leasing of land, that is re
tained and only the interest on it is to be expended for school 
purposes. 

In the first place, of course, you will have to lease the land, 
and you can not lease the lands up there at present for any
thing, practically, except the minerals. You can not lease those 
right uway for any amount. You will not have any money at 
all come in very rapidly. Then when it comes in it must be 
invest~d, and it will be more than a day or a year before there 
will be any interest in sufficient amounts to furnish any large 
amount of school facilities. In the end it conserves the property. 
I suppose that is the theory of it. I am not complaining about 
that, but I think the gentleman from Wisconsin [1\Ir. LENROOT], 
who largely prepared this, ought to make a clean-cut statement, 
so that the House will understand what to do. 

I yield back my time. 
Mr. WICKERSHAM. I yield five minutes to the gentleman 

from Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT]. 
1\fr. LENTIOOT: 1\Ir. Speaker, this bill as originally intro

duced made a grant of sections 16 and 36 and the other lands 
mentioned in the bill, and also established an ag1icu1tural col
lege and school of mines. The committee were not willing to 
recommend that the House adopt any such bill, and all that this 
bill does is to make a reservation of sections 16 and 36 for the 
support of the common schools, and section 33 in certain por
tions of the Tanana Valley for the support of an agricultural 
college and school of mines. 

Now, with reference to the question raised by the gentleman 
from Illinois [l\lr. FosTER}, as to whether, if this bill is passed, 
the agricultnral ·college in Alaska will receive the same bene
fits that an agricultural college in the States would receive, I 
will say as to that question that this bill does not establish aQ. 
agricultural college or school of mines; and whetlrer or not 
such a college, if established, would be entitled to those bene
fits will depend upon the legislation now existing and not upon 
this bill in any particular. That is a question upon which I am 
not ready to venture any opinion. But if they ha>e the bene
fits, they could establish an agricultural college in Alaska with
out this bill and get the benefits, if there are any, that would 
go to Alaska. 

With reference to this reservation, it has been assumed 
throughout the various discussions of this bill that the reserva
tion depended upon the agricultural college and school of mines 
being established upon the four sections which are granted for 
that purpose. The gentlemen who make that statement are in 
error . . Whether an agricultural college is established upon these 
four sections or not, the reservation is made just. the same by 
this bill. The reference to the agricultural college and school 
of mines is merely a declaration of the purpose of the reserva
tion. But if an agricultural college shall not be established 
upon these four sections, if it shall be established elsewhere, 
when the time comes that Alaska becomes a State, or when a 
grant of land is made, there is no question but that the grant 
will be made of these sections 33 in the Tanana Valley, wherever 
that agricultural college may be established, whether it be upon 
these four sections or not. [Applause.] 

Mr. FALCONER. Mr. Spea~er, ~ think there is no question 
about where the agricultural colle·ge will be established, accord
ing to the telegram read by the gentleman from Alaska [Mr. 
'VICKERSHAM:]. I submit the proposition to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. LENROOT] and will yield him time to answer: 
If the legislature locates this educational institution on these 
four sections, or any other place in Alaska, will that educa
tional institution get the bep.efit of the money from the Treas
ury of the United States, as is- the rule in all States or Terri
tories, to help support and build up the institution? 

Mr. LENROOT. If they do, it will not be by virtue of any 
provision contained in this bill. . 

Mr. F.A.LCO~ER. That is true. There are a lot of things 
that are not in this bill; but does not one follow the _other? 

1\Ir. LENROOT. Not at all; because if they do establish an 
agricultural college the question whether they will receive 
money or not will not b~ dependent upon this bilL 

Mr. FALCONER. That is true. 
, l\1r. FERRIS. Is there any reason why a Territory that is 
trying to get on its legs and get started should not ha>e the 
benefit of a statute that helps all other similar schools? 

Mr. FALCONER. No reason in the world except this propo
sition: I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin, does Madison 
have the State's school of arts and ·sciences and its . agricul
tural institution? · 

Mr. LENROOT. Yes. 
Mr. FALCONER. Yes; and it is one of the greatest uni,ersi

ties in the Central West. There are many men in this House 
who have served in State legislatures; and have they not often 
observed the fact that where there is an agricultural school in 
one part of the State ·and a school of arts and sciences in 
another part of the State there is a logrolling proposition on 
appropriations? ·For years in my State that question has been 
discussed. The officers of these institutions come before the 
legislature and before our finance committees for ever-increas
ing appropriations, and each frequently h·ies to outdo the other 
in getting appropriations. As a matter of economy Alaska 
ought to have all these institutions in one location; and I do 
not believe that now is the time to put an educational institn: 
tion in the Territory of Alaska. I am in favor of .developing 
Alaska, and am as friendly to it as a_ny man in this House; 
but some men have the idea that a man who does not li\'e in 
Alaska, even though the United States Government owns nn per 
cent of that Territory and there are only 35,000 white people 
there, has no right to make any suggestion with regard to the 
Territory of Alaska. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. FALCONER. Yes; I will yield to the gentleman. · 
Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Does the gentleman think it 

would be right to establish all the schools in one place in a 
Territory one-quarter as large as the United States? 

1\fr. FALCONER. With 35,000 people in the Territory, one
quarter as big as the United States, they could not find a man 
in a hundred square miles at this time. We had better wait 
until we develop the rich country in Alaska, which is in the 
vicinity of but south 'Of the Yukon River. Of course it is very 
desirable for Fairbanks to have an educational institution estab
lished there. If I lived at Fairbanks, I would want the school 
there, and if I lived at Cordova I would want it there, and if I 
lived at Seward I should want it there. But I would not estab
lish it upon any site at the present time. 

1\fr. LENROOT. Let me ask the gentleman: When Washing
ton was a Territory, and a reservation similar to this was made, 
as it was made, was it made on condition that all of the educa-' 
tional institutions should be centered in one place? 

Mr. FALCONER. No; and if you were to eliminate the set
ting aside of the four sections as the location I would withdraw 
any objection. 

Mr. HA.l\IILL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FALCONER. Yes. 
Mr. HA.l\IILL. Is the gentleman's objection due to the fact 

that when Alaska becomes a State there may be logrolling in 
the legislature? · · 

Mr. FALCONER. I think it ought to be placed in Alaska long 
before it becomes a State. ' · 

1\!r. WICKERSHAM. Mr. Speaker, I sent to the Census 
Office yesterday to get the number of children in Alaska, and 
I was informed that there was, at the time the census was 
taken in 1910, 16,907 persons there under 20 years of age. 

Mr. MANN. White or Indian? 
_1\!r. WICKERSHAM. Both; but the whites largely predomi

nate. The Indians are disappearing and the whites are in
creasing. We send all of our children to the Seattle High 
School and Seattle University, and we send about 50 a year. 

I yield five minutes to the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. 
FERRIS].. · 

Mr. FE:RRIS. Mr. Chairman, the population of Alaska ought 
to grow some in the next few years. We have passed a railroad 
bill, appropriating a large sum of money, which would naturally 
induce people to go there. 

Mr. MANN. While they are building it? 
Mr. FERRIS. Yes; while they are building it, and I hope 

afterwards. We have passed a coal-leasing bill, and I hope 
that that will open up the mines, and there will be some increase 
of population on that accoU.nt. Alaska now supports the schools 
by license taxes collected from merchants and saloons. There 
is less than 200 acres of deeded land up there; practically all 
of it is Government l_and, a~d no income fro.m land ta.xes. · 
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This bill withdraws two sections out of each township and 
allows the Territory to lease them for school purposes. It is 
not as liberal as we ha\e been to sollle of the States. I do 
not know all of the merits and demerits of the contention 
between the gentleman from Washington and the gentleman 
from Alaska, -and I do not care to enter into the controversy, 
as to where the agricultural school should ·be located, between 
the gentleman from Alaska and the gentleman from Washington. 
As a matter of fact this bill does not locate the school at all; 
it onlv reserves an area of land on which tlie Territorial gov
ernment may locate its schools. It does not locate the agri
cultural or mechanical school there. The gentleman from 
Alaska lives at Fairbanks, and it is not inappropriate that he 
should want to locate it there. The main question is, Shall 
we reserve two sections of school land and let the Territory of 
Alaska lease it, so that they may support the schools? 

1\Ir. HELl\f. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. FERRIS. Yes. 
1\Ir. HELM. Is the land in Alaska worth 1 cent or 2 cents or 

10 cents an acre? 
Mr. FERRIS. Oh, a good deal of it is mineral land. 
Mr. HELM. If you are going to give it away, I want to know 

how much you are giving away. 
Mr. FERRIS. The gentleman knows that some of this land , 

has valuable coal on it; we give the coal to the Territory and : 
let them lease it, and the revenues go to the Territory to sup
port the schools. This bill is needed in Alaska. It will help 
them maintain their schools up there. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance of my time. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 

passing the bill. 
The question was taken, and, two-thirds having voted in 

favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

PAY OF SESSION CLERKS FOR MONTH OF MARCH. 

1\Ir. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I present the following privileged 
resolution: 

The Olerk read as follows: 
House resolution 748 (H. Rept. 1501). 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House of Representatives be, and he 
is hereby, authorized and instructed to pay to the session clerks of tlle 
committees provided for in House resolution 667, for the entire month 
of March, 1915, their regular monthly compensation, out of the con
tingent fund of the House of Representatives. 

The following committee amendments were read : 
In line 3, strike out the words" clerks of committees provided 

for in House resolution 667 " and insert " employees providcrl 
for in House resolutions 54, 55, and 667." 

1\Ir. l\f.Al\TN. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
que~tion? 

1\lr. LLOYD. Yes. 
l'llr. MANN. Was this same resolution passed two years ago 1 
Mr. LLOYD. They were paid two years ago, it seems, with-

out a resolution. 
l\1r. MANN. How could they be? 
1\Ir. LLOYD. This provides for the payment of session clerks 

to the Expenditure Committees. 
Mr. 1\!Al\TN. How could they be paid without a resolution? 
Mr. LLOYD. The appropriation bill provides for the pay

ment of the session clerks to the other committees for the month 
of March, but there is nowhere anything that constn1es the 
word "session" to include the month of March, and two years 
ago the Treasury Department paid them upon the theory that 
the word " session·" as construed in the appropriation bill was 
the proper construction of the word. In order to avoid that 
question being raised again we ar·e simply presenting this reso
lution. 

:Mr. MANN. Of course the appropriation bill specifies the 
length of the session? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 
1\Ir. MANN. The short session running until the 1st of April 

and a long session until the 30th of ·June? 
Mr. LLOYD. Yes. . 
1\lr. 1\IA~. I did not know whether this was the beginning 

of a movement to pay the employees of the House an extra 
month's pay. That is what this does in this case. Certain 
employees are selected out, and they are given an extra month's 
pay. I do not doubt that they need it. I have no objection to 
their having it. I always thought it was a good custom, and I 
till think it is a good custom, where employees are broti.ght to 

the House from all over the country and receive no mileage, 
that they may properly receive at the end of every sesston au 
extra month's pay, so that they can go home and wear good 
clothes when they go home. 

1\lr. LLOYD. This makes no provision for the employees of 
the House. 

Mr. ~IANN. Oh no; only for a few of the employees and to 
those it gives an extra month's pay. : 

Mr. LLOYD. Under the regulati~ms at the present time, as 
provided in the appropriation bill, the session clerks who receiye 
$6 a day get paid for the month of March. The clerks to the 
Expenditures Committees who get $125 per month will not get 
paid for the month of March unless some such provision as thi'S 
is made. 

l\fr. MANN. Yes; but the clerks who come in one place go 
in under the law which provides what their pay shall be, and 
they know. These clerks come in under a law which provided 
that their pay should cease on the 3d of March-yesterday. 

I have no objection to their getting it. I regret that it is 
necessary· to pay two of the clerks an extra month's pay and 
let the rest go home on the ties. · 

Mr. LLOYD. All the clerks to committees get their pay. 
The SPEAKER. The qu€stion is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion as amended. 
The resolution was agreed to. 

LILLIE :M, REESCH. 

1\Ir. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I also present the following privi
leged resolution which I send to the desk and ask to ha._l'e read. 

The Clerk read as follows. · 
House resolution 722 (H. Rept. 1502). 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of the contingent fund of the 
House the sum of $GOO to Lillie M. Reesch for extra services rendered 
i~ .connection with the sending out of blanks, receiving, filing, and com
pilmg expense statements filed by Members of Congress in accordance 
with H. R. 2958, "An act to amend an act entitled 'An act providing 
for publicity of contributions made for the pru·pose of influencing elec
tions at which Representatives in Congress are elected,' and extending 
the same to candidate for nomination and -election to the offices of Rep
resentative and Senator in the Congress of the United States and limit
ing the amount of campaign expenses." 

1\Ir. LLOYD. :Mr. Speaker, this is similar to the resolution 
offered in the last Congress. 

Mr. MANN. I do not quite understand it. 
Mr. LLOYD. This resolution provides for pay to an individ

ual who had charge of the accounting end of the corrupt prac
tices act. She sends out all of the statements to individual 
Members with reference to the accounts that they must make, 
the four statements that are required to be made. This lady 
has kept those accounts and kept the accounts of all of the Mem
bers as they have been filed and of the committees that are re. 
quired to _make reports to the House. 

1\Ir. l\IANN. May I ask the gentleman what is meant by 
"H. R. 2:958 "? 

Mr. LLOYD. I do not understand. 
1\Ir. 1\IANN. The resolution says: 
And compiling expense statements filed by Members of Congress in 

accordance with H. R. 2958. 

1\fr. LLOYD. It is in accordance with the law affecting cam-
paign contributions. · 

Mr. MANN. I did not know what that was. I am sure they 
have not filed any accounts under any bill pending in the House. 
Does not this lady receive a regular salary? 

Mr. LLOYD. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. Does she not perform this work in office hours 1 
Mr. LLOYD. I do not know. 
Mr. MANN. I am pretty sure she could not perform it in 

any other hours. What do we pay her the other salary for? 
Mr. LLOYD. We paid her for the regular service she was re

quired to perform befo~e she was expected to perform this 
extra duty. 

Mr. MANN. Perhaps she was not expected to perform any, 
I did not know. Do I understand the gentleman to go upon 
the theory that if we employ a clerk to perform some service 
and then really give the clerk something to do that we have to 
pay extra for that? 

Mr. LLOYD. We pay for this extra service het•e exactly 
on the same theory that we pay the extra clerk detailed from 
the Pension Office to perform work for the Invalid Pensions · 
Committee, and we pay extra services for the person who is 
detailed to perform work for the Pension Committee. 

l\Ir. l\1ANN. I do not know that I shall object. I would like 
a moment. 

Mr. Speaker, in the good old days before the gentleman fmm 
Pennsylvania [1\Ir. PALMER] put tlle throttle on the throat of 
the Democratic side of the House, we used to pay quite often 
to different clerks money for extra services. Tllen came along 
the "reform" of the gentleman from Penn ylnmia; that was 
all cut out in the air, in the talk, and in the re~olution . It has 
gradually been going by the boards. Places haYe been filled 
again. We have just pas ed a. resolution to 11ay certnin em-
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ployees one extra month's salary. Now, we have .one employee-
no doubt a very competent and capable one--who did not have 
much to do, could not have had much to do, because we pro
pose to pay that employee $600 for doing something in office 
hours. That is $50 a month. You can employ a very com
petent person as a clerk for $50 a month. At the end of the 
next Congress, I suppose, we will pay them all extra compensa
tion. We have raised the salaries of more clerks in the House 
for committees than had been raised for years before. We have 
added more clerks to the committees than had been provided in 
years before. 

Let us be on the square about it. The truth is that when 
one party remains in power in the House for a series of years 
H gets in the habit of giving a little extra compensation now 
and then to some person who performs good service, and serv
ice that they are paid for. I remember the House at one time, 
without any suggestion from me, although I would have been 
glad to have made the suggestion, paid one of my clerks an 
extra compensation to the amount of $1,500, which was well 
earned. The House paid it because so many Members of the 
Honse had to deal with that clerk and found the clerk so 
competent. Maybe you will find a clerk after a while, if you 
keep on, that is worth paying $1,500 to. God knows, I wish 
you would. 

1\lr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in reply to the 
statement that has just been made, that there have not been 
more clerks added to the rolls recently than were ever added 
before. 

Mr. MANN. Committee clerks I said. 
Mr. LLOYD. The truth about it is, that there have been 

less added during the last four years than in the same length 
of time during the last 20 years. We commenced our work on 
this Democratic side four years ago by cutting off a large 
number of employees. It was said at that time that they 
would be put back. They have not been put back up to this 
good hour. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MANN. Some of them have been put back in their 
places and drawing the same rate of pay. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the reso-
lution. · 

The question was taken and the resolution was agreed to. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS. 

Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD, and also for a reprint of the 
bills H. R. 21331 and H. R. 21332, the print having been ex
hausted. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will put one of these requests 
at a time. The gentleman from Dlinois asks unanimous con
sent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
By unanimous consent, Mr. QUEZON, Mr. ABERCROMBIE, Mr. 

KENNEDY of Connecticut, Mr. SMITH of Maryland, Mr. FITZ
HENRY, Ml'. WILLIAMS, and Mr. CANTOR were granted leave to 
extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

REPRINT OF Bll.LS. 
Mr. FOWLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 

1,000 copies each of the bills H. R. 21331 and H. R. 21332, re
lating to the unemployed, be reprinted, the first print having 
been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani
mous consent to have an extra 1,000 copies printed of each 
one of the bills he names. 

Mr. MANN. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, the 
gentleman knows, I suppose, that the Committee on Printing 
has authority to order additional copies? The document room 
will order additional copies of the bill. 

Mr. FOWLER. I supposed the committee would get away 
pretty soon. 

l\fr. l\IAJ\TN. Oh, no; the Committee on Printing is here per
manently. I do not think the House ought to order a reprint 
of bil1s. We never do that. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 

FREDERICK H. LEMLY. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 

present consideration of the bill which I send to the Clerk's 
desk. . 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
An act (S. 3561) to appoint Frederick H. Lemly a passed assistant pay

ma·ster on the active list of the United States Navy. 
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 

Frederick H. Lemly a passed assistant paymaster on the active list of 
the Navy, to take the same rank and position on the list of passed 
assistant paymasters that he occupied on March 5, 1908 (the date upon 
which hls resignation as a passed assistant paymaster in the Navy 
was accepted ) : Provided, That the said Frederick H. Lemly shall 
establish to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy by the usual 
examinations required for promotion to the grade of passed assistant 
pay~aster hls fitness in all respects to perform the duties thereof : 
P t·o-vtded furthet·, That the said Frederick H. Lemly shall be carried as 
additional to the number of the grade to which he may be appointed 
or at any time thereafter promoted: And pr ovided fur ther, That nothing 
in this act shall be construed as entitling said Frederick H. Lemly to 
any pay or allowances from the date of the acceptance of his resigna
tion herein referred to and the date of the passage of this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\Ir. MANN. I reserve the right to object, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. Speaker, 1\Ir. Lemly was an assistant pay

master in the Navy for five years, but owing to the serious 
illness of his father in North Carolina and an appeal to the 
son, he resigned his position, returned home to North Carolina, 
and cared for his father until his reco-very. Then he made 
application to the Navy Department for reinstatement, and a 
bill was introduced by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. STEDMAN]. That bill has been recommended by the 
Paymaster General of the Navy, stating that there was a neces
sity for trained and experienced assistant paymasters in the 
Navy, and that this man's record was an efficient and satis
factory one, and that it . was in the interests of the public serv
ice to have him rather than to have an untraibed man from 
private life who had never had any experience in this line of 
business. The bill is recommended by the Secretary of the · 
Navy, who makes an exception in this case for the reasons 
given in the letter or report of the Paymaster General of the . 
Navy. 

Now, I know this young man. He is worthy, he is capable, 
and has a faithful and efficient record in the Navy. This bill 
was first recommended in the Senate by the Senate Naval 
Committee in a unanimous report. It passed the Senate with
out a dissenting vote, came to the House, and is on the House 
Calendar with a unanimous report from the House Na-val Com
mittee. While I know it is the invariable rule of the gentleman 
from Illinois [1\Ir. MANN] to oppose bills of this character, the 
other day when this bill was on the Unanimous-Consent Cal
endar with similar bills the gentleman from Illinois stated that 
there was merit in this one. Now, I appeal to the Members of 
this House to restore thjs young man to the Navy-a young man 
who gave up his career in the Navy on 'Il.ccount of an appeal 
from his in-valid father. In doing this he did a noble act which 
should commend him to every Member of this House. We 
ought to give him an opportunity to reenter the service, espe
cially when his former superior officers favor and urge it. 

Mr. l\IA1'l'N. Mr. Speaker, it is always an unpleasant . tusk 
to object to any of these bills which gentlemen desire to have 
passed. I have objected to personal bills for reinstatement in 
the Navy and in the Army for a good many years, rather effec
tively, always stating that I would have no objection to general 
legislation which authorized the Secretary of War or the Sec
retary of the Navy to reinstate a man in the service for active 
duty. The Army bill canies such a provision, I believe, and 
the Navy bill carries such a provision. Neither one would 
carry such a provision if it had not been for the objections 
which I have made to this rotten system of personal legislation 
in the House. It is true that provision in the naval bill does 
not cover this case, but if before the President has signed the 
Navy bill, which he will sign before noon to-morrow, we com
mence again the system of personal legislation and put these 
men back in the Navy and the Army who are not covered by 
the general legislation, we will be just as badly off in the end as 
we are now. 

Mr. HENRY. Will the gentleman yield for a motion? 
1\fr. 1\fANN. I will. 
1\fr. HENRY. This is a bill that was included in the Wither

spoon rule that was referred to the Committee on Rules when 
we reported the resolution for repealing the plucking board, 
and this was one of the cases that was reported before the com
mittee. And my recollection is that there was a unanimous 
report from the Committee on Naval Affairs, and we thought 
that we had covered this case as well as those others. 

Mr. MANN. Then the gentleman was very careless. 
Mr. HENRY. R_elief was given in the other cases, and it 

seems that this is just as meritorious a case as those. I think 
it is a bill introduced by the gentleman from North Carolina 
[Mr. STEDMAN]. 

Mr. MANN. The very distinguished gentl~man from Texas, 
as chairman of the Committee on Rules, brought into the House 
a rule providing that there should be in order on the naval bill 
various provisions, and if the Committee on Rules had this case 
before them, and the gentleman from Texas drew a rule to cover 
this case and did cover it, then this is not necessary. If he 
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did not cover it, why, then, the gentleman ought not to ask us 
to make up for his negligence. 

Mr. HENRY. I did not mean to state thn:t; but we simply 
came to the eonclusion that this was a meritorious case, and! I 
assumed that there would be a way to get it up here for con
sideration; like the other cases. 

Mr. MANN. There was a way, and that was to put it in 
your rule. 

Mr. HENRY. We did. not report a special rule enumerating 
cases, but reported a gener:al rule that authorized legislation re· 
pealing the plucking board; but it seems that this case does not 
fall under that. 

Mr. MANN. But the general rule that the gentleman re
ported went away beyondi the cases of the plucking board. The 
general rule had one provision in it for the reinstatement of 
officers who had been plucked. Then it repeated it in another 
place, and said all other officers--

:Mr. HENRY. That was one phase of it. I have no interest 
in this and no objection to it, and I think it ought to pass. 

Mr. ~!ANN. That ought to settle it. 
Mr. HENRY. I hope it will be passed. 
1\lr. LENR00T. The gentleman states that it was the inten

tion of the Committee on Rules to report a general rule to 
cover all the special bills before the committee. I must respect
fully dissent from that. 

Mr. HFJNRY. Oh, no; I did not mean that at all. What I 
started out to say was that this was one of the cases that we 

·thought meritorious, after hearing a number of the members of 
the Naval Affairs Committee; and I think it ought to be passed, 

. if there is· any way to- do it. 
Mr. MANN. There was a way to pass it, and there still is a 

way to pass it. 
Mr. HENRY. Then let us-pass it. 
Mr. MANN. Let the Committee on Rules, which assumes to 

be the manager of the House---
1\Ir. HENRY. Oh, no. 
Mr. :rviANN. Let the Committee on Rules bring in a rule to 

pass it. Goodness knows, they exercise that power often enough. 
Mr. HENRY. Let us suspend the rules and pass it to-night. 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. AUSTIN. I move to suspend the rules and pass this bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is this a private bill? 
Mr. MANN. It is ~ private bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Ohair will not recognize the gentleman 

for that purpose. 
JUDICIAL DISTRICTS IN ARKANSAS. 

Mr. FLOYD of. A.I·kansas. Mr. Speaker, I desire. to call up 
the bill ca. R. 18086) to amend section 71 of an act entitled· 
"An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary," approved 1\Iarch 4, 1911, and to concur in· the Senate 
amendments. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the title ot the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas moves to 

concur in the Senate amendments. 
The Senate amendments were read. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate 

amendments. 
The Senate amendments were concurred in. 
By unanimous consent the title of the bill was amended to 

conform to the text. 
POSl' OFFICE, FORSYTH, GA. 

1\Ir. BARTLETT. 1\.fr. Speaker, L ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 20604) to construct 
a public building for a post office at the city of Forsyth, Ga. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of a bill, which the 

·Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury of the Un:ited 

States be, and he is hereby, authorized, empowered, and directed to 
cause to be erected and constructed upon. the lot now owned by the 
United States in the city of For yth, Ga., a public building such as he 
may determine is necessary and proper for the post office and such 
other public officials as may be. located thereb in said city of Forsyth, 
Ga., at a cost not to exceed the sum of 50, 00, which 'sum is hereby 
appropriated out of any moneys in. the Treasury I).Ot otherwise appro· 
priated. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. 1\IANN. What is the amount carried in this bill?. 
Mr. BARLETT. Fifty thousand dollars. That is the 

amount estimated by the department. 
Mr. MANN. 1\fr. Speaker, this House is a place that brings 

' men into close touch and friendship. As any of us go out Qf 

the House, l think probably the plea::antest memories we sbn:11 
ha.Ye t;elating to oul."' senice in the House· will be- those· of the 
personal friendships between Members, which fortunately are 
not based on the· divi ions of party lines. 

I remember when I fir t came to the House, I think it was ill 
my first term, one night when we were considering the sundry 
civil bill John Allen, whom eyerybod:y ought to know or know 
of, the great humorist from: .Missi sippi, who had had long serv
ice in the House, and was then a member of the Committee on 
Appropriations, offerro. an amendment which, as I recall it, 
provided for a fish hatchery at Tupelo. He was going out or the 
House. I had been around the House for a while, and I sup
posed, of course, that Un.cle Joe, who was ill charge of the · 
appropriatio11_ bill, would make a point of order against it, it 
being subject to a point of order, and Uncle Joe had made 
points of order against the amendments offered by e\erybody 
else. The point of ortier was not made. Priyate John Allen 
was going out of Congress after a long service here. He had 
been succeeded by another most amiable and able gentlema~ 
the gentleman from .1\fississippt [l\lr. C~DLER], of Tombigbee. 

The House, as a compliment to. him, when leaving the service 
here, made provision for Government work in his town; some
thing that I suppo e was needed, but was not authorized, and 
if offered by anybody else would have been met by a little 
point of order that would haye knocked it out. 

The gentleman from Georgia [.Mr. BARTLETT] has served 
his country well in the House for 20 years. I sened with him 
on the Committee on Elections when I first came into the 
House for a number of years; I served with him afterwards 
on the Committee · on Interstate and Foreign Commerce until 
I left that committee. Both of us have a temper, but I believe 
that no cross word has eve!."' passe<l between 1\Ir. BARTLETT 
and myself. I think that he is· entitled to the good will of 
his country and the best wishes of the Hou e. [Applause.] 
The only way we can properly express that is by having the 
Government make him a present. [Laughter.] To-night he 
has asked unanimous consent :fol." the immediate consideration 
of a bill which has not yet been reported, and he has receiyed 
that consent, as a mark of the appreciation of his good quali
ties and of his able services in the House. [Applause.] 

Mr. BARTLETT. 1\Ir. Speaker, I thank the gentleman from 
Illinois very much indeed. It is true that there is not much in 
this little bill. The House has authorized the purchase of a 
site, and the Secretary of the Treasury has estim&.ted the 
amount that is contained in the bill. It is true that the Com
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds have not reported it. 
I would not have asked for this consideration, but for the 
fact tha.t I am about to retire from the House after a service 
of 20 years, and it is the only: place in my district where a 
public building could be authorized where a bill has not passed 
and the amount been appropriated. [Laughter.] · 

I did! not like to go out of the· House and leave that work 
for· some one else. But the fact that I have been permitted to 
have this bill considered is an occasion that brings to me a 
very pleasant recollection of my- associations in this House. 
That recollection will go with me through the balance of my 
life. T]}e gentleman from Illinois EMr. MANN] knows how 
close his relations have been with me personally, and the 
gentleman from Illinois knows that I appreciate what he has 
st:tid in refereuce to it. 

Now, just one word more. I apprehend that when I came to 
this House that I was as partisan, Bourbon a Democrat as 
ever was born in the South; I had never seen many white 
Republicans. ~Laughter.] Only those who held Federal offices 
in my State. I did not have a very warm feeling for the 
Republicans, but I was not here long before I forgot in my 
personal associatio~ that the Members of this House were 
Republicans or that they were Democrats. [Applause.] 

I, of course, have many associates on this side, but I can 
recall that some of my closest personal associates, and for 
whom I had great friendship, were my Republican friends. 
Some have passed over the river and gone; many of you are 
here now. I shall leave my place in this House and return to 
private life, and I shalt always carry with me to my dying day 
the recollections of my associations here. I have no regret in 
retiring to private life on my own volition; the onls regret is on 
severing mY relations with you. I shall always carry with me 
to my home in Georgia my recollection of association with you 
here, and it will abid-e with me during my life. I thank you. 
[Applause.] 

The SPEAKER. 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. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Carr, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles : 

H. R. 11694. An act providing for the purchase of a site for a 
public building at Binghamton, N. Y. ; 

H. R. 20702. An act authorizing the health office of the Dis
trict of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the 
remains of the late Robert Caldwell Cnlbertson from Woodlawn 
Cemetery, District of Columbia, to Rocky Spring Cemetery, 
Chambersburg, Pa. ; 

H. R. 21077. An act for the relief of W. F. Crawford; 
H. R.17174. An act to pay the claim of the .American Towing 

& Lightering Co. for damages to its tug Buccaneer; 
H. R. 21383. An act to change the name of the old post-office 

building at 1\Iinneapoli.B, Minn.; 
H. R. 17343. An act for the relief of Charles L. Pritchard; 
H. R. 5849. An act to amend section 100 of an act entitled 

"An act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relating to the 
judiciary," approved March 3, 1911; 

n. R. 18747. An act to reserve certain lands and to incor
porate the same and make them a part of the Pike National 
Forest; 

H. J". Res. 398. .Joint resolution to refund under certain con
ditions a portion of the offers in compromise for failure to make 
the returns required under the act of October 3, 1913, said offers 
in compromise having been covered into the Treasury, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R.13591. An act for the relief of John P. Ehrmann; 
H. R. 21122. An act to validate certain homestead entries; 
H. R. 10122. An act to credit Samuel M. Fitch, collector of 

internal revenue, first district of Illinois, on the books of the 
Treasury Department with the sum of $1 500 for cigar stamps 
lost or stolen in transit. 

H. R. 16777. An aet for the relief of Amato Castellano Libero 
Baranello, and Michele Baranello ; · ' 

H. R. 4890. An act to fix the standard barrel for fruits, "lege
tables, and other dry commodities; 

H. R. 21009. An act to make Van Buren, Ue., a port through 
which merchandise may be imported for h·ansportation without 
apprt:Lisement; 

H. R. 21563. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Keokuk & Hamilton Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Missi sippi River at Keokuk, Iowa; 

H. R. 13756. An act for the relief of Augustus Dudley Hub
bell· H: R. 20340. An act to increase the appropriation for a public 
bonding at Elkins, W. Va.; 

H. R. 11256. An act granting relief to Jacob Barger; 
' H. R.13470. An act for the relief of J"ames Grady· and 
H. R.17464. An act for the relief of Fred. Graff. ' 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 

amendments bill of the following title, in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 18086. An act to amend section n of an act entitled 
uAn act to codify, revise, and amend the laws relatin"' to the 
judiciary," approved March 4, 1911. a 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. ASHBROOK, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled 
bills of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 20415. An act making appropriations. for the Depart
ment of .Agriculture fol' the fiscal year ending J"une 30, 1916; 

H. R. 20340. An act to increase the appropriation for a public 
building at Elkin~, W. Va.; 

H. R. ·11694. An act providing for the purchase of a site for a 
public building at Binghamton, N. Y.; 

H. R. 21383. An act to change. the name of the old post-office 
building at Minneapolis, .1\linn. ; 

H. R. 11256. An act granting relief to Jacob Barger· 
H. J. Res. 398. Joint resolution to refund under cert~in condi

tions, a. portion of the offers in compromis~ for failure to make 
the return required under the act of October 3 1913 said offers 
in compromi.Be having t>een covered into the Treas~ry, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R~ 21184. An act to increase the limit of cost of the United 
State post-office building and site of Cohoes, N. Y.; 

H. R. 20702. An act authorizing the health officer of the Dis
trict of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the re
mains of the late Robert Caldwell Culbertson from Woodlawn 
Cemetery, District of Columbia, to Rocky Spring Cemetery 
Chambersburg, Pa.; ' 

H. R. 21077. An act for the relief of W. F. CraWford; 
H. n.17464. An act for the relief of Fred Graff; 

H. R. 13470. An act for the relief of James Grady; 
H. R. 13756. An act for the relief of Augustus Dudley Hubbell;· 
H. R. 21009 . .An act to make Van Buren, Me., a port through 

which merchandise may be imported for transportation without 
appraisement; 

H. R.16777. An act for the relief of .Amato Castellano, Libero 
Baranello, and Michele Baranello; 

H. R.10122. An act to credit Samuel .M. Fitch, collector of in
ternal revenue, first district of Illinois, on the books of the 
TreaSllry Department with the sum of $.1,500 for cigar stamps 
lost or stolen in transit ; · 

H. R. 1717 4. An act to pay the claim of the American Towing 
& Lightering Co~ for damages to its tug Buccaneer; 

H. R. 17843.. An aet for the relief of Charles L. Pritchard· 
H. R. 2909. An act to extend the privileges of the sev~ 

section of immediate transportation act to Bay City, Mich.~ 
H.. R. 21563. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 

Keokuk &: Hamilton Bridge Co. to construct a bridge across the 
Mississippi River at Keokuk, Iowa; 

H. R.19061 . .An act for the relief of homestead entTymen 
under the reclamation projeets of the United States; 

H. R. 21122. An act to validate certain homestead entdes · 
H. R.13591. An act for the relief of John P. Ehrmann; ' 
H. R. 11318. An act authol'izing the sale of lands in Lyman 

County, S. Dak.; 
H. R.13222. An act to regulate the use of public-school build

ings and grounds in the District of Columbia ; 
H. R. 1 686. An aet to provide for provisional certificates of 

registry of 1,ressels abroad, and for other purposes; 
H. R. 18550. An act empowering and directing the Secretary 

of the Treasury to convey by quitclaim deed certain lands in 
the city of Akron, State of Ohio; 

H. R.15215. An act to authorize the Commi.Bsioners of the 
District of Columbia to adjust and settle the. shortages in cer
tain accounts of said District~ and for other purposes· 

H. R.14197. An act for the relief of the legal repre~entatiyes 
of Mrs. H. G. Lamar; 

H.R.12674. An act to provide for the allowance of drawback 
of tax on articles shipped to the island of Porto Rico or to 
the Philippine Islands ; 

H. R. 11839. An act for the relief of William Ham · \ 
H. R. 4266. An act granting patent to certain l~ds to the 

legal heirs of W. F. Nichols; 
H. R. 900. An act for the relief of James Easson· 
H. R. 20107. An act to amend sections 4421 4422: 4423 4424 

and 4498 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, ~d sec~ 
tlon 12 of the act of May 28, 1903, relating to certificates of in
spection of steam vessels; 

H. R. 8904. An act to authorize the establishment of a life
saving station at the mouth of the Siuslaw River, Oreg.; 

H. R. 21200. An act quieting title to a certain tract of land 
located in the city of Guthrie, Okla.; and 

H. R. 19078. An act granting consent of Congress to the Cleye
land Yacht Club Co. to construct a bridge acr·oss the west arm 

of Rocky River, Ohio. 

CONSTRUCTION OF REVENUE CUTTERS. 

1\Ir. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
the present consideration of the bill ( S. 6829) to provide for 
the construction of two revenue cutters. 

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 construct one steam revenue cutter 
for service in the waters of California, at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $350,000, and one steam revenue cutter for service as 
anchorage patrol boat in New York Harboi". at a cost not to exceed 
the sum of $110,000, such vessel to be. specially constructed for ic.e 
breaking. 

.The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
Mr. ADAMSON. 1\fr. S:veaker, I move to suspend the rule.s 

and pass the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
Mr. 1\IANN. I demand a second. 
.Mr. ADAMSON. I ask unanimous consent that a second be 

considered as ordered. 
Mr. MANN. I object. 
The Speaker appointed as tellers Mr. AD.AMSoN and Mr. MANN. 
The House di vide.d; and the tellers reported that there were 

71 ayes and 42 noes. 
Mr. 1\f.Al~. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 

is present. 
1\Ir. ADAMSON. Will the gentleman withhold that for a 

moment? 
Mr. MANN. I can not withhold it; I am making it on the 

vote. 
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The SPEAKER. The Chair will not let the gentleman lose 
his rights if he wishes to withhold it for a moment. 

1\Ir. ADAMSON. 1\Ir. Speaker, I do not care to put the House 
in any confusion; I never throw a monkey wrench into the ma
chinery. If anybody gets ahead of me, I always play fair. I 
had last year before this House two bills in the same position 
for four revenue cutters, a Senate bill and a House bill, on the 
calendar. In this open House, after consultation with the 
·leaders, it was agreed in open House that if I would withdraw 
these two and pass the .other two, then the gentlemen interested 
should have these two now at this session. The gentlemen to 
whom these were going, on the Pacific coast and in New York 
Harbor, accepted that unde1:standing, although the gentleman 
from Illinois, 1\Ir. MADDEN, and the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
Mr. CooPER, objected to that sort of a deal in very strong terms. 
They yielded, however, on the faith of the assurance. I stated 
here what the leaders had said, and other gentlemen here heard 
it, concurred in it, and acted upon it, and t~e gentlemen inter
ested in these vessels accepted it in good faith. They are now 
demanding that the agreement be complied with, and they are 
threatening to throw a monkey wrench into the machinery if I 
yield to the gentleman's threat of no quorum. 

I stated when the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] first 
proposed to make the point of no quorum that I should leave it 
to the leader on this side of the House and if he sees proper to 
suggest that I withdraw the bill for the present, I shall do so; 
but it is not fa.ir, it is not right. We then needed the four cut-

"ters, and we got one for the Gulf and one for the New England 
coast, but the one on the Pacific coast and the one for New 
York Harbor, which are desperately needed, and were then, 
have not yet been granted. If we grant them now the money 
can not be appropriated for it until next winter, and it can not 
be expended until during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1917. 
So there is no occasion for any one to get nervous about this. 
The plans can be made, the work can be started, and gentle
men ought to allow us to carry out the understanding that 
everybody present knows about at that time. There are many 
gentlemen here who will thoroughly recollect the circumstances. 
When gentlemen then asked me why I yielded to such pressure 
I told them that I had to in order to get through those two, the 
terms were put upon me, and the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[Mr. CooPER] stated that I ought not to legislate by contract; 
and I told him it was a holdup, it was not a contract; but I 
yielded to it, and I told the gentlemen here, out loud, what the 
situation was and they accepted and acquiesced in the situa
tion, and I do insist to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
MANN] that under the circumstances he ought not to take ad
vantage of it and proceed to obstruct and make the pomt of no 
quorum, because he thinks we are about to succeed in passing 
this bill. If he still insists, I shall leave it to the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] to decide whether the bill 
shall be withdrawn. 

Mr. 1\IANN. Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman is through, I 
would like to occupy the floor for a moment. There is no man 
in the House of whom I think more than I do of the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON], but I will be very careful about 
making an agreement with him again that is not in writing, 
because probably I do not understand the agreement. The gen
tleman last year did not have four bills for revenue cutters. 

Mr. ADAMSON. No; there were four in one bill. 
Mr. MANN. He had one bill for four revenue cutters. He 

tried to pass it. He could not get unanimous consent to pass it 
and I do not think he dared try it in any other way. 

Many other people objected to it. I objected to it on two or 
three occasions. I had had as much to do with legislation about 
the Revenue-Cutter Service as any man in this House, and the 
gentleman from Georgia desiring to pass his bill received the 
statement from me that as far as I was concerned I would ·be 
perfectly willing to vote for a bill that provided for two revenue 
cutters for this Congress. I did not say and did not intimate 
where the revenue cutters should be placed. I did not care. I 
thought the service was doing extremely well to get two cutters. 
That was last year, with a good deal more money in the Treas
ury than there is now. I, from my recollection of the agree
ment, thought it was a breach of the agreement for the gentle
man to try to pass a bill now for two more revenue cutters. The 
gentleman from Georgia thinks it is a breach of the agreement 
for me to object to his trying to pass two now. In future I will 
want the agreements in writing, because I would not want any
thing that brings a misunderstanding between me and the gent!~ 
man from Georgia, and having my recollection of the agreement 
I stand for that. I do not blame the gentleman for standing for 
his recollection of it. I do not think we need the revenue cut
ters and I know the Treasury can not afford them. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I will not say that the gen
_tleman's suggestion about agreements in writing is gratuitous 

or offensive, because I think he misunderstood what I said. I 
never said I made any private agreement with the gentleman 
from Illinois at all. I did have some understanding with the 
leaders on the Democratic side of the House, in private, and 
gentlemen then on the floor asked me with whom I had made 
agreements. I never stated then nor now that I had made any 
private agreements with the gentleman f1·om Illinois, but I did 
state and state now that on the floor of this House I stated 
what the condition was at that time. The RECOBD will show it, 
will show what the stipulations were and the conditions placed 
upon me, and gentlemen on that side of the House objected then 
to my yielding to them. I said that the understanding then had 
was in open House, and the RECOBD of May 12, 1914, pages 
8471-8475, will show every word that was said then and there, 
and I presume the gentleman from Illinois, if he desires a con
tract in writing, will accept the record of it. It is true that he 
has had a great deal to do with revenue cutters. So have I. 
We went on the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
together. In 1907 we authorized the first batch of revenue cut
ters. At that time the revenue-cutter fleet was a shame. It 
was weak, it was dreadful, it was almost helpless and hopeless. 
In 1910, when the gentleman from Illinois was chairman of the 
committee, we authorized two. Last year under the holdup 
already described we authorized two. They are about to be 
finished this coming spring. So we have had four revenue cut
ters authorized since 1907, two of them constructed and two 
have been destroyed. Therefore there has been no net gain yet 
in the revenue-cutter fleet. 

When these two are finished next spring there will be a net 
gain of two, to be offset by those that have deteriorated and 
gone out of use. The one we are trying to replace in New York 
Harbor is the old Manhattan, that is as old as the gentleman 
from Illinois or myself, substantially. It is unfit for use. 
[Laughter.] Well, if you are going to give it that signification, 
I will say "some uses." But the old Manhattan is rustler and 
more helpless than the gentleman from Illinois and myself. It 
is described in the report as unseaworthy and unfit for use, and 
desperately do we need that little revenue cutter there with an 
ice-breaking nose for use in winter. The one on the Pacific 
coast is desired for the 6,000-mile coast line, with a coal-carrying 
capacity and sailing radius sufficient to do the work, for which 
they have no other suitable vessel at this time. It is no use to 
talk about it being extravagant to have an increase of two 
vessels for the Revenue-Cutter Service from 1907 up to this time. 
It is a valuable service. It is useful in a great many particu
lars. In addition to fighting in war, it works with the customs 
in time of peace. It looks out for smugglers and pirates, it 
works with the seal fisheries, and for the last few years the best 
vessels have been detailed to patrol the ice regions of the ocean. 
They absolutely need these ships. They needed them last year 
and they need them worse now. I do hope the gentleman from 
Illinois, with a better understanding of what I said and what 
he understood me to say about his private contract with me, 
and understanding the necessity for these ships, will refrain 
from insisting on his point of no quorum. If this House, after 
hearing the brief argument, agrees with him that these ships 
are not necessary, I am perfectly willing that this House shall 
vote them down. On the contrary, ·if they agree with me that 
they are necessary, the gentleman from Illinois ought to be will
ing that they vote him down and give us the ships. I do hope 
the gentleman will refrain from making his point of no quorum. 

Mr. MANN. I made the point of no quorum. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. If the gentleman from Illinois will suspend 

his motion for a minute, the gentleman from Alabama will be 
recognized. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker--
Mr. :MANN. Not to receive another lecture. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, I am sure the gentleman is not 

accustomed to receiving lectures from me. 
Mr. MANN. Well, I do not know. 
1\fr. UNDERWOOD. I want to say, 1\fr. Speaker, to both 

sides of the House when we are not in partisan debate I am 
sure that I can class as my friends and associates those on both 
sides who are ready to help carry on public business. The situa
tion is such that two appropriation bills may fail. If they do go 
down, I hope the House will be prepared to pass the resolution 
extending the appropriations of last year in order to try to avoid 
an extra session of Congress. 

Now, it is apparent to everybody at this time of night that 
we can not do business without a quorum, and we can not get a 
quorum at this time of morning. If we attempted to do it, it 
would probably take up until 8 or 9 o'cloek, and I hope no busi
ness will come up before 9 o'clock that can not be passed by 
unanimous consent, unless it will be one of the appropriation 
bills. We will have to send for a quorum if one is demanded. 
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I will ask the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] to with
draw his bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will withdraw it temporarily. 
Mr. · STAFFORD. Will the gentleman yield? I should like 

to inquire what body has charge of the papers of the Indian 
appropriation bill and the Post Office appropriation bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the 
House was entitled to the -papers in the Indian appropriation 
bill, but I understand, through mistake, the clerk of the com
mittee delivered them to the Senate. 

1\fr. MANN. Or the Clerk of the House; I am not sure which. 
If the Senate has them, and has the bill under consideration, 
of course we can not get them. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And it is never likely to come O\er 
here. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Can the gentleman inform the House as 
to the status of the Post Office papers? I have been informed, 
though not authoritatively, that those papers were in the 
Senate instead of the House. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The papers were coming to the House, 
but the Senate was entitled to the Post Office· papers. They 
have those as a matter of right. We were entitled to the 
papers in the Indian appropriation bill. 

1\lr. 1\IANN. Where are the papers of the Post Office bill? 
1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I do not know where they are. 
Mr. STAFFORD. The gentleman from Alabama says the 

Senate was entitled to the papers of the Post Office appropria
tion bill. 

Mr. MANN. That does not count in the loose system we are 
running under. I was told by one of the conferees of the 
House that the House conferees had possession of the papers. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the ~entleman from Illinois 
that I expected the papers to come this way myself. 

Mr. CARLIN. I can inform the gentleman that I just left 
the Senate, and they asked me to say that they will be here 
with the papers in 10 minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Who would be here with the papers? 
Mr. CARLIN. The House conferees. 
Mr. MANN. The House conferees said this? 
Mr. CARLIN. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. If the gentleman from Georgia will 

withdraw his bill, I hope the gentleman from illinois will with
draw: his point of order. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I will withdraw the bill temporarily. 
Mr. MANN. Then I will withdraw the point of order tem

porarily. The gentleman from Georgia might as well with
draw it permanently. We have reached that stage in the pro
ceedings where business can only be transacted by unanimous 
consent. The-gentleman might as well understand that as not, 
and the only purpose for sitt?-ng in session is to take care of 
the appropriation bills. It is now 4 o'clock on Thursday 
morning. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is mistaken. It is 3 
minutes after 4 o'clock. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman objects to being 
lectured, and yet he seems to desire to lecture people. 

Mr. MANN. I am taking another lecture now with good will. 
Mr. ADAMSON. I will make this announcement, that I will 

not undertake to call up the bill again when it is apparent that 
the gentleman from illinois can hold me up with a point_ of no 
quorum. And his action to-night reminds me, Mr. Speaker--

1\Ir. 1\IA.NN. I will make the point of no quorum. I am not 
going to be lectured. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I withdraw the proposition. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia withdraws the 

bill, and the gentleman from Illinois withdraws the point of 
order. 

BOY SCOUTS OF AMERICA. 
Mr. FITZHENRY. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 

for the present consideratiQn of the bill ( S. 6854) to incor
porate the Boy Scouts of ~erica, and for other purposes. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, pending the gentleman's 
request--

Mr. MANN. I do not think we ought to have any more re
quests of this nature now. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I do not intend to make any request in 
reference to the gentleman's bill. 

Mr. :MANN. We are going to be in session until 12 o'clock. 
There are some gentlemen here whom I think it would vastly 
improve to give them an opportunity to take a nap. 

1\Ir. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the Post Office ap
propriation bill will be here shortly. 

Mr. CARLIN. It will be here in a few minutes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. They say tha,t smoking has a very paci

fying effect on the human system. I was going to ask unani-

mous consent, if the ladies in the gallaries will consent, that we 
may smoke until 7 o'clock. 

Mr. 1\IA.NN. No; I object. I do not propose to get a head-! 
ache from breathing other gentlemen's smoke. 

Mr. HENRY. We might smoke the gentleman out. [Laughter.] 
.Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I desire the attention of the 

gentleman from Alabama. W.ill the gentleman permit me to 
submit a request that we take a recess for 20 IQ.inutes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Jersey desires 
to interrogate the gentleman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consei:It 
that we take a recess for 15 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from illinois have a: 
·point of order pending, or did he withdraw it? 

Mr. MANN. I withdrew it. 
Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, before we take a recess, there 

is a suggestion to which I think the gentleman from illinois [:Mr •. 
MANN] will not object. There was a little bill that the gentle
man from Ohio [Mr. GoEKE] had passed, which has come back 
with Senate amendments. I should like to move to concur in 
those amendments. 

1\Ir. MANN. I have no objection. 
Mr. ADA.l\ISON. The bill is on the Speaker's table. 

· The SPEAKER. What is the number of the bill? 
Mr. ADAMSON. I do not know the number of the bill. We 

can take a recess while it is being looked up. J 

1\Ir. FITZHENRY. 1\fr. Speaker, have I the floor? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman was recognized to present a 

request for unanimous consent. 
Mr. FITZHENRY. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the 

Speaker's table the bill S. 6":-:4 and pass it. This bill is identi
cal with the bill H. R. 1990{ to incorporate the Boy Scouts of 
America. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the title of the bill (S. 6854)' to incorporate 

th-e Boy Scouts of America, and for other purposes. 
1 Mr. MANN. I object. 

Mr. FITZHENRY. This bill is on the Speaker's table, and 
a similar House bill has been reported. 

Mr. MANN. When was the House bill reported? 
Mr. FITZHENRY. The House bill was reported on Feb-. 

ruary 3. 
Mr. MANN. Then I will withdraw the objection. I thought 

it was just reported. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The bill was read. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, reserving the 

right to object, I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill if there is any appropriation authorized anywhere in it'l 

Mr. FITZHENRY. There is not. 
Mr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to ob

ject, I should like to ask why this bill is here? I should like 
to ask why these organizations do not incorporate in the Tari
ous States? 

Mr. FITZHENRY .. 1\fr. Speaker, this bill is here because 
a large number of the people of this country wanted it to be 
here, and through their representatives they succeeded in 
having the bill introduced in both Houses of Congress. The 
bill follows almost literally the charter of the Red Cross. The 
Boy Scouts of America is an organization tl'lat is well known. 
Everybody is familiar with the splendid work its members 
are doing, the wonderful influence that they have upon the 
boys of this country; and the Judiciary Committee, in consid
ering this bill, felt that it was doing the youth and young 
manhood of this country a great service by recommending the 
passage of the bill. 

It is true the organization might be incorporated under 
the incorporation laws of almost any State. It might have been 
incorporated under the laws of the District of Columbia;, but 
the mere fact that the Congress of the United States has reco'g
nized this great organ~ation by the passage of a special act, 
even though no additional power is given to it, over what it 
would have under the incorporation laws of the-District or of· 
one of the States of this country, will be a great service to the 
boys of America, by increasing the usefulness of the organiza
tion. As I understand it, these are the reasons why the bill 
is here. 

1\fr. GALLIVAN. Mr. Speaker, I have not been satisfied by 
anything that the gentleman has said that all these organiza
tions can not be incorporated in the various State~. and unless 
a little better reason is assigned I shall have to object. 

The SPEAKElt. Is there objection? 
1'4r. 1\f.ANN. :Reserving the right to object--

. Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that we take a recess for 15 minutes. 
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! 1\fr. GALLIVAN. · I ·object to the consideration of that bill. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman . from Alabama [1\fr. UN

DERWOOD] asks unanimous consent to take a recess for 15 min
utes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
· Accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 18 minutes a. m., Thursday, 
March 4, 1915) the House took .a recess until 4 o'cleck and 33 
minutes a. m. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
1. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans

mitting a c·opy of the findings of the court in the case of John 
;w. Utley v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1631) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

2. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Grand 
•Lodge of Tennessee, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, v. The 
United States (H. Doc. No. 1632) ; to the Committee on War 
Claims and ordered to be printed. 

3. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of ~he findings of the court in the case of John 
lf. Engleman, administrator of the estate of John Engleman, 
deceased, v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1633); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to· be printed. 

4. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of George 
H. Witten v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1634); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

5. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of J. C. 
McConnell v . T)le United States (H. Doc. No. 1635); to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

6. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
plitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Richard 
'.r. Dowdell, administrator estate David B. Dowdell, deceased, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 163G) ; to the Committee on 
,War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

7. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Sophie 
tFleming et al., heirs of W. W. Fleming, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1637); to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

8. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Amasa 
Bernard and Edgar Bernard v. The :United States (H. Doc. 
No. 1638); to the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be 
printed. · 

9. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of Wilber 
F. Stone v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1G39) ; to the Com
mittee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 

10. Letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
·Joel Crawford v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1640); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
· 11. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Harrison Peachee v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1641); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
· 12. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Richard S. Eaton v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1642) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

13. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Daniel Elliott v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1643); to the 
'committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed . . 

14. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court ot Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Oscar H. Crowder v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1644); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 
· 15. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of tb;e court in . the case of 

·,William Shaw v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1645) ; to the 
.Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 
· 16. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
. transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Cyrus H. Abbott v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1646); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

17. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
-transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 

William C. Brooks v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1647) ; to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

18. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Olaims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Sarah Goin, widow of Caleb Goin, deceased, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1648); to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

19. A letter from the asisstant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Mary L. Hastings, administratrix of Thomas J. Hastings, v. 
The United States (H. Doc. No. 1649); to the Committee on 
War Claims and ordered -to be printed. 

20. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy· of the findings of the court in the case of 
Peter Franzm.an v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1650); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

21. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Eliza _A. Watson, widow of Francis W. Watson, v. The United . 
States (H. Doc. No. 1651); to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

22. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Sidney S. Alden v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1652); to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

23. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
John F. Alsup v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1653); to the 
Committee on War ·claims and ordered to be printed. 

24. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Helen Kilburn v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1654) ; to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

25. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the ca·se of 
Ernest F. Hilgard v. The United States (H.· Doc. No. 1655); to 
the Committee on . War Claims and ordered to be printed. · 

26. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
1\fartha J. Brunson, widow of John L. Brunson, v. The United 
States (H. Doc. No. 1656) ; to the Committee on War Claims 
and ordered to be printed. 

27. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the ·findings of the court in the case of 
Matthew Bigger v. The United States (H. Doc. No. 1657) ;· to 
the Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

28. A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting a copy of the findings of the court in the case of 
Joseph Berry v. The United States (H. Doc. No.·1658); to the 
Committee on War Claims and ordered to be printed. 

29. A letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting a list of congressional cases, referred by the House of 
Representatives, dismissed on the preliininary que.stion of loy
alty (H. Doc. No. 1659); to the Committee on War Claims and 
ordered to be printed. 

30. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting certified copy of order of court dismissing the petition 
in the case of Sebron L. Lowe, deceased (H. Doc. No. 1660); to 
the Committee on War Claims and -ordered to be printed. 

31. Letter from the chief clerk of the Court of Claims, trans
mitting findings of fact and conclusions of law in the French 
spoliation claims relating to the brig Hannah ( S. Doc. No. 962) ; 
to the Committee on Claims and ordered to be printed. 

32. Letter from the Attorney General, transmitting supple
ment to annual report, fiscal year 1914, embodying the first 
report of the committee appointed to study the need for legisla
tioB affecting children in the District of Columbia, including 
drafts of new juvenile court laws (H. Doc. No. 1661) ; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia and ordered to be 
printed. 

33. Letter from the Secretary Qf the Interior, transmitting a 
supplemental report with respect to the. investigation and en
rollment of the so-called St. C1'oix Chipp·ewa Indians of Wis
consin, in accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress 
approved August 1, 1914, together with a final rolJ of St. Oroix 
Chippewa believed to be entitled to benefit from the Govern
ment (H. Doc. No. 1663); to the Committee on Indian .Affairs 
and ordered to be printed. · 

REPORTS OF COl\Il\IITT.EES ON PUBLIC BILLS Ai~D 
RESOLUTIONS. · 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. CLARK of Florida, from the Committee on Public Build

tugs and Grounds, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 21350) 
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to i:1crease the limit of cost ol the construction of a Federal 
building at Eureka Springs, Ark., reported . the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1489), which said 
bill r. nd report were refened to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND ME::\IORIALS. 
1Jnder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. PORTER: A bill (H. R. 21605)" regulating the fur

nishing of quotations of stock exchanges and giving jurisdic
tion thereof to the Interstate Commerce Commission; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 21606) to provide for the ap
pointment ·of postmasters of all classes· by the Postmaster Gen
eral, and for other purposes; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post r..oads. · 

By Mr. CARLIN: A bill (H. R. 21607) to amend the laws for 
the protection and regulation of the fisheries of Alaska; to the 
Committee on Ways and l\Ieans. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 21608) for pro
tection of the water supply of the city of Grand Junction, Colo.; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FARR (by request): A bill (H. R. 21609) to provide 
for the unemployed, to strengthen the national defenses, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Labor. 
_ By 1\fr. BRYAN: A bill (H. R. 21614) to authorize the trans

fer of certain lots to the city of Bremerton, Wash.; to the Com
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: A bill (H. R. 21604) for 

the relief of Thomas J. K. Looney; to the Committee on l\Iili-
fary Affail;s. - - · 

By l\Ir. DICKINSON: A bill (H. R. 21610) granting a pen
sion to -G. w: Wells; -to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ASHBUOOK: A bill (H. R. 21611) for the relief of 
the Centerburg Building & Loan Co., of Centerburg, Ohio; to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 21612) grant
ing an increase of pension to James Logsdon; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. PHELAN: A bill (H. R. 21613) for the relief of the 
heirs or legal representatives of Isham B. Bear~, late of East 
9arr~ll Parish, La:; to the Com~ittee ·on War Claim . 

- PETITIONS, ETC. 
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 Pleasantville 

(Iowa) Methodist' E_piscopal Church, urging resolution to abolish 
polygamy in the United States; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. - · · . 

By Mr. ALLE.N: Protests of sundry residents of Ohio, against 
the passage of laws abridging freedom of the press ; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. ANDERSON: Petition of Mitchell Bros., of Taopi; 
John Hansen and others, of Lyle; A. G. Spies and others, of 
Wykoff; Church Bros., of Minnesota City; F. H. Joesting and 
others, of Owatonna; Porter- Young and others, of Le Roy; 
Thompson & Williamson and others, of Claremont; D. J. Rob
erts and others, of Glenville; John W. Donehower and others, 
of Dakota; H. C. -Seiffert and others, of Caledonia; H. J. Ru
dolf and others, ·of Freeburg; Charles V. Miller and others, -of 
Dexter; A. E. Warren and others, of Brownsdale; G. J. Hoff
man and others, of Hokah; S. B. Johnson and others, of Har
mony; J. N. Ristey and others, of Spring Grove; Graf & Brud
los and others, of Prosper; E. L. Tollefson & Co: and others, of 
~Mabel; A . . Torgerson and others, of Adams; _C. P. Russell & 
Son and others, of Eyota; L. 0. Krenzke and others, o:f Stock
tan; Charles A. Krenzke and others, of Utica; J. D. Senn and 
others, of Elgin; M. W. Reiland and others, of Rollingstone; 
B. D. Blair and others, of Winona; C. H. White and others, of 
Chatfield; George Campbell_ & Co. and others, of St. Charles; 
7'homas A. Asken and others, of Plainview; F. C. Schwartz and 
others, of Sargeant; Zimmerman Bros. and others, of Jonesville; 
Stensrud & Madson and others, of Hartland; A. N. Tyeholm ·and 
others, of New Richland; Elling::;;on ~ros. and others, of Ellen: 
dr.le; Skinner, Chamberlain & Co. and others, of Albert Lea; 
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A. G. Hall & Son and others, of· Alden; Siblerud Mercantile Co. 
and others, of Emmons; E. L. Lyman & Co. and others, of 
Rochester; Wolf Habein and others, · of Waseca; N. A. Young 
& Co. and others, of Lake City; F. L. Wilson & Co. and others, 
of Dodge Center; E. C. Keefe & Co. and others, of Rose Creek ; 
Eaton Mcinnis & Co. and others, of Medford; A. J. Sprecken & 
Co. and others, of West Concord; G. F. Westcott and others, of 
Hayfield; F. M. Williams and others, of Byron; Leuthold 
Parkeir and others, of Kasson; B. J. Schmidt and others of 
Theilman; W. J. Disney & Sons and others, of Zumbo Falls;
N. Brincher and others, of Hammond; John Costello & Co. and 
others, of Kellogg; John Peshan, of Minneiska; P. J. Cosgrove 
and others, of Millville, all of the State of Minnesota, favoring 
H. R. 5308, the Hinebaugh bill to tax mail-order houses; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. -

By Mr. BAILEY: Petition of W. S. Kearns, Fred Karaschin, 
William Figura, John Stump, Nicholas C. Dixon, Herman 
J es~!J-onek, Henry Karaschin, Emil Gertz, John Dra turn sky, 
Julius Fatro, William Karaschin, Adam Bockmann, Alfred 
Karaschin, Saul Smolnik, Carl Smolnik, Henry Hollman, Paul 
Schilling, Jacob Brosch, Michael Leyika, Thomas Richards, 
Frank Miera, and Max Riffle, all of Johnstown, Pa., favoring 
H. J. r~solutions 377 and 378, S. 6688, and H. R. 19548; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

,By Mr. BRITTEN: Petitions of citizens of the United States 
requesting Congress to place an embargo on wheat and food
stuffs; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Chicago Grocers a1;1d Butchers' · Association, 
protesting against the demotion system employed in the United 
States Post Office Department; to the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BURKE of Wisconsin : Petitions of 30 merchants and 
citizens of the city of Sheboygan and rural citizens of Sheboy
gan County, Wis., asking for action by Congress which will 
limit exports of wheat, rye, and flour, in order that the inter
ests of American consumers may be protected; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of 16 merchants and citizens of Sheboygan 
City -and rural citizens of Sheboygan County, Wis., asking for 
actiop. by Congress _ which will limit exports of wheat, rye, and 
flour, in order that the interests of American consumers may be 
protected; to the Committee 01;1 Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDER: Petition of mass meeting of American 
citizens assembled in New York City February 22, 1915, relative 
to American neutrality ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COPLEY: Petition of John A. Williams, of Aurora, 
Ill., urging legislation to limit exports of wheat, etc.; to the 
Committee on Foreign .Affairs. 

Also, memorial of Woman's Missionary Society of Elmhurst, 
Ill., relative to prohibiting practice of polygamy; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DALE : Memorial of mass meeting of American citi
zens at New York. favoring maintenance of strict neutrality 
by our Gov~rnment, etc. ; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Pacific Coast Defense League, relative to the 
equalizing of military conditions between the two coasts, etc.· 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ' 

B_y 1\!r. EAGAN: Petiti~n of sundry citizens of New Jersey, 
urgmg enforcement of strict neutrality by the United States· 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. ' 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of mass meeting of American citi-
zens in New York February 22, 1915, relative to American 
neutrality; to the Committee on Foreign .Affairs. 

By Mr. F ARR : Petitions of citizens of Qarbondale, Pa., and 
the surrounding towns in fayor of House resolution 377, for
bidding export of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petitions of Jacob Lieberum and Fred Lieberum, Car
bondale; Fred Schweizer~ Scranton; Joseph Boyle, Simpson· 
Rudolf Kausemann, William Hermann, Harry McArdelle, and 
William E. Roberts, Carbondale; John C. Boyle, Simpson; 
and F. C. Wagner, Adolf Brunner, Addison Bryant, John B. 
McArdelle, Frank A. 1\Iard, Fred Brunner, Oscar J. Brunner, 
August Brunner, Fred Schadel, William Hermann, Louis Brun
ner, and Harry Lieberum, Carbondale, all in the State of Penn
sylvania, favoring House resolution 377; to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Petitiop. of W. P. Talbert, of Blacksburg, 
S. C., favoring embargo on arms; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. . 

By Mr. GRAHAM of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Mount 
Olive, Ill., favoring House joint resolution 377, forbidding export 
of arms; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Washington: Memorial of West Coast 
Lumber Manufacturers' Association, of Tacoma, Wash., favoring 
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biii to increase the present limit of deposits in postal savings 
banks and supporting the proposal to increase the rate of postal 
~vings bank interest to 3 per cent; to the· Committee on Bank
ing and Currency. 

Also, memorial of West Coast Lumber Manufacturers' Asso
ciation, of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the ap})ropriation of funds 
for the protection of Government-owned Pacific-coast timber
lands ; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of' West Coast Lumber Manufacturers' .Asso
ciation, of Tacoma, Wash., favoring the national in~orporation 
of export selling companies;. to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

l . 
J By Mr. STOUT: Petition of citizens of 'Montana, favoring 
1 constru~tion by the United States Government of an irrigation 
1 project m Toole County, Mont.; to the Committee on Irrigation 
of Arid Lands. 

Also; petition of 226 residents of Big Sand and Kenilworth~ 
Mont., asking right to enter an additional 160 acres of land· to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. ' 

By 1\fr. TOWNER: Petition . of sundry citizens of Clarke 
County, Iowa, protesting against the passage of laws abridging 

1 the freedom of the press; to the Committee on the Post Office 
1 and Post Roads. ' · 

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania : Petitio1;1 of citizens of 
Allegheny County, Pa., protesting against abridgment of free- ' 
dom of press; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, JJJ arc!~ 4, 1915. 

The Senate met at 11. o'clock and 5 minutes a. m. By Mr. KETTNER: .Memorial of citizens of San Diego, Escon
dido, Coachella, Redlands, Fullerton, and San Marcos, Cal., 
favoring passage of House joint resolution 344, national mar
keting commission; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

.Also, petition of citizens of Inglewood, Hawthorn, and LOS 
Angeles, Cal., protesting against abridgment of freedom of 
press; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, petition of citizens of .A.nalleim, Fullerton, Long Beach, 
Riverside, Arlington, Pasadena, Los Angeles, Cucamonga, Up
land, Santa Ana, and Ontario, Cal., favoring bills to pro
hibit export of war material; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KIESS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Sharon Grange, 
No. 1247, of Little Genesee, N. Y., opposing additional national 
armament in the United States; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. KONOP: Petition of sundry citizens of WisMnsfu, 
favoring bills to . prohibit export of war material; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LIEB: Petition of J. M. 1\.fyrick and Walter Curslir, 
of Pat'bka, Ind., favoring limiting exports of wheat, etc.; to the 
Committee on Foreign A.ffa:irs. 

By Mr. LOBEOK: Petitfon of citizens of Omaha, Nebr., 
favoring embargo on wneat, rye, and :flour; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By 1\Ir. LONERGAN: Petition of George F. Holcomb, of New 
Britain,. Conn., relative to exportation o:£ wheat, rye, and :flour; 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: Petition of Cornelius E: Donnie- and 
16 others, residents of Sullivan County, N. Y., protesting against 
the transmission of the 1\ienace through the mails; to the Com
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr .. 1\!ANN: Petition of citizens of Chicago, Ill., protesting 
against the publication of the Menace; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. M:OTT: Petition of mass meeting of American citi
zens in New York, February 22, 1915, relative to American neu
trality; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition....-of the Merchants' Association of New York, 
relative to the national defense; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Mr. NEELY of West Virginia: Papers to accompany a bill 
for relief of James Logsdon; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. J. I NOLAN: Memorial of Building Trades Council 
of San Francisco, Cal., protesting against export of foodstuffs 
by United States; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. RAINEY: Petition of 17 citizens of Jacksonville, Til., 
favoring embargo on arms; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of citizens of Mason City, ID., favoring H. R. 
5308, to tax mail-order houses; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. RIORDAN: Petition of sundry c.itizens· of the eleventh 
New York district, favoring passage of H. R. 5139, relative to 
retirement of aged clerks in the Government service; to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. SA.BATH: Petition of Chicago Grocers and Butchers' 
Association, relative to demotion in the United States Post 
Office Department; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By 1\Ir: SCULLY: Petition or New Jersey State Council, St. 
Patrick's Alliance of America, favoring exclusion of the Menace 
from the mails; to the Gommittee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. 

Also, petition of mass meeting of American citizens assem
bled in New York City February 22, 1915, relative to American 
neutrality; to the Committee· on Foreign Affairs. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

A,lmighty God, we come before Thee at this closing session of 
this Congress with a sense of our infinite debt of gratitude 
to Thee. We thank Thee for the broad foundation of Christian 

· truth upon which we are building our national life. We thank 
Thee for the high ideals that cluster about our :flag. We bless 
Thee for the noble patriotism and devotion of all the people. 
We acknowledge Thy goodness to us in the gift of our land, 

. which has brought to us its infinite treasure and resource~ 
But above all things we bless Thee for the sense that Thou nrt 

: guiding us as a Nation and fulfilling through us a divine pur
pose in the great brotherhood of the nations of the earth_ 
Lead Thou us on to the accomplishment of the divine will and 
purpose. We ask for Christ's sake. Amen. 

The VICE PR.ESIDENT. The Secretary will read the Jour
nal of the proceedings of the preceding session. 

Mr. LODGE. r ask that the. reading of the Journal be dis
pensed with. 

Mr. STONE. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the Journal 

will b.e read. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the legisla

ti:ve: day of Friday, February 19~ 1915. 
1\Ir. UYElRS. Mr. President, I desire to present a conference 

_report on the disagreeing votes of- the two Houses upon. Senate 
joint resolution 74-

Th.e VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can not interfere with 
the reading of the J om·nal. 

Mr. MYERS. I ask unanimous consent that tJie reading of 
the Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I object. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The reading of the Journal will 

be resumed. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal. 
Mr: MYERS. I ask unanimous consent that the reading o:ll 

the Journal may be dispensed with. 
Mr. PENROSE. I ob-ject, 1\lr. President. 
The Secretary resumed the reading of the Journal, and after 

having read for-some time; 
Mr. STONE. Let me say to the Senator from New Hamp

shi-re and others that the chairman of the Committee on Indian· 
Affairs states that tfiey have finally arranged the conference 
report on the Indian appropriation bill, and the reading of the. 
J"ournal may now be dispensed with. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent that the further 
reading of the Journal may be dispensed with. 

There being no objection, the further reading of the Journal 
was dispensed with, and it was approved. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATIONS-CONFERENCE REPO.RT. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr; President, out of order I ask unan[o! 
mons consent to present a conference report upon the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses upon the bill (H. R. 20150) making 
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the 
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with 
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the ·fiscal year 
ending June 30, 19!6. 

In presenting this report I will simply state that it is tli~ 
same as the report which was before the Senate yesterday savq 
and except that a different arrangeme~t or agreement has been 
made with reference to amendment numbered 20 and amendment 
numbered 120. I ask that amendments 20 an(l 120 be rea~ 
They constitute the only changes in the report as heretofore sub~ 
mitted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend:. 
ments. 
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